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CHRONOLOGY OF "THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES,” 


THE PARLIAMENTARY HISTORY contains all that can be collected of the Legislative 
History of this country from the Conquest to the close of the XVIIIth Century (1803), 36 vols. 
The chief sources whence these Debates are derived are the Constitutional History, 24 vols. ; 
Sir Simonds D’Ewes’ Journal; Debates of the Commons in 1620 and 1621; Chandler and 
Timberland’s Debates, 22 vols. ; Grey’s Debates of the Commons, from 1667 to 1694, 10 vols. ; 
Almon’s Debates, 24 vols. ; Debrett's Debates, 63 vols.; The Hardwicke Papers ; Debates in 
Parliament by Dr. Johnson, &c., &e. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES commence with the year 1803, and the contents are 
set forth in the following Chronological Table : 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS 
OF STATE, Ere. 
THE CABINET. | 
Prime Minister and Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs——Most Hon. the Marquess of 
SALISBURY, K.G. 
Lord President of the Council-——His Grace the Duke of DEVONSHIRE, K.G 
Lord Chancellor——Rt. Hon. Earl of HALSBURY 





Lord Privy Seal——Rt. Hon. Viscount Cross, G.C.B., G.C.S.1. 
First Lord of the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Artuur J. BALFOUR. 
Secretaries of State- 


Home Departiment——Rt. Hon. Sir MATTHEW Waite RIDLEY, Bt. 
Colonial—— Rt. Hon. Josern CHAMBERLAIN. 
War Most Hon. Marquess of LANSDOWNE, K.G.,G.C.MLG., G.CLS.1, 
India Rt. Hon. Lord Ghorce LLAMILTON. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer——Rt. Hon. Sir MICHAEL Hicks BEACH, Bt. 
First Lord of the Adimiralty——Rt. Hon. GEORGE JOACHIM GOSCHEN. 
Lord Lieutenant of Treland——Rt. Hon. Earl CAvouAn, K.G. 
Lord Chancellor of lreland--—Rt. Hon. Lord ASHBOURNE. 
President of the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. CHARLES THOMSON RITCHIE. 
Secretary for Scotland——Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGH. 
President of the Local Gov ernment Board-——Rt. Hon. HENRY CHAPLIN. 
Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster— Rt. Hon. Lord JAMES OF HEREFORD 
First Commissioner of Works—-—itt. Hon. A. AKERS DOUGLAS. 


President of the Board of Agriculture——lKt. Hon. WALTER UL. Lone. 
NOT IN THE CABINET. 


Postinaster-General—— Duke of NORFOLK, K.G. is 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Treasury ——Rt. Hon. Sir W. WALROND, M.P 
Financial Secretary to the Tre: 4 Rt ies. Kk. W. HANBURY, M.P 








Chief Secretary for Lreland Rt. Hon. GER AL 2 We ning M.P. 
Vice-President of the Committee of ~ ouncil——Rt. Hon. Sir J. ELpon Gorst, M.P. 
Secretary to the Admiralty—— Ht ELLISON MAcARTNEY, Esq., M.P. 

fH. Pi Pro moconl Esq., M.P. 
Lords of the Treasury --— fete HAYES FISHER, Esy., M.P. 


Lord STANLEY, M.P. 
/Adiniral Sir F. W. RIcHARDS, G.C B 
Vice-Admiral Sir F. G. D. Beprorp, K.C.B. 
Lords of the Admiralty——- oir ge pe A. Kk. be ge V.C., C.B. 
Capt. A. W. Moore, C.B., C.M.G. 
\ J. AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN, ag vy ES Ee 
Parliamentary Secretary, Foreign Otlice-—Rt. Hon. W. St. JouN Broprick, M.P. 
Parliamentary Seeretary, Home Office Rt. Hon. Jesse CoLLiNnGs, M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary, Colonial Office—Rt. Hon. Earl of SELBORNE. 
Peon Secretary, India Oftice——Rt. Hon. Earl of ONSLow, G.C.M.u. 
Parliamentary Secretary, War Office——GEORGE WYNDUAM, Esq., M.P. 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Board of Trade——Rt. Hon. ag wot DUDLEY 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government Board——T. W. RussEvL, Esq., M.P. 
Financial Seeretary, War Office ——J. PoWELL- WILLIAMS, E sy. . Mt rs 
Attorney-General ——-Sir RicwHAnpD E. Wrsstrer, Bt., G.C.M.G., Q.C., MP. 
Solicitor-General ——Sir R. B. FInuay, Q.C., M.P. 














vi HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Cont.) 


OTHER OFFICERS OF STATE. 
Judge Advocate-General Rt. Hon. Sir F. H. JEUNE, K.C.B., President Probate, Divorce, 
and Admiralty Courts. 

Lord Chamberlain——Rt. Hon. Earl of Hoprroun, G.C.M.G. 
Vice-Chamberlain——Hon. AILWYN E. FELLOWES, M.P. 
Lord Steward——Rt. Hon. Earl of PEMBROKE AND MONTGOMERY, G.C.V.O. 
Master of the Horse His Grace the Duke of PORTLAND, K.G., G.C.V.Q. 
Paymaster-General— His Grace the Duke of MARLBOROUGH. 
Comptroller of the Household Viscount VALENTIA, M.P. 
Treasurer of the Household——Viscount CURZON, M.P. 
Master of the Buckhounds Rt. Hon. Earl of CovENTRY, 
Captain Yeoman of the Guard——Rt. Hon. Earl WALDEGRAVE. 

General Rt. Hon. Viscount Bripport, G.C.B. (permanent). 

Rt. Hon. Earl of Krn'rore, G.C.M.G. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of DENBIGH. 

Se At a Rt. Hon. Lord CHURCHILL. 

Lords-in-Waiting——4 jt) Hon. Lord Harris, G.C.S.L, G.C.LE, 

Rt. Hon. Lord LAWRENCE. 

Rt. Hon. Earl of CLARENDON. 

\ Rt. Hon. Lord Bacor, 














SCOTLAND. 
Chief Secretary Rt. Hon. Lord BALFOUR OF BURLEIGHL. 
Lord Justiee-General Rt. Hon. J. B. BALFour. 


Lord Advocate Rt. Hon. A. G. Murray, Q.C.. MP. 
Lord Justice Clerk ——Rt. Hon. Lord Ktixspuran, C.B. 
Lord Clerk Register His Grace the Duke of Montross, b.'T. 


Lord High Comumissioner—— Rt. Hon. Karl of LEVEN AND MELVILLE. 

Solicitor-General —— CHARLES Scorr-Dickson, Esy., Q.C. 
IRELAND. 

Lord Lieutenant Rt. Hon. Earl CADOGAN, K.AG. 

Lord Chancellor — Lord ASHBOURNE. 

Chief Secretary Rt. Hon. GERALD W. BALFour, M.P. 

Under Secretary Rt. Hon. Sir Davip HARRELL, K.C.B. 

Attorney-General Rt. Hon. J. ATKINSON, M.P. 

Solicitor-General GEO. Wricut, Esq. 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Chairman of Committees Kt. Hon. Earl of MORLEY. 
Clerk of Parliaments——HENky J. L. GRAHAM, Esgq., C.B. 
Deputy Clerk of Parliaments (Clerk Assistant)——Hon. E. P. 'THESIGER, C. B. 


feading-Clerk and Clerk of Outdoor Committees—— 

Counsel to the Chairman of Committees—- ALBERT GRAY, Exq. 

Chief Clerk and Clerk of Public Bills H. C. MALKIN, Esq. 

Senior Clerks—— 

Clerk of Private Bills, and Taxing Onticer of Private Bill Costs———R. W. Monro, Esq. 

Peers’ Printed Paper Office ——-A. HARRISON, Esq. 

Principal Clerk, Judicial Department, and Taxing Officer of Judicial Costs KE. F; 
TAYLOR, Esq. 

Clerk of the Journals——W. A. LetGn, Esq. 

Principal Clerk of Private Committees—J. ie SYMONS JEUNE, Esy. 

Other Clerks——F. SKENE, Esq. ; W. H. HAMILTON GORDON, Esq. ; C. L. ANSTRUTHER, Esq. 
(Clerk attending the Table,; Hon. A. MCDONNELL; A. H. Rowinson, Esq. ; H. P. St. 
Joun, Esy.; V. M. Bipputen, Esy.; Hon, E. A. Stonor; H. J. F. BADELEY, Esq. ; 
C. HEADLAM, Esq. ; J. B. HOTHAM, Esq. 

Accountant——':. F ULKEs, Esq. 

Copyist——Mr. T. A. Curt; Assistant Copyist--——Mr. H. P. Norns. 

Messengers—— Messrs. W. WoRFELL, A. A. WoRFELL, C. E. CHIZLETT, A. N. STOLL, J. W. F. 
LocKE, J. MCMILLAN, G. BENNETT. 

Librarian——. ARTHUR STRONG, Esq. 

Assistant Librarian—— A. H. M. But er, Esq. 

Messenger——Mr. W. H. G. STREVENS. 

Examiners for Standing Orders C. W. Campion, Esq. ; J. F. SYMons JEUNE, Esq. ; Clerk 
—J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 

Gentleman Usher of the Black Rod Gen. Sir Miehael A. S. BrippuLPH, G.C.B. 

Yeoman Usher——-Captain T. D. BUTLER. 

Serjeant-at-Arms—— Major-General Sir ARTHUR ELLIs, K.CLV.O , C.S.E. 
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HER MAJESTY’S PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF STATE.—(Coné.) Vii 


PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF LORDS.—(Cont.) 
Deputy Serjeant-at-Arms——S. HAND, Esq. 
Resident Superintendent Mr. J. K. WILLIAMS. 
Shorthand Writer —W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 
Principal Doorkeepers—— Messrs. W. CHANDLER, E. Fox, F, HOLMAN. 
First Class Assistants ——Messrs. C. WALKER, J. HEDLEY, J. LANE. 
Second Class Assistants——Messrs. B. GALLOP, H. B. STREVENS, G. W. Cross, W. Storr. 
Third Class Assistants —— Messrs. J. WooLacort, A. A. EDNEY, J. F. BAUM. 
Messengers——Messrs. A. J. SOLMAN, J. B. ForsyrH, C. CHAPMAN, W. PHILLiPs, 
W. W. MEATEs. 
Superintendent of Refreshment Rooms——Mr. WILLIAM AGGAS. 
Inspector of Police attending the House of Lords Mr. T. KENDRICK. 











T,X AD AL ADA ’ = TON ’ 1 11 
PRINCIPAL OFFICERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Clerk of the House of Commons——ARCHIBALD MILMAN, Esq., C.B. 

Clerk-Assistant——FRraANcIs B. G. JENKINSON, Esq., C.B. 

Second Clerk-Assistant-——ARTHUR W. NiIcHULSON, Esq. 

Principal Clerks 
Public Bill Office, and Clerk of Fees —-W. A. Fencuson-DaAvig, Esq., CB. 

Clerk of the Journals W. H. Ley, Esq. 
(‘ommittee Office R. DICKINSON, Esq. 
Private Bill Oftice——J. H. W. SOMERSET, Esq. 

Senior Clerks —W. Gibbons, Esq. ; F. St. GEORGE TUPPER, Esq. ; H. C. Tower, Esq. ; 
C. V. Frere, Esq.; L. T. LE MARCHANT, Esq.; G. C. GIFFARD, Esq. 

Assistant Clerks Sir E. H. DoyLe, Bart. ; 8. L. SmmEoN, Esq. ; ARTHUR I. DASENT, Esq.; 
E. C. HowE Browne, Esq.; HORACE West, Esq.; HENRY A. FERGUSON-DAVIE, Esq. ; 
ArrHurR H. ELLis, Esq.; Percy A. BULL, Esq.; F. R. WILLIAMS WyNvN, Esq.; 
W. E. Grey, Esq.; F. C. HOLLAND, Esq.; J. W. G. BOND, Esq. 

Junior Clerks T. L. WEBSTER, Esq.; H. C. DAWKINS, Esq.; A. F. B. WILLIAMS, Esq.; 
Rk. P. Cotomn, Esq.; B. H. FELL, Esq.; R. E. CHILDERS, ae J. ScotT PorvTeEr, Esq.; 
F, C. BRAMWELL, Es¢f.; 8. A. AUSTEN LEIGH, Esq.; W.'T. LEGGE, Esq.; C. R. TURNER, Esq. 

Collectors of Fees on Private Bills——C. L. LockTon, Esq. 

Shorthand Writer——W. H. GURNEY SALTER, Esq. 

Oftice Clerk in Committee Oftice Mr. T. FEILDEN MITCHELL. 

Office Clerk in Journal Oftice Mr. A. A. TAYLOR. 

Messengers Messrs. J J. SHELVEY, C. DAVIE, W. QUANTRILL, H. JoNEs, G. D. WELLER, 
J. ARMSTRONG, J. WOODWARD, J. Ivory, G. NORMAN. 

Serjeant-at-Arms——H. D. ERSKINE, Esy. 

Deputy Serjeant——F. R. GossEt, Esq. 

Assistant Serjeant——Lieut.-Col. Hon. E. H. LEGGE. 

Doorkeepers Mr. W. WILsoN, Mr. M. [NGLEFIELD. 

Otfice Messenger-—Mr. C. J. H. SHEARN. 

Messengers (Ist Class) Mr. H. HAMBLING, Mr. C. WoopcraArt, Mr. R. ROBERTSON, Mr. 
J. Hitts, Mr. J. SPRAGUE, Mr. A. ANDREWS, Mr. T. B. SprAy, Mr. G. Tyr, Mr. G. 
MILLS, Mr. R. Hospsy, Mr. G. ANSTEY. 

Messengers (2nd Class) Messrs. J. H. DAy, J. HENDERSON, G. WAINWRIGHT, J. GUYATT. 
R. TurTLE, A. HASKELL, A. C. JOHNSON, G. CLAPPERTON. 

Superintendent of Members’ Waiting Room——Mr. J. F. HENLEY; Assistant-——Mr. W. 
BROADBENT ; Porters——Messrs. J. ORAM, T. MARTIN. 

Postmaster——Mr. EpMUND W. PIKE; Hall Keeper Mr. J. GLYNN. 

Office Keeper——Mr. W. HARVEY. 

Chaplain to the House——Rev. Canon BAsiL WILBERFORCE, D.D. 

Secretary to the Speaker-—-EDWARD GULLY, Esq. 

Counsel to the Speaker—— Hon. E. CHANbDOs LEIGH, Q.C., C.B. 

Trainbearer——Mr. J. FRENCH. 

Messenger——Mr. G. T. VINEY. 

Referee of Private Bills——ALFRED BONHAM CARTER, Esq. 

Examiners of Private Bills C. W. CAMPION, Esq., J. F. SYMONS JEUNE, Esq. 

Taxing Master-——C. W. Campton, Esq. ; Clerk——J. W. G. Bonp, Esq. 






























































Librarian R. C. WALPOLE, Esq. ; Assistant Librarian——E. G. HARVEY, Esq. : Clerks in 
Library Messrs. J. R. CRIMP, WM. STEWART; Messengers—— Messrs. A. FIRMIN, 


W. HAGUE. 
Vote Oftice—— 
Chief Clerk H. A. M. KILLIcK, Esq. 
Assistant Clerks P. E. Smitu, Esq., H. OTWAY MAYNE, Esq. 
Messenger——Mr. JOHN EDWARDS. 











Printers——- 
Journals G. E. BRISCOE Eyre, Esq. 
Votes——-J. B. NICHOLS, Esq. 





Chief Inspector of Police attending the House of Commons——Mr. Horstey. 
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of the Lord Chancellor : read. and ordered to lie on the Table 
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Tuk Lorb CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certificate from the Examiners that the 
further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill have been 
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RUGELEY GAs —The same was ordered to lie on the Table 


London County Tramways (Nv. 1!) Bill ‘The order referring the 
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on the Table: The orders made on the 27th of February and on Monday 
last discharged ; and Bill committed ... ; 


Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill [11.1.]-—Report 
from the Select Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with 
the consideration of the Bill, no parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 
23rd of February and on Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed ... 


Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [11.1..]; Donegal Railway Bill 
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Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland 
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petition pa 


Colonial Bank Bill —Brought from the Commons ; Read First Tirne ; and 
referred to the Examiners hk ‘ “ 
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United Kingdom of Germany for the settlement of the Samoan and other 
questions ; signed at London, November 14th, 1899 (ratifications ex- 
changed at London and Berlin, February 16th, 1900) ; No. 8. Convention 
between the United Kingdom, Germany, and the United States of 
America for the adjustment of questions relating to Samoa ; signed at 
Washington, 2nd December, 1899 (ratifications exchanged at London, 
Berlin, and Washington, 16th February, 1900; No. 9. Treaty between 
the United Kingdom and the Republic of San Marino for the mutual ex- 
tradition of fugitive criminals ; signed at Florence, 16th October, 1900 
(ratifications exchanged at Rome, December 5th, 1899) 


Page 


a) 


-3 


© 





Pr 


Ci 


Page 


~ 


we) 


=) 





TABLE OF CONTENTS. xi 
March 22.) Page 


TrapeE Rerorts—ANNUAL SERIES—No. 2390. Italy (1898 and 1899). 


Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table a 5 

DISEASES OF ANIMALS Acts, 1894 AND 1896—Order, dated the 14th of March, 

1900, relating to the conveyance of animals by the Steamship “ Aldworth.” 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 5 
NEW BILL. 

Prevention of Corruption Bill [.1.] A Bill to check corruption—Was 
presented by the Lord Russell of Killowen ; read First Time ; and to be 
printed, (No, 35) 5 

Money Lending Bill |it..| [Tui Reapinc|—Order of the Day for the 
Third Reading read. 

Moved, * That the Bill be now read for the Third Time.”—(Vhe Lord 
James of Hereford.) 
45 


The Karl of Wemyss 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read the Third ‘Time (according to order) ; 
an Amendment made : Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


Youthful Offenders Bill [11.1..] Amendment reported (according to order) ; 
and Bill to be read the Third Time on Tuesday next , 3 sae 7 


Census (Great Britain) Bill —Read the Second Time (according to order), 
and committed to a Committee of the whole House To-morrow ... os 7 


Municipal TRADING—~PRovosED JOINT COMMITTEE. 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Earl of Morley on 8 The Prime Minister and Secretary 

The Earl of Wemyss a 8 of State for Foreign Affairs 
(The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 9 

House adjourned at a quarter before Five of the clock. 
COMMONS: THURSDAY, 22Np MARCH, 1900 
PRIVATE BiLL BUSINESS. 

PROVISIONAL Orpen Bitts (NO STANDING OrDERS APPLICABLE) --- 

Mk. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill referred 

on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :—- 

Metropolitan Common Scheme (Petersham) Provisional Order Bill. 
wat d 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a Second Time To-morrow 
Hamilton Burgh Bill—<As amended, considered ; to be read the Third Time _10 


London Water (Purchase) Bill—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
Second Time.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Stuart — (Shoreditch, Mr. Stuart ik ah 
Howton) ... ~~ P 10 The President of the Local Govern 

Wr. John Nedmand (Water ment Bourd (Mr. Chaplin, 
ford) re Ps se 10 Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 

Mr. Gihson PRowles 4 10 Vr, John Redmond 

Mr. Stuart.. oe ri 1] Wr, Chaplin 

Mr. Boulnois (Maryiebone, Mr. Stuart a ae na 
E.) Ee ae _ 1 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 

Vr. 7. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 1] Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 

Mr. William Redinond Mr. John Redinond 


(Clure, L.) 


The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. 





fi ks 12 
Mr. Lough Islington, W.) 12 J. Balfour, Mun- 
12 sv he 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) vhester, Eb.) 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Debate be now 


adjourned.”—-(Mr, Stuart.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Whitmore (Chelsea)... 17 Sir H.  Camphell-Bannerman 
Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epynny) Is (Stirling Durghs) : 
Sir Frederic — Diawon-TTuet- Lord Hugh Cecil (Greenwich) 
land (Middlese.r, Urbridy ) 1&8 Vr. John Burns ( Battersea) 
Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) [s8 Sir W. Mart-Dyke (Kent, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour bas 19 Dartford) 


(Question put, and agreed to. Debate adjourned till Thursday nest. 
Raglway 
read the 


Central London Railway Bill lo amend The Central London 
Act, IS91, with reference te cheap fares for laboring classes, 
First Time, and referrecLto the Examiners of Petitious for Private Bills 


Shannon Water and Electric Power Bill Ordered, That the Shannon 
Water and Electric Power Bill be committed to the Committee to be 
nominated by the Committee of Selection for the Consideration of other 
Private Bills relating to electric power.—( Lord Balearres) ... 


ELectRIGC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL OrvERS (No. 1.)-—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Basingstoke, Erdington, 
Farnham, Felixstowe and Walton, Leek, Littleborough, Maryport, 
Nantwich, Ormskirk, and Penrith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PRovisioNaAL Orpers (No. 2.) Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, L882 and 188s, relating to Brierley Hill, Cleethorpes-with- 
Thrunscoe, Elland, Exmouth, Newark, Penzance, Prestwich, Redear, 
Sowerby Bridge, and Whitefield, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie 
and Mr. Hanbury 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill ‘To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Basingstoke, Erdington, 
Farnham, Felixstowe and Walton, Leek, Littleborough, Maryport, 
Nantwich, Ormskirk, and Penrith,” presented, and read the First Time : 
to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 
printed, (Bill 137) 
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Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill 


Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1X88, relating to Brierley Hill, Cleethorpes-with- 
Elland, Exmouth, Newark, Penzance, Prestw ich, Redear, 
’ presented, and read the First Time ; to 
* Private Bills, and to be 


“To confirm certain 
the Electric 


Thrunseve, 
Sowerby Bridge, and Whitetield’ 
he referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
printed. (Bill 138) 


PETITIONS, 


Land Values Taxation (Scotland) Bill —Petition from Falkirk, against ; 

to he upon the Table ... Te . re abe. id be aa 
Local Authorities Officers 6” gepmenaai Bill —Petition from Hastings, 
in favour; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


Midwives Bill -Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill I’etitions, in favour, from 
King’s Lynn: Chichester, Old Walsoken ; West Walton: Wisbech (two) : 


and Chatteris : to lie upon the Table 


~—Petitions, in favour, from 
London ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill 
Rochdale ; Salford; Miles Platting; ‘Trawden: Glasgow ; 
Upper Norwood ; Croyglon (two); and Wanstead ; to lie upon the Table 

Sunday atari (Monmouthshire) Bill—-Petitions, in favour, from London 
and Rochdale (two); to lie upon the Table 

Teinds (Scotland) Bill--- Petition of the United Presbyterian Synod, against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... $e s ms tes i 

Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—-lPetitions, in favour, from Borrowstounness 
and Pollokshaws ; to lie upon the Table — ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NavaL Works Acts, 1895, 1896, AND 1897—Account presented, showing 
the amount of money issued out of the Consolidated Futid ; the amount 
and nature of the securities created in respect thereof ; the amount of the 
surplus of income over expenditure for the financial year ended 31st March, 
1896, and the amount of money expended in pursuance of the Acts during 
the year ended the 3lst March, 1899, together with the Report of the 
Comptroller and Auditor General thereof [by Act]; to le upon the 
Table, aud to be printed. [No. 108]... zs ae i ie 


TREATY Serres (No. 7, 1900) Copy presented of Convention and Declaration 
between the United Kingdom and Germany for the settlement of the 
Samoan and other questions. Signed at London, 14th December, 1899. 
Ratifieations exchanged at London and Berlin, i6th February, 1900 [by 


Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


TReary Seriks (No, 8, 1900)—-Copy presented of Convention between the 
United Kingdom, Germany, and the United States of America, for the 
adjustment of questions relating to Samoa. Signed at Washington, 
2nd December, 1899. Ratifications exchanged at London, Berlin, and 
Washington, 16th February, 1990 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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TREATY SERIES (No. 9, 1900)—Copy presented of Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and the Republic of San Remo for the mutual extradition of 
fugitive criminals. Signed at Florence, 16th October, 1899. Ratifications 
exchanged at Rome, 5th December, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table i is i i : bs ” ie ik 


TRADE ReEvorts (ANNUAL SERIES) —Copy presented of Diplomatic and Consular 
Reports, Annual Series, No. 2390 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk of the House 


3RIDLINGTON PrERS AND HarBouR—Copy of Abstract of the General Annual 
Account for the year ending 26th July, 1899 [by Act] 


Bricuton Corporation BitL-—Reported, with Amendments ; Report to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorpbs-—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act 
to amend the Law relating to the Court of Chancery of the County 
Palatine of Durham.” Palatine Court of Darham Bill. [ Lords, |. 

And, also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to further amend the Acts relating 
to the Harbour of Dundee; and for other purposes. [Dundee Harbour 
Bill, H.1.] say 7 _ oe 


Dundee Harbour Bill [i.L.|—Read the First Time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; oe dos es 


London County Tramways (No. 2) Bill—-Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ¥ sia ee 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN War---Lorbd METHUEN, GENERAL WAUCHOPE, AND COLONEL 
(covcHn-—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.): Answer, The 
Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—LORD METHUEN’S DeEspATCHES—-Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham in we ns 


SIEGE OF KimperLEY—Mr. RHODES AND COLONEL KEKEWICH—Question, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


PRIVATE PROPERTY IN THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLICS—-Question, Mr. Kimber 
(Wandsworth); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


Wire NIPPERS—Questions, Sir Lewis M‘Iver (Edinburgh, W.) and General 
Russell (Cheltenham) ; Answers, The Financial Secretary to the War 
Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, W.) ... 


Boots FOR THE TRroops—Question, General Russell ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams se i 


QUICK-FIRING GU ce aemietee: Mr. Platt- — apasoaiaty N. ys Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham re ; 


ProposED War Record CornaGE—Question, Mr. Aird (Paddington x); 
Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, 
Bristol, W.)... a5 li si tas ss ee ais ae 
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War FUNDS—PROvISION roR RELATIVES OF INDIAN CAMP FOLLOWERS— 
Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ... br As See 


Press CENnsorsiipe —SUPPRESSED CABLEGRAMS~ Question, Mr. Lloyd-George 
(Carnarvon) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ie ce ae aad 


Brirish WOUNDED PRISONERS—Question, Mr Lees Knowles (Salford, W.) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) 


CONDUCT OF GERMAN SAILORS at PortsMOUTH --Question, Mr. Nicol (Argyll) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 5.) 


RESERVE AND MinitiA Orricers’ ALLOWANCES —Questions, Major Rasch 
(Essex, S.E.) and Col. M‘Calmont (Antrim, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


CabEt BATTALIONS —-Provosep Caprration Grant --Question, Mr. Warr 
(Liverpool, East Toxteth) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham se 


SANDHURST CADETS’ COMMISSIONS-—Question, Sir Charles Cayzer (Barrow-in- 
Furness) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INSPECTOR GENERAL OF AUXILIARY Forces —Question, Col. Welby (Taunton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham As ae 84 a aa Ke ee 


; e. ; R , 

MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CoNTRACTORS——Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, 
S.E.), Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam); Answers, Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams was a re oy sf os ite hee th 


MitittA MrpicaL Stare Corps’ Pay —- Question, Sir Herbert Maxwell 
(Wigton); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... . sa e 


SoutH Cork MtLittA—NON-PAYMENT OF BouNTy—Question, Mr. Maurice 
Healy (Cork) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams rs ach 


MiuiriA—OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES —Question, Col. M‘Calmont; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham hg ; es sd -F 


INSTRUCTIONS FoR RecruITING AGENTS — Question, Dr. Farquharson 
(Aberdeenshire, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham a aie wes 


MAGAZINE RiFLES—Question, Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ns “ wie bes os ae 


LIGHTHOUSES IN THE RED SEA—Question, Mr. Chas. M‘Arthur (Liverpool 
Exchange) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
(Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) me 


RUSSIA AND TURKEY—RAILWAY CONCESSIONS—Questions, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) and Earl Percy (Kensington, S.); Answers, Mr. Brodrick 


TREATIES WITH ForEIGN PoweRs—Question, Mr. Hedderwick ; Answer, Mr. 
Brodrick we er: = tid as sie 


Uaanpa RatLway ContTrACTS Question, Mr. Engledew (Kildare, N.) ; 


Answer, Mr. Brodrick 
ArMENIA-—BritisH ConsuLatTe AT Brtiis—Question, Earl Perey ; Answer, 
Mr, Brodrick .., so Ne piss a mee ee th 
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COLONIAL GOVERNMENTS AND THE Drarr Copyricut Brit Question, Mr. 


Lecky (Dublin University) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


Tue WatmMa CrLatms—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea District) : 


Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... 


STaMP Duty ON DEBENTURES-—Question, Mr. Kimber ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks- 


Beach 


INCREASED Excisk DuTIES—DIFFICULTIES OF CLEARANCE—Question, Mr. 


Kimber: Answer, Sir M. Hicks-Beach 


SouTH-EASTERN AND CHATHAM RaILWAY—WORKMEN’s TRAINS——Question, 
Mr. Lough (Islington, N.) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade 
(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


Tue Companies’ BitL—-Questions, Mr. Kimber, Mr. Bryee (Aberdeen, 8.), and 
Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answers, Mr. Ritchie ... 


Prisons’ FLoGeIng REGULATIONS —Question, Sir Chas. Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) a x 


Income TAX Surveyors’ Districts --Question, Mr. Heyweod Johnstone 
(Sussex, Horsham) ; Answer, The Secretary tothe Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) 


MERCHANT SHiPPinG—-Contracts For Live Spock TRANSPORTS Question, 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


Post OFFICE ANNUITIES——Question, Sir James Rankin (Herefordshire, 
Leominster) : Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury Ves ne : ” 


MANCHESTER POSTMEN’S STRIPES —Question, Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


CABLE DELAYS TO Russia Question, Mr. A. G. H. Gibbs (London): Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury us wa 

Lanourers’ (IRELAND) Act Atiy UNION CHARGES Question, Mr. 
Engledew (Kildare, N.);) Answer, The Attorney-General for lreland 


(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Irish LAND Comission APPEALS— Question, Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson . = : ee Sit s 


LADYSMITH DistURBANCES IN BELFAST—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson . i 


Croxnes Post Orrick Question, Mr. Maecaleese (Monaghan, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Hanbury.. ” is ES tes 


VMoNAGHAN PosTaL S1Tarr--Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Trish SUb-PosrMasrEeRr’s Puries— Question, Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kilkenny) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury : 
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Dustin PoLicke AND THE Licenstinc LAws—Question, Mr. Harrington 
(Dublin Harbour) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


INNISKILLEN ASSIZES—ASSESSMENT OF CouNTY CAVAN—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell (Cavan, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 





LAND VALUATION—-ANNALY ESTATE 


stion, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson : 


Kerry County CounciL SECRETARY—Questions, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) and 
Mr. Daly ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ... abe :; nal 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY EXTENSION—-Question, Mr. Gilhooly y (Cork County, W ds 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson P aa jn ve aa 


IrtsH CoNGESTED Districts BoArD—Question, Captain Donelan (Cork, E.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson... : ct ies at ie be, nee 


IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF CouRT—Question, Mr. James O’Connor 
(Wicklow, W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


MeratH Marin Roaps—Question, Mr. Gibney i agas ty N.); Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ee Sis : Fes E- Le 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Question, Sir H. Campa Bannerman (Stirling 
3urghs) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour sh mi a 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


NEW BILL. 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS (SCOTLAND)-—Bill to authorise the 
transfer to the Secretary for Scotland of certain powers and duties under 
the Acts relating to Reformatory and Industrial Schools, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Jesse Collings, Secretary to Sir Matthew White Ridley, 
and the Lord Advocate 


Reformatory and Industrial Schools (Scotland) Bill“ To authorise the 
transfer to the Secretary for Scotland of certain powers and duties under 
the Acts relating to Reformatory and Industrial Schools,” presented 
accordingly, and read the First Time ; to be read a Second ‘Time upon 
Thursday next, and to be printed. [Bi 





FINANCIAL RELATIONS (ENGLAND AND IRELAND)— Motion made, and Question 
proposed, “That in the economic circumstances of Ireland the dispro- 
portion between the taxation of Ireland and its taxable capacity, disclosed 
by the findings of the Royal Commission, demands the serious attention of 
the Government, with a view to a remedy.” —-(Mr. Arthur O'Connor.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Power (Waterford, E.) 69 Mr. Bartley Islington, N.) 


Mr. Parker Smith (Lancrk- Mr. mt (Dublin University) 
shire, Partick)... an” ae Mr, Clancy (Dublin Co., N.) ... 
Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.)  ... 80 The Chancellor of the Erchequer 
Mr. Purvis (Peterborough)... 84 (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, 
Sergeant Hemphill (Tyrone at wee 
N. 86 Mr. T. M. Healy ‘(Loui th, nW& - 
Sir T. G. Esmonde (Kerry Y, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) we 
W.) ne i 93 Mr, Field (Dublin, St. Patrick)... 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 102; Noes, 220. (Division List No. 76.) 
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Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill—Read the Third Time, and passed .. 141 


Census (Ireland) Bill—Order read, for resuming the adjourned debate on 
Question [19th March], “ That the Bill be now read a Second Time.” 


Question again proposed. 
Bill read a Second Time, and committed for Monday next ae 1 a 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—Read a Second Time, and committed for 





Monday next ... 141 
Lunacy Boarp (ScoTLaNnD) [SALARIES, &c.]—Resolution reported, “ That it 
is expedient to amend the law relating to the number of the staff of the 
General Board of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland, and to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of their 
salaries, and of the expenses of the Board, and the remuneration of the 
Chairman and Commissioners.” 
Resolution read a Second Time. 
Motion made and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree 
with the Committee in the said Resolution.” 
DISCUSSION :-—- 
Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 142 Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 142 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 144 
Graham Murray (Bute- 
shire) a cake 
Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 115; Noes, 38. (Division List No. 77.) 
Bill ordered to be brought in by the Lord Advocate and Mr, Anstruther. 
Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill—<To amend the law 
relating to the number and salaries of the Staff of the General Board 
of Commissioners in Lunacy for Scotland, and to provide for the 
remuneration of certain of the Commissioners,” presented accordingly, and 
read the First Time ; to be read a Second Time upon Monday next, and to 
be printed. [Bill 140.] 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill (Seconp Reapinc)—Order for 
Second Reading read. 
Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) ... 145 Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 145 
The President of the Board Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 145 
of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) — w» «145 


MIpwIvEs [ExpENsES|—Considered in Committee. 
In the Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk, in the Chair. | 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That it is expedient to authorise 
the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of such ex- 
penses as the Treasury may certify to have been necessarily incurred by 
the General Medical Council under any Act of the present session, to 


secure the better training of midwives, and to regulate their practice.”— 
(Sir John Gorst.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) 146 Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) 
The Vice-President of the 

Committee of Council (Sir 

John Gorst, Cambridge 

University) oe ... 146 


Committee report progress ; to sit again To-morrow. 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill-—Srconp 


Reapinc—Order for Second Reading read. 


Sir Charles Dilke (Gloucester- The Under-Secretary of State for the 
shire, Forest of Dean) ... 147 Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Mr. William — Johnston Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 
(Belfast, 8S.) ... se Tae Sir J. Blundell i sa biter 


well, Dulwich) 
Second Reading deferred till Thursday next. 
Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. GRANT Lawson in the Chair. ] 


Dr. Tanner (Cork County, Lord Balearres( Lancashire, Chorley) 
Mid) Sue sical ..- 148 


Clauses 1, 2, and 3 agreed to. 
Clause 4 :— 
Committee report progress ; to sit again upon Tuesday next. 


Honse adjourned at a quarter before One of the clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 23rp MARCH, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, 


Newport Corporation Bill gn - Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments ite wis es on * me 


Governments Stock and other Securities isan reteset Bill 
[H.L. |—-Reported with Amendments 


Southampton Harbour Bill [1.1..|-—The — s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments ... ~ he 


Crystal Palace ed Bill L Ji Bournemouth ieee ation Bill [1.1.] 
—Committed . wae see 


Hammond (G. id aie ware [H. ell ‘Read Second Time (according to 
Order) ... ae is ne i sii 


Higham Ferrers Water Bill - L. eres Third Time, and Aes and sent 
to the Commons , 
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Motherwell Water Bill [1... Manspien from the Select Committee with 
Amendments me ns sts bik a is 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [1.1..]—House in Committee (according 
to Order). Amendments made. Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Report of Amendments to be received on Monday next 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


House or Lorps Orrices—Leave given to the Select Committee to report 
from time to time: First Report made; to be printed ; and to be con- 
sidered on Tuesday next. (No. 37) i 


SUPERANNUATION-—Treasury Minute, dated 15th March, 1900, declaring that 
Margaret Jones, sub-postmistress, Ruthin, Post Office Department, was 
appointed without a Civil Service certificate, through inadvertence on the 
part of the head of her department: Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table me ie ‘ 


BRIDLINGTON Piers AND HArspour—Abstract of the general annual account 
for the year ending 26th July, 1899: Delivered (Pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table be os — iis ass 


PETITION. 


MunicipaL TRADING—Petition that a Select Committee may be appointed to 
inquire into the question of municipal trading ; of London Chamber of 
Commerce ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table ... 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill—Brought from the Commons; read First 
Time ; to be printed ; and to be read Second Time on Monday next (The 
Marquess of Salisbury); and Standing Order No. 39 to be considered 
in order to its being dispensed with. (No. 36) , ae _ 


Public Libraries Bill [1.L.)—Committee—House in Committee (according 
o Order). 


Clauses 1 and 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 :— 


Amendment moved— 


“In page 1, line 24, to leave out from ‘the’ in line 24 to the second ‘ and’ 


in line 25.”—(Lord Harris.) 

Lord Windsor 
Amendment agreed to. 
Consequential Amendment agreed to. 
Amendment moved— 

“To leave out sub-section (b)””—(Lord Harris). 

Lord Windsor és ioe | Lord Harris 

Amendment agreed to. 


Lord Windsor... one ive Pm se 
The Chairman of Committees (The Earl of Morley) 
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Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 

Lord Windsor... ose si aie 

Clauses 4 and 5 agreed to. 

Clause 6 agreed to, with drafting Amendment. 

Clauses 7, 8, and 9 agreed to. 

Clause 10. :— 

Amendment moved— 

“In page 3, line 40, at the beginning of the Clause, to insert as a separate 
sub-section :—‘ (1.) The provisions of the Publie Libraries Act, 1892, shall 
extend to Ireland, with the substitution of the rural district as library district 
in place of the parish, and of the rural district council as library authority 


in place of the overseers for the parish.’”—(Lord Monteagle of Brandon). 


The Lord Chaneellor for Lord Monteagle and Brandon 
Ireland (Lord Ashbourne) 153 Lord Windsor és 


Amendment (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 
Clause 10 agreed to. 

Clause 11 :— 

Amendment moved—_ _, 


“Tn Sub-Section 2, line 22, to leave out ‘ without the order of a judge in 
chambers being first obtained.’ ”—(Lord Windsor.) 


The Lord Chancellor (The Lord Windsor 
Earl of Halsbury) .- 155 


Amendment agreed to. 
Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 12 and 13 agreed to. 
Schedule. 
Amendment moved— 
“In page 5, to leave out lines 29 and 30.”—(Lord Harris.) 
Agreed to. 


Bill recommitted to the Standing Committee; and to be printed as 
amended. (No. 38.) 


Census (Great Britain) Bill—House in Committee (according to Order) ; 
Bill reported without amendment ; Standing Committee negatived ; and 
Bill to be read the Third Time on Monday next 


Tue NEw Epucation CopE—GRANTS, INSPECTION, ETC. 


DISCUSSION :— 
Lord Reay ... is ... 156 The Earl of Kimberley ... 
The Lord President of the 
Council (The Duke of 
Devonshire)... a 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, 23rp MARCH, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 “has been complied with, namely :—- 
St. David's Railway (Abandonment) Bil’ Ordered, that the Bill be read 
a Second Time.. : - oe os jake ne 86 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders applicable, namely :— 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. Ordered, that 
the Bill be read a Second Time upon Monday next is ot 


City and South London Railway Bill; Grantham Gas Bill; Redhill Gas 
Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the Third Time es 


Metropolitan Common Scheme ee ne oe Bill — 
Read a Second Time, and committed ie 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill—Petition for Additional Provision ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; yas 


Southport Water Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 7 to lie cit the 
Table, and to be printed ae bik - ne 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation | Blll—Re e ted, with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table 


Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bili—Reported, with eanersonastia 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed ; si ei 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments eaeaeamad Bill—Petition from ani 
against ; to lie upon the Table ‘ “e oe 


Ecclesiastical Assessments eed Bill—Petition from Dumfries, mm 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ; pine : £ 


Local Authorities Officers’ ee anil Petition from Thorn- 
hill, against ; to lie upon the Table . * ne : 


Midwives Bill—Petition from London, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Poor LAw AMENDMENT (ScoTLAND) Act, 1845—Petition from Logie Pert, 
for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table — sis Ae 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour ; from 
Mildenhall ; and Andover ; to lie upon the Table ... , we 


Sale of Intoxicating Bi Pa to Children Bill, and Sunday Closing 
(Monmouthshire) Bill—Petition from Bolton, in favour ; to lie upon 
the Table ee Bie pee oe 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 


Crockham Hill ; Norwich ; Salford ; Pendleton ; Moss Side ; Edinburgh ; 
Barnsley ; and Otley ; ; to lie upon the Table ve rh wee re 


Sale of Intoxicating ee to Children (No 7 eesti wie from 
Sheffield, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Clydebank ; and Scottish Band of Hope Union ; to lie upon 
the Table = Ane ae ‘ 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Brad- 
ford (two) ; Skegness ; Salford; and Stratford ; to lie upon the Table 


Town Councils (Scotland) nil Petition from Forres, in favour ; to lie 


upon the Table 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ArMY (RECRUITING)—Copy presented, of Annual Report of the Inspector- 
General of Recruiting for 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


Ueanpa Raitway Act, 1896—Account presented, showing the money issued 
from the Consolidated Fund under the provisions of the Uganda Railway 
Act, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., c. 38), and of the money expended and 
borrowed, and Securities created under the said Act, to 31st March, 1899, 
together with the Report of the Comptroller and Auditor-General 
thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 109]... 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
15th March, 1900, declaring that Margaret Jones, Sub-Postmistress, 
Ruthin, Post Office Department, was appointed without a Civil Service 
certificate, through inadvertence on the part of the Head of her Depart- 
ment [by Act]; to lie upon the Table - me sins ~ 


Factory and Workshop Act (1878) Amendment Bill——Order for Second 
Reading upon W. asia 4th —_ read and discharged :—Bill 


withdrawn 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIRMEN’ s PANEL)— Mr. ARTHUR O’CoNNOR 
reported from the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had appointed Mr. Laurence 
Hardy to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the consideration 
of Bills relating to Law and Courts of Justice and Legal Procedure, in 
respect to the Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) Bill. 


Mr. ARTHUR O’Connor further reported, That they had appointed Mr. 
John Edward Ellis to act as Chairman of the Standing Committee for the 
consideration of Bills relating to trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping and Manufactures, in respect to the Workmen’s ieieasesananiie 
Act (1897) Extension Bill; Report to lie upon the Table . ~ 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. HaLsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee that they had added to the Standing Committee on Law and Courts 
of Justice and Legal Procedure the following fifteen Members in respect 
of the Merchant ‘Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) Bill :—Mr. William 
Allan (Gateshead), Mr. Bryce, Sir Charles Cayzer, Sir Donald Currie, 
Colonel Denny, Sir Francis Evans, Mr. Field, Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir 
William Houldsworth, Sir John Leng, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, Mr. Platt- 
Higgins, Mr. Provand, Sir Albert Rollit, and Mr. Havelock Wilson. 
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Mr. HALsky further reported from the Committee that they had added 
to the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping and M: anufactures, the following fifteen Members in respect of 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill :—Mr. 3uchanan, 
Mr. Carlile, Mr. Harry Foster, Mr. Goulding, Sir Cameron Gull, Sir 
William Harcourt, Mr. Grant Lawson, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Runciman, 
Captain Sinclair, Mr. Strutt,-Mr. V aughan- Davies, Mr. Courtenay Warner, 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Frederick W ilson ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—PROVISIONING OF MAFEKING—Question, Sir Charles 
Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... 


STORMBERG ENGAGEMENT—GENERAL GATACRE’S DeESPATCH—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.); Answer, The Under-Secretary of State 
for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) side 


SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—-Mrk. RuopEs AND Co“. KeEKEWICH—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham " ‘e “ * 


AFTER THE WAR—SETTLEMENT OF RETIRED SOLDIERS IN SoUTH AFRICA— 
Question, Mr. Harwood (Bolton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INDIAN AMBULANCE Corps—Question, Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal 
Green, N.E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham , te a 


EXPLOSIVE AND EXPANSIVE BULLETS—Question, Mr. Middlemore (Birming- 
ham, N.), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire, N.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham oe in St a sane sea 


COMMANDS AT THE Front—LORD METHUEN AND COLONEL GoUGH—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham re ; sae 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT-—-GENERAL WAUCHOPE AND LorpD METHUEN— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


LorpD METHUEN’s DesPpATCHES—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill and Mr. T. 
M. Healy (Louth, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham ys os 


THE QuEEN’s Visit TO IRELAND—PROVISIONING OF THE CHANNEL FLEET— 
Question, Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The Secretary to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 5.) + ‘ob sis es i 


MiuitiA OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES—Question, Commander Young (Berkshire, 


Workington) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


YEOMANRY CAMPs—Question, Sir J Stirling-Maxwell (Glasgow, College) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham Sue v ies Sct dex oe 


Army Contracts For BicycLES—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
E.) ; Answer, The Financial sediasse to the War Office is J. Powell- 
Williams, Birmingham, Ee sx ‘ de es ia oe 


CANTEEN CONTRACTS IN IRELAND—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham iin — ios vie a sic en i 
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Cork MiLitiA—Non-PAYMENT OF BoUNT en Mr. Maurice Healy 
(Cork) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams a oe a ee 


INDIAN. FAMINE— RELIEF WorKS AND FuNpD ~-Question, Mr. William 
Redmond ; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) eo as fet 

SUGGESTED FAMINE RELIEF GRANT FROM IMPERIAL SOURCES—Question, Mr. 
Samuel Smith (Flintshire) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ae ree 


THE NEw Stamp Duties—Question, Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899--ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES—Question, 
General Laurie (Pembroke and Haverfordwest) ; Answer, The President of 
the Local Government Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


LonG Eaton LeveL Crossinc—Question, Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) a — dsc stk “ne wee - 


RAILWAY SEASON TickET DEposits—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ‘. P - ee ia ve 
t 
Carre Weiguinc Act, 1891—OrrictAL Marker RerurNS—Question, Mr. 
Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, The President of the Board of 
Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) 


Foor AND MoutH DiskaAse REGULATIONS—Questions, Sir Harry Bullard 
(Norwich), Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich), and Mr. Soames (Norfolk, 8.) ; 
Answers, Mr. Long oo: ie o bry sae ae as 


Foor AND MoutH DISEASE IN SoutH AMERICA—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, 
Mr. Long - on see a — 


ACCOMMODATION FOR CRIMINAL LUNATICS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for the Home oe ia M. W hite Ridley, 
Lancashire, Blackpool) , es ‘gs ' 4 


Facrory Acr, 1895—PAarTICULARS SECTION—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


Dancerous O1ts—LAmp Farauities 1x LoNnpoN—Question, Mr. Channing 
(Northamptonshire, E.) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ais “3 


PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS—VOTE OFFICE—Question, Mr. Harwood ; Answer, 
The First Commissioner of Works (M.. Akers-Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) x er 8 wie “i oe 

Post Orrick—SuNDAY DutTIEs—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney); Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston) - aint i ve Ke eee we siti eS 

Post O¥FICE—RE-ENLISTMENTED SOLDIERS AND THEIR SITUATIONS— 
Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... me * 

Post OrricE SAVINGS BANKS—TELEGRAPHIC WITHDRAWALS—Question, 
Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... ve “as ae sit ae 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS — REGISTERING AND ADDING MACHINES— 
Question, Mr. Henniker Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 





Post OFFicE—StTamp Con Messrs. DE LA RuE & Co.—Question, 
Mr. Henniker Heaton ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury _... iris Fae ese 


UNIVERSITY EpucATION oF Roman CATHOLICS—COoLONIAL ReEPorTS— 
Question, Mr. Arthur J. Moore ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENT (SCOTLAND) Bitu—-Questions, Capt. Sinclair 
segue and Mr. Caldwell ern Mid) : Answ ers, Mr. A. J 
Balfour.. 


ScorrisH ConGEestep Districts AREAS—Mr1nor LicHTs—-Question, Mr, Weir ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


EDINBURGH REVENUE BuILpINGs—Question, Mr. Weir ; Answer, Mr. Akers- 
Douglas ta fuk ‘a i = a re 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND AND IRELAND) Act, 1899—RuLES— 
Question, Sir Charles Cameron ; Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS IN IRELAND—CorRDITE ConTRACTS—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. A, J. Balfour ; 


InisH RAILWAY—SuNpDAY TRAINS ON THE DuBLIN, WICKLOW, AND WEXFORD 
RaILwAay—Question, Sir T. G. Esmonde (Kerry, W. )3 Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury ‘ _ i on ‘3 : es bea 


IrntsH Pusitic Recorps—Reports oF THE Deputy KErEPER—Question, 
Sir T. G. Esmonde ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury... 


SHANNON AND LimericK CANAL ToLLs—Question, Mr. O’Keeffe (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury oe Be hy is ny nae 


HovsEe To House Lerrer Detivery tN IRELAND—Questions, Mr. O’Keeffe 
(Limerick) and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury 


SuNDAY PosTAL DELIVERIES IN BELFAST—Questions, Mr. Samuel Young 
(Cavan, E.) and Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, S.); Answers, Mr. 
Hanbury re me see ‘es ss ine ‘6 site 


DuBLIn GAs—Question, Mr. T. M. Healy ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 

Kerry County SurveEyor’s SALARY—Questions, Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) and 
Dr. Tanner (Cork Co., Mid) ; Answer, The Attorney-General for Ire und 
(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) es ee ie iss = 


BALLYMAHON Union AND TEACHERS’ FrEs—Question, Mr. Donal Sullivan 
(Westmeath, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Lanp Sus-Commission—MALLow CasEs—Question, Mr. Flynn; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... 


LAND PurcHAseE—CreaGH Esrare, Co. Cork—Question, Mr. Flynn; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


DuBLIN CASTLE ARCHIVES—LIMERICK CoRPORATION—Question, Mr. O’Keeffe ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson sti _ es es 
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LAND Court AT KANTURK AND ga tim cama Mr. Flynn and Dr. 
185 Tanner ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... ae my ‘ne xe 
DUBLIN DISTURBANCES—PROSECUTION OF TRINITY COLLEGE STUDENTS—... 
185 Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson weg -- 196 
County Councit RATES—DEDUCTION FOR RENTS — Question, Mr. J. P. 
186 Farrell (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson a ae A soe 296 
InisH CeNsus—DEAF MutTes—Question, Mr. Samuel Young; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson nis ay obs és iiss oa so ee ——_ Fe 
186 ; 
IktsH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT AMENDMENT BILL—Question, Mr. J. P. 
Farrell ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ‘ak sake nat oh Re? le 
186 
LAND VALUATION—ANNALY EsTATE—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... ahs Se, See wes si sia whe ~~ ia 
87 
ENNIS Unton—DruG ANALYsIS—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... ae We m sie ate ihe oe -. 3S 
87 
PROCLAIMED MEETING AT CLONFREE—Quuestions, Mr. O’Kelly (Roscommon, 
N.), Mr. William Redmond, and Captain Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson 198 
88 , 
BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, Hallam), 
Sir Chas. Dilke, Sir T. G. Esmonde, and Mr. Steadman ; Answers, Mr. A. 
J. Balfour ve i ay ee iat ge as ss ze EOS 
8&8 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban 
District Council Bill,—That they concur with the Commons in their 
89 Resolution, “That it is expedient that the Dublin Corporation Bill and 
the Clontarf Urban District Council Bill be committed to a Joint 
Committee of Lords and Commons.” 
39 That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An Act to amend the Law 
with respect to persons carrying on business as Money-lenders.” [| Money- 
0 lending Bill [ Lords. | 
Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to enable the Urban District Council of 
Otley to construct additional waterworks ; and for other purposes.” 
[Otley Urban District Council Water Bill [Lords. 
)] ; 
Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to divide the separate undertaking 
1 authorised by The Donegal Railway Act, 1896, into two separate under- 
takings ; to extend the time for the purchase of lands and completion of 
works by that Act authorised ; to provide for the granting of rebates in 
favour of the railway from Donegal to Bally shannon ; to release the 
3 County Council of the County of Donegal from their liability under the 
West Donegal Light Railway Order ; and for other purposes.” [Donegal 
Railway Bill [Lords. | 
3 And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to constitute an Inebriates Acts 
Board for the County Palatine of Lancaster ; and for other purposes.” __ 
‘ {Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords.] — ... ‘as ve ... 200 
— Urban District Council Water Bill [Lords] — Donegal Railway 
ill [Lords]; Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords]—Read the 
4 First Time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills... 201 
Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 
5 Report to lie upon the Table, and to be priated —... ai sas > 208 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 

NEW BILLS. 


Factory AND WorksHop Act (1878) AMENDMENT (No. 2)—Bill to amend 
the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, by reducing the period of employ- 
ment on Saturday, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Harwood and Mr. 
Kenyon 


Factory and Workshop Act (1878) Amendment (No. 2) Bill—‘“To 
amend the Factory and Workshop Act, 1878, by reducing the period of 
employment on Saturday,” presented and read the First 'Time ; to be read 
a Second Time upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. [Bill 140] 


AGRICULTURAL HoLpINGs (No. 2)—Bill to amend and consolidate the law 
relating to Agricultural Holdings in England, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Channing, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Luttrell, and Mr. Robert Price. 


Agricultural Holdings (No. 2) Bill—“ To amend and consolidate the law 
relating to Agricultural Holdings in England,” presented and read the 
First Time; to be read a Second Time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 141] 

SuppLy [Committee.] Civil Service Estimates. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That Mr. Speaker do now leave 
the Chair.” 


Roman CaATHoLic University (IRELAND) 


Order for Committee read. 


Amendment proposed— 

**To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of tlhe Question, in order to 
add the words, ‘In the opinion of this House, the provision for Universities is 
totally inadequate, and none can be regarded as equitable which does not secure 
for the Roman Catholics of Ireland, equally with other members of the com- 
munity, facilities for University Education without violence to their religious 
feeling,’ instead thereof ”—(Mr. J. P. Farvell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand 
part of the Question.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir T. G. Esmonde (Kerry, 
fe ie ... 209 
Mr. Grant Lawson (York- 


Mr. Malcolm(Suffolk, Stowmarket) 
Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) va 
Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbright- 





shire, N.[t., Thirsk) 214 shire)... sat iat 
Sir William Anson (Oxford Mr. Samuel Young (Cavan, E.)... 
University) or vc Se Mr. Arnold-Forster (Belfast, W.) 
Mr. William Jones (Carnar- Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... oy 
vonshire, Arfon)... sae eee The First Lord of the Treasury 
Mr. Lecky (Dublin Uni- (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, 
versity) ... ane ... 230 ee aes aed vas 
Mr. Carvell Williams (Not- Mr. J. Morley (Montrose Burghs) 
tinghamshire, Mansfield) = 237 Mr. T. M. Healy (Louth, N.) ... 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 177 ; Noes, 91. 


Main Question again proposed. 


Debate arising. 


Debate adjourned till Monday next. 


(Division List No. 78.) 
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MipwiveEs [ExpeNsEs]—Considered in Committee. (In the Committee.) 


{Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk, in the Chair. ] 


Question again proposed, “That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, of such Expenses 
as the Treasury may certify to have been necessarily incurred by the 
General Medical Council under any Act of the present session, to secure 
the better training of Midwives, and to regulate their practice.” —(Sir 
John Gorst.) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid)... oes sist ah es co” SUG 


It being Midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
201 the House. 


Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 26TH MARCH, 1900. 


Viscount Gort—Ordered and Directed, by the Lords Spiritual and Temporal 
in Parliament assembled, That a Certificate be sent by the Clerk of the 
Parliaments to the Clerk of the Cyown in Ireland, stating that the Lord 
Chancellor of the United Kingdom has reported to the House of Lords 
that the right of the Viscount Gort to vote at the elections of Represent- 
ative Peers for Ireland has been established to the satisfaction of him the 
said Lord Chancellor; and that the House of Lords has ordered such 
report to be sent to the said Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. And it is 
hereby also Ordered, That the said Report of the said Lord Chancellor be 
sent to the Clerk of the Crown in Ireland ... e + ik vce!) ae 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
ixaminers that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 

49 ing Bills have been complied with ; Colonial Bank; Pontefract 

45 Park. The same was ordered to lie on the Table _... we se OO 


956 | STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE 





Report from, That the Standing Orders not 


258 complied with in respect of the Central London Railway Bill ought to be 
261 dispensed with. That the Standing Orders not complied with in respect 
271 of the Glasgow District Tramways Bill [H.L.] ought to be dispensed with, 
provided that the powers to construct Tramways No. 1, 2, and so much of 
No. 3 as lies outside the burgh of Dumbarton, be struck out of the Bill. 
278 Read, and agreed to ... aa 54 see ss ee nes .. 301 
299 


994 | Cowes Pier Bill (1.1.]—Witnesses ordered to attend the Select Committee... 302 
Rhymney Iron Company Bill [1.1.]—Committed for Friday next ... -- 902 
Birmingham (King Edward the wand _— _ ay — Committee 


to meet on Friday next ae 302 


in and Navy Investment Trust Bill [u. es New Russia siebeaies 
ill [H.L.]—Committee to meet to-morrow ... on O88 
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Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban es va _ [H. aii Com- 
mittee to meet on Friday next 302 


Bexhill and Rotherfield Railway Bill [u.L]- Report from the Select 
Committee, That the Committee had not proceeded with the considera- 
tion of the Bill, the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table: The orders made on the 5th instant and on 


Monday last discharged ; and Bill committed = ves tes ... 302 
Rugeley Gas Bill—LRead second time, and committed sai mn ... 802 


Newport (Monmonthshire) Gas Bill - L. Fagen third a, and nian 
and sent to the Commons _... 302 





Paignton Urban District Water Bill [u.L.}—Exmouth Urban District 
Water Bill [1#.1.]; Exmouth and District Water Bill [H.L.]|—Report from 
the Committee of Selection, That the Lord De Mauley be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
place of the Viscount Templeton ; read, and agreed to... ite .. 302 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [#.L.]|—Amendments reported 
(according to Order), and Bill to be read third time To-morrow ... .. 302 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Army (RECRUITING).—Annual Report of the Inspector-General of Recruiting 
for 1899 sie ine ive aes site ses ies Ki ... 303 





MINES AND QuARRIES—General Report and Statistics for 1898. Part IV. 
Colonial and Foreign Statistics. Statistics relating to persons employed, 
output, and accidents at mines and quarries in the British Colonies and in 
Foreign Countries... iss me vat ps eee in i 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND)—Report and tables for the ine 1899. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table.. ri .. 303 


Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Bill—Read the second time (according to 
Order); Committee negatived. Then Standing Order No. 39 con- 
sidered (according to Order), and dispensed with. Bill read the third 
time and passed on ve sks bas soe bes nih .. 308 


Copyright Bill [1.L.]; Copyright (Artistic) Bill [H.L.]—Order of the day for 
the Second Reading read, 


Lord Monkswell eee see coe eee eee ose eee oes 303 


Second Reading put off to Thursday next. 


Census (Great Britain) Bill—[Third Reading. ] 
Order of the day for the Third Reading read. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(The Marquess 
of Salisbury.) 
Lord Tweedmouth ... ... 3804 The Prime Minister and Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affatrs 
(The Marquess of Salisbury) ... 305 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read the third time (according to Order), 
and passed. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: MONDAY, 26TH MARCH, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLs (STANDING ORDER 62 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon 
the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 
thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. :—Central 
London Railway Bill. Ordered that the Bill be read a second time 


Private Bits [LorDs] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Dundee 
Harbour Bill [Lords] ; Menstone Water aepenemeie Bill (Lords) re 
that the Bills be read a second time . = th 


Hamilton Burgh Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill; Morecambe Urban 
District Council (Gas) Bill; Ossett Corporation Gas Bill. As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time et ade , ws 


Wakefield ps nies _— aie amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time . Be wee 


Great Western Railway Bill—Read a second time, and committed 
London United Tramways Bill—To be read a second time to-morrow 


Scottish Widows’ Fund and Life Assurance Society Bill [Lords] ; 
Universal Life Assurance ae Bill seid tead a second time, and 
committed er 16 fe 


PrivaTE Brits (Group B)—UOrdered, that a Message be sent to the Lords to 
request that their Lordships will be pleased to give leave to the Lord 
Russell of Killowen to attend to be examined before the Committee on 
Group B of Private Bills to-morrow at three of the clock.—(Mr. Oldroyd) 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY Epucation (NEw CopeE)—Petition from Bradford, against 
adoption ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ; 


Local Authorities Officers’ ca, ati Petition from — 
against ; to lie upon the Leas ; as ae 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation } Bill—Petition from wie ie 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ab ae 


Sale of Intoxicating Pi on Sunday Bill—Petitions, in favour, from 
East Ardsley, and Bedford ; to lie upon the Table .. 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions, in favour, from 
Glasgow (two); Newton Heath; Coggeshall; London (two) ; Reading 
(two) ; ; Saffron Walden ; Nelson ; "and Morpeth ; to lie upon the Table .. 
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Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions, in 


favour ; from Clackmannan ; and, Sheffield (six) ; to lie upon the Table ... 









Sunday Closing + apaamamaiad Bill—-Petition from New iene against ; 
to lie upon the Table ... es oe si 
from 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions; in favour, 


Spilsby ; Birkenshaw ; and, Nelson‘ to lie upon the Table 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Emigration Statistics 
of Ireland for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 





Irish LAND COMMISSION (AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT)—Copy presented, of 
Return of Prices of Agricultural Produce for the years 1881 to 1899, 
inclusive [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table saa és uel 


Army (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1899-1900)—Copy presented, Statement 
showing the Sub-heads of the Army Estimates under which the two 
Supplementary Estimates for Army Services (War in South Africa) 
£10,000,000 and £13,000,000, apomrey, will be accounted for [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table aw 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN War—Courts MARTIAL—QUALIFIED DELEGATES OF THE 
JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL—Questions, Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrewsbury), 
Mr. Mellor (Yorkshire W.R., Sowerby), and Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 
S.); Answers, The First Lord of the Berita! se A. J. Seaton Man- 
chester, E.) ... ae ‘i it 


War MeEpALS—Question, Mr. Seely (Lincoln) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 
PUBLICATION OF NAVAL BRIGADE DEsSPATCHES—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles 
(Lynn Regis) ; Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty y (Mr. ( Goschen, 


St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


Jeffreys (Hampshire, 


EXPANSIVE AND EXPLOSIVE BULLETS—Questions, Mr. 
Answers, The 


N.), Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ; 
Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


SrecE oF KimBpeRLEY—Mr. RuHopEs anp Con. KEKEWICH — Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ere oe Ss ‘ 

CASUALTIES TO THE FORCE FROM INDIA—Question, Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham say ds ~ se he a 

Warm CLOTHING FOR THE TROOPS — Questions, Mr. Humphreys-Owen 
(Montgomeryshire) and Mr. Coghill (Stoke-on-Trent); Auswers, Mr. 
Wyndham tas cr ie Fea se oe 

Army ComMissions—Question, Sir J. Fergusson en N.E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... is ’ me “ 


CoMMISSIONS FOR CoLONISTs—Question, Mr. Maclean ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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MINTING AT THE Cape — ENGLISH BANK OFFICIALS AND THE PRETORIA 
GOVERNMENT—Questions, Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) and Mr. Swift 
MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, The Secretary of State for the Colonies 
(Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) Be 


CopE CABLES TO THE CAPE — Question, Sir Edward Sassoon (Hythe) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham os he a ote ah a 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CoNTRACTORS—Question, Mr. Butcher (York) ; 
Answer, The Financial Seeretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams, Birmingham, 8.) ... ons oe af a 


ARMY AND Navy Contrracts—CoMMITTEE OF ENQUIRY — Questions, Major 
Rasch (Essex, $.E.) and Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
3alfour... ek a ve me 


Director oF Minitary Epvucation-—Question, Sir J. Fergusson ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 


Royat Minirary Scuoors—Question, Mr. MelKenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 7 ne om 


RirLeE RANGES—-KiInNDER Scout—Question, Mr Seeley; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham 6 ‘a 
P 
INDIA—COUNTERVAILING Duties Act, 1899—Question, Mr. Maclean; 
Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Kaling) .. - 
ie)... 


THE BupGet—Excessive CLEARANCES FROM Bonp—Question, Sir J. Leng 
(Dundee); Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.) ; i a st 


LONDON LoCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS—Question, Col. Dalbiac (Camberwell, 
N.); Answer, The President of the Local Government Board (Mr. 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) aes ee ae 


Excess OF WorKHOUSE ACCOMMODATION Question, Col. Pryce-Jones 
(Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Chaplin “6 


LONDON AND NortrH-WESTERN RatLWAy EXTENSION-——NEW DWELLINGS— 
Question, Mr. Graham (St. Pancras, W.); Answer, The Seeretary of State 
for the Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lanes, Blackpool) 


Lapour Bureaux—Mopet RuLES—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade'(Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 
ALIEN IMMIGRATION—Question, Sir Barrington Simeon (Southampton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie Os 

REGULATION OF SEAMEN’s LopGinc Houses—Question, Mr. Pickersgill 
(Bethnal Green, 8S.W.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie ; 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY—READING ACCIDENT—Question, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie oe a 

SoutH KENSINGTON MusgeUM—-BUCKLAND COLLECTION—Questions, Sir Mark 
Stewart (Kirkcudbright) and Lord Balearres (Lanes, Chorley) ; Answers, 
The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Edueation (Sir 
J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 
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TOTTENHAM ScHooL BoarpD—VACCINATION REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. 


Pickersgill ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


TELEGRAPH SERVICE CLASSIFICATION—Question, Col. Dalbiac ; Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Preston) 


Cork Post OFricE RELIEF DUTIES- — Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien (Cork) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury se 


TELEGRAPH STATION AT AKAHISTA, County Cork—Question, Mr. Gilhooly 
(Cork County, W.); Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


MEDICAL ATTENDANCE FoR TELEGRAPH CLERKS—Question, M‘Ghee (Louth, 
8.) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Cork TELEGRAPH OrriceE—Question, Mr. J. F. X. O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury 


Irish NATIONAL ScHooLts — HEATING ARRANGEMENTS — Question, Mr. 
Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... 


Kerry Deputy SURVEYORS—Questions, Mr. Flavin and Capt. Donelan (¢ on 
E.) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ... a 


DEATH OF CoNSTABLE Murpiy at LURGAN—Question, Mr. Samuel Young 
(Cavan, EF.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... 


CARRICKMACROSS WorkKHOUSE —Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.); Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson 


Irish LocAL GOVERNMENT Orrices. Question, Mr, Carew (Dublin, College 
Green) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


Wickiow County Councit—Question, Mr. Carew ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


3ELFAST WoRKHOUSE CEMETERY—Question, Mr. William Johnston (Belfast, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


Town HoLpINGS—SvuGGESTED ComMisston—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 
Patrick) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


LAND COMMISSION SITTINGS AT KANTURK—Question, Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


ANNALY Estate—Question, Mr. J. P. Farrell (Cavan, W.); Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY EXTENSION — Questions, Mr. Gilhooly and Capt. 
Donelan ; Answers, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture 
for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin County, S.) 


Royal CoLLEGeE or Scrence, Dusiix — Question, Mr. Lecky (Dublin 
University) ; Answer, Mr. Plunkett ... 


BUSINESS OF THE HovusE— ee ay: Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) 
and Mr. Dillon; Answers, Mr. A, J. Balfour 
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NEW MEMBER SIVORN. 

James Farquharson Remnant, Esq., for the Borough of Finsbury 

(Holborn, Division)... an oe ee aa ar se se S88 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill; Wolverhampton, 


Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction Railway Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed w. =333 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—-That they bave agreed to—Consolidated Fund 
(No. 2) Bill. Census (Great Britain) Bill, without Amendment. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act for supplying with 


water the horough of Higham Ferrers, and certain parishes and places 
adjacent thereto, in the county of Northampton.” Higham Fervers 
Water Bill [Lords] — ... 2 et se st i ve ... 333 
Higham Ferrers Water Bill [1.1.|—Kead the first time; and referred 
to the Examiners of Petitions tor Private Bills... os 1 .. 334 
t 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
NEW” EILLS. 
Elementary Education Bill —The Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) oo ane GOA 
Bill to amend the Elementary Education Acts, 1870 to 18938, ordered 


to be brought in by Sir John Gorst and Mr. Attorney-General. 


Elementary Education Bill —“ ‘To amend the Elementary Education Acts, 
1870 to 1893,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second 
time npon Monday next, and to he printed. { Bill 142.] 


Burial Grounds Bill—The Secretary of State for the Home Department 
(Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) oe oie deo a OOo 


Burial Grounds Bill-—‘“ ‘To amend the Law relating to Burial Grounds,” 


presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 143. | 


Sea Fisheries Bill— 


The President of the Board of Trade aa Ritchie, eaonaee des a 886 

Mr. Maurice Healy a ie ... 336 
Question proposed, that the Bill be now read a first time. 

Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 336 Mr. Ritchie shi 38 ssa 886 


Bill to amend the Acts relating to Sea Fisheries, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Secretary Sir Matthew White Ridley. 


Sea, Fisheries Bill—‘'To amend the Acts relating to Sea Fisheries,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 
and to be printed, [Bill 144.] 


¢Q 





XXXVi TABLE OF CONTENTS. 
March 26.| 
Finance Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[ Mr, SruarT Wort.ey (Sheffield, Hallam) in the Chair. } 
Clause | :— 


Amendment proposed— 


*“On page 1, line 16, to leave out the words ‘or Ireland.’ ”—(Mr. John 
Redmond.) 


Question proposed— “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. “iiss cei Mr. William Redmond (Clave, 
S.) 344 B.) sx mas 

Mr. Flynn ( ‘ork, N. \ ‘ts St Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) 

The Chancellor of _ the Sergeant Hemphill (Tyrone, N) 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hieks- Mr. Daly (Monaghan, S.) : 
Beach, Bristol, 1.) . 3850 Mr. Arthur O'Connor (Donegi 


Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 

mouthshire, W.) .. 351 Dr, Ambrose (Mayo, W. :) 
Mr. Maurice Healy (( ‘rk 353 Mr. J. F. X. OBrien 
Mr. Doogan (Tyrone, EF.) . 356 Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.) ... 
Mr. Bartley (Is ‘lingto n, ”) 357 Mr. Jordan (Fermanagh, 8.) 


Question put. 
The Committee divided.—Ayes, 204: Noes, 49. (Division List No. 79.) 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the word ‘six’ and insert the word ‘four’ 
instead thereof.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That the word ‘six’ stand part of the Clause.” 


DISCUSSION :- 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 
shire, E.) 374 lund, Tyneside) 
Col. Milward (J rar eciche hive. Sir M. Hicks-Beach . 
Stratford-on-A ron) ..» 309 Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 


Mr. Daly (Monaghon, 8.) 
Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135 ; Noes, 62. (Division List No. 80.) 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 1 stand part of the Bill.”, 


DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Field poet St, Pat- Mr. Labouchere (Northampton D deve 
ru I:) oon. OTD Mr. James Lowther (ent, Thanet) 
“AM. Hicks Bea he OSO Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 


Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Question put. 


The Committee divided : —Ayes, 172; Noes, 69. (Division List No. 81.) 
Clause 2: 
Amendment proposed, 


“In page |, line 22, to leave out the words ‘or Treland.’”—(Mr. William 
Redmond.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words ‘or Ireland’ stand part of the 
Clause.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach xis £00 Sir William Harcourt 
Mr. Lough (Islington, V7.) 400 Mr. Flynn 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 210 ; Noes, 36. (Division List No. 82.) 
Question proposed, “That Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Dillon (Mayo, FE.) ... 409 Mr. Edward Barry (Cork County, 
Mr. Daly ... i .. 411 re oe gas es 
Mr. Flavin ie ... 412 


Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179 ; Noes, 29. (Division List No. 83.) 
Clause 3. , 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Chairman do report 
Progress, and ask leave to sit again.”—(Mr. William Ledmond.)— 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clause agreed to. 


Committee report progress ; to sit again to-morrow. 


BoILers REGISTRATION AND INsSPECTION—Committee appointed to consider 
and report on the advisability of legislation to ensure the systematic and 
regular inspection and certification of boilers, with the object of diminish- 
ing the risk to life and property arising from boiler explosions. 


Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 
and records. 


Ordered, That Five be the quorum.—(J/r. Anstruther.) ... 


NEW BILL. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Merchant Ship- 
ping Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Field, Mr. Carew, and 
Mr. Clancy. ' fs i 


Merchant Shipping Acts Amendment Bill—‘“ To amend the Merchant 
Shipping Acts,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. [Bill 145— 
415]. 


Adjourned at twenty minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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LORDS: TUESDAY, 27TH MARCH, 1900. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 


Commission —The following Bills received the Royal Assent—1l, War Loan ; 
2, Consolidated Fund (No. 2); 3, Census (Great Britain) ... “s 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [11.L.|—Falkirk and District Water 
Bill [u.1.]; Cleethorpes Gas Bill [H.L.]—Reported from the Select 
Committee with amendments... ihe se hes 


New Russia Company Bill |11.1..]—Reported with amendments 


Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill |1.L.|—-Reported with amend 
ments eae ss eA cae nts on wii ute a 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bill | 1... |~-Governments Stock and 
other Securities Investment Company Bill (H.L.|—Read third time, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons oe 


Hamilton Burgh Bill— brought from Commons ; read first time, and referred 
to the Examiners ma bs es i A ss ‘ive 


Lee Conservancy Bill—Message from the Commons for leave for the Lord 
Russell of Killowen to attend to be examined as a witness before the 
Select Committee of that House ; leave given for his Lordship to attend 
if he think fit, and his Lordship consenting thereto, a message ordered to 
be sent to the Commons to acquaint them therewith 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill |1.1..|—Lead third time (according 
to Order), and passed, and sent to the Commons ... ae ai ek 


Military Lands Provisional Order Bill —Read second time (according to 
Order), and committed tv a Committee of the Whole House on Thursday 
next 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES —No. 23591. Texas 


IRISH’ LAND CONMIssION (AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT)—Return of prices 
of Irish agricultural produce for the years 1881 to 1899 inclusive. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table 


LONDON GOVERNMENT Act, 1399 (METROPOLITAN LorovuGus)—Orders in 
Council for the establishment of the Metropolitan Boroughs of Holborn, 
St. Pancras, and Stepney, and incorporating the councils thereof and for 
other purposes connected therewith. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and to be printed. (No. 36) 


Public Libraries Bill |1.L.|—Reported from the Standing Committee with 
further amendments. The Keport of the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House and by the Standing Committee to be 
received on Monday next ; and Bill to be printed as amended. (No. 39) 
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City and South London Retiwny 2 - —Read the third time, and misao 
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Youthful Offenders Bill [u.u.]—|Third Readling|—Order of the Day for 


the Third Reading read. 
Moved, “That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(Lord Jaiues of 
Hereford.) 
DISCUSSION :— ; 
Lord Monk:swell re ae ES Lord Norton ae a 2% $21 


The Lord Privy a ascount 
Coss) see . 421 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read third time accordingly. 
Amendment moved— 


“In page 4, at the end of Clause 7, to insert, as a new clause, ‘ The power of 
recalling a child to an industrial school while under the supervision of the 
inanagers conferred by the Industrial Schools Act Amendment Act, 1894, shall 
be exere ciseable i in respect of every such child, whether licensed to employ ment 
or not.’”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


Lord James of Hereford... ion ade dai is ais ww. 424 
Amendment, by leave of the House, withdrawn. 


Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 


MInitiA AND MinitiA RESERVE STATISTICS—Question, Lord Raglan ; Answer, 


Or 


The Secretary of State for War (The Alarqness of Lansdowne) sina we 423 


House oF Lorbs Orrices— First Report from the Select Committee con- 


sidered (according to Order), and agreed to. 


House adjourned at Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: TUESDAY, 277TH MARCH, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)— Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, ‘the Standing Orders not prev iously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :— Donegal Railway Bill 
| Lords] ; Lancashire Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords] ; Otley Urban 
District Council Water Bill — Ordered that the Bills be read a 
second time ... se ci dee oe ‘aa .. 426 


PrIvATE BILts (PETITION FOR ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STANDING ORDERS 


NOT COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from 
one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
Petition for additional Provision in the following Bill, the Standing Orders 
have not been complied with, viz. :—Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred to the Select Committee on Sti anding 
Orders .. igs oe or st sti sha dns oe ws 427 


- 
‘ 


[New Title] ... ie 42 
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Grantham Gas Bill; —_— ail Bill—Read the third time, and 


passed 


Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill : Wetherby District heiened _ 


As amended, considered ; to be read the third time 


Southport Extension and Tramways Bill |By ick Bie for 
consideration of Bill, as amended, read. 


Mr. Lough (Islington, 1.) 
Bill ordered to be read the third time. 


Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill [By Order]—As amended, 
considered ; to be read the third time mae id st 5 


London United Tramways Bill [hy Order|—Bill read a second time and 
committed. 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to the Committee on the London 
United Tramways Bill, to consider whether it is desirable to introduce 
into the Bill provisions to secure cheap fares for the labouring classes, and 
whether amendments should be made in the clauses with this object in 
the original Acts of the company in respect to the number of cars run, the 
hours at which the cars are run, the maximum and minimum fares 
charged, and whether penalties should be inserted to secure the objects of 
the clauses. —(VUr. Lough.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2)—Bill to con 
firm two Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for [reland 
relating to the towns of Fethard and Skibbereen, ordered to be ought 
in by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and Mr. Gerald Balfour . 


Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill—‘ To 
confirm two Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the towns of Fethard and Skibbereen,” presented, and 
read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 147.] 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrDERS (No. 1)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Accrington, 
Chipping Norton, Gosport, and Alverstoke, Kingswinford (Rurai), 
Newport Pagnell, and Wirral (Rural), ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin “se cae ee a9 : 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill—‘“ To contirm Pro- 
visional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Accrington, 
Chipping Norton, Gosport, and Alverstoke, Kingswinford (Rural), Newport 
Pagnell, and Wirral (Rural),” presented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 
[Bill 148. ] 

RoyaL AssENT—Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. 

The House went, and being returned, 
Mr. Speaker reported the Royal Assent to :— 
1. War Loan Act, 1900. 
2. Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 1900. 
3. Census (Great Britain) Act, 1900 
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PETITIONS. 
Borough Funds Bill—Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Coal Mines Regulation Acts Amendment Bill--Vectition of the Mining 
Association of Great Britain, against ; to lie upon the Table ‘23 


Distress Abolition and "nas Bill—Petition from Glasgow, 
against ; to lie upon the Table 


Housing of the Working nate Bill Petition from Glasgow, against ; to 
lie upon the Table ie a 


Lands Valuation (Scotland) Act (1854) eee Bill—-Petition from 


Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Land Values Taxation emus Bill—Petition from Glasgow, against ; to 
lie upon the Table : oo es sy “as 


Licensing Acts Amendment (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Edinburgh 
and Leith, against ; to lie upon the Table E td a Sak 

t 
Mines (Eight Hours) Bill Petitions in favour, from Kinlet ; and Highley ; 
to lie upon the Table ... ab avs ats “ik ss as shot 


Occupying Tenants’ Enfranchisement Bill —letition from Glasgow, 
against extension to Scotland ; to lie upon the Table os w) oe 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill —Petitions in favour, from 
Shettield ; Newcastle on Tyne; Hartlepool (two); Hazelrigg ; Preston ; 
Padgate (two) ; Pendlebury ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill —Pctitions in 


favour, from Sheftield (fourteen); and Exeter ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill —lctitions in favour, from 
Sussex ; and York (two); to lie upon the Table nee seg a 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children oe Bill —T'wo Petitions 
from Clydebank, in favour ; to lie upon the Table .. fi ie me 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill and Sunday Closing 
(Monmouthshire) Bill— Petition from Bolton (Lane.), in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table i m: He ae 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from York 
(two); and Pendlebury (two) ; to lie upon the Table ie mae 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petition from woanmaiiiiein in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table ; Sip at: ee y e 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment i 0. 4 Bill—Petition 


from Glasgow, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Workmen’s Houses Tenure Bill-—Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


AkMY (SUPPLEMENTARY EsTIMATES, 1899-1900)—Paper [presented 26th 
March] to be printed. [No. 110.] ... a3 ee ais ae es 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 (MErRovoLitaAN Borovcus)—Copy_pre- 
sented,—-of Drafts of Orders in Council for the establishment of the 
Metropolitan Boroughs of Holborn, St. Pancras, and Stepney, and 
incorporating the Councils thereof, and for other purposes connected 
therewith {by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 111.] 


TrADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copy presented,—of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2,391 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table bd ee as 


STANDING OrDERS—Resolution reported from the Committee ; ‘‘ That, in the 
case of the Great Indian Peninsula Railway Company, Petition for leave 
to deposit a Petition for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be dispensed 
with :-That the parties be permitted to deposit their Petition for a Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to ... ince sos abe ss hs cai 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill (Lords)—Read_ the first time ; to 
be read a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 149.] 


SELECTION STANDING (COMMITTEES)—Mr. Halsey reported from the Committee 
of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and Fishing), 
Shipping, and Manufactures :--Sir William Houldsworth, Sir John 
Colomb, Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Baird ; and had appointed 
in substitution: Mr. J. W. Wilson (Worcestershire, North), Captain 
Pretyman, Sir Charles Welby, and Lord Dalkeith. Report to lie upon 
the Table sei aie : ve os si ye 


PRIVATE Bints (Group A.)-—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the 
Committee on Group A of Private Bills, That Colonel Blundell, one of 
the Members of the said Committee, was not present during the sitting 
of the Committee this day. Report to lie upon the Table 

STANDING CoMMITTEES— Ordered that all Standing Committees have leave to 
print and circulate with the Votes the Minutes of their Proceedings and 

any amended Clauses of Bills committed to them.-—-(CMV/r. Lawrence Hardy) 


Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill-- Reported, with Amendments ; 

Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be printed BA ae, ri 
QUESTIONS. 

SoutH AFRICAN WAR-—TREATMENT OF WOUNDED SOLDIERS—Question, Sir 

John Dorrington (Gloucestershire, Tewkesbury) ; Answer, The Under 


Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Steck oF KimperLEy—Mr. RHODES AND COLONEL KEKEWICH—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham we 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—LORD METHUEN AND GENERAL W AUCHOPE— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... Kae tne 
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CoMFORTS FOR THE Troops—Question, Mr Newdigate (Warwickshire, Nun- 
eaton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham o “a ne th a 


Wark CLOTHING FOR THE Troops—Question, Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Lichfield) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ; ne veh ae ss 


Ir1sH FINANCIAL RELATIONS—GOVERNMENT STORES-—-COMPARATIVE OUTLAY 
IN THE THREE KINGDOMS—Question, Mr. William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; 
Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell-Williams, 
Birmingham, 5.) ne oe sia sats Pe rr va . 





War OFFicE CONTRACTS—SHIRTS—Questions, Mr. Arthur J. Moore (London- 
derry) and Lord Balcarres (Lancashire, Chorley); Answer, Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams nat ee ie Jue in He x ke “2 


MILITIA REGIMENTAL SERGEANT-MAJORS—Question, Mr. Arthur O’Connor 
(Donegal, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ‘is ay aks a 


FLOGGING IN MILITARY PRISONS —Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... 


RoyaAL RESERVE BatrtraLtions—Question, Mr. Warner; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ke # 


/ 
WITHINGTON RIFLE RANGE—Question, Mr. Warner ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RoyaL ARTILLERY—SERVICE QUALIFICATION FOR PROMOTION—QQluestion, 
Mr. Newdigate ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham wie se 


Woo.wich ARSENAL—DISCHARGE OF ENGINEERS —Question, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery (Yorkshire, Shipley) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell- Williams 


ADMIRALTY ContTRActs—ARMOUR PLATES—Questions, Mr. Weir (Ross and 
Cromarty) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The First Lord of the 
Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, Hanover Square) 


INDIAN FAMINE -AMERICAN Retine CoNnTeiputions-—Question, Mr. Wil 
liam Redmond; Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. 
Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


HEATING ARRANGEMENTS IN ScHOOLS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); 
Answer, The Vice President of the Committee of Council on Education 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL—Question, Mv. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
The Attorney General (Sir Richard Webster, Isle of Wight) 


CoMMITTALS FOR CONTEMPT OF CouURT—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Sir Richard Webster ‘ ne sof nar ote ue 


CorvoraAL PUNISHMENT FOR VAGRANTS—Question, Mr. Lloyd Morgan (Car- 
marthenshirve, W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


FLANNEN IsLANDS LiGHTHOoUSE—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) at i 


Raitway CourpLiInGs—ACcIDENTS aT MANCHESTER—Question, Mr. Schwann, 
(Manchester, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie on 
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Post OrFice CycLes--Orpders TO IRISH MANUFACTURERS—Question, Mr. 

William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... -. 444 
SUB-POSTMASTERS AND SUPERANNUATION-—Question, Mr. Arthur O'Connor ; 
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Mr. A. Graham Murray 147 
Ikisn RAMWAY AMALGAMATION Bint Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. 

Patrick); Answer, Mr. Ritchie ys a ee ae i .. 447 : 
Cork Custom Hous —Question, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 448 
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W.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.)... 
Mr. A. J. Balfour 


Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire), Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, F.), 


(Stoke-upon-Trent) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


THE Houst—Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) 


Motion postponed. 


and for other purposes.” Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords] 


Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords}-—Read the first time ; 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ie 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


printed. [Bill 150.] 0 oa: Si soc tees 


NEW BILLS, 


Trevelyan 


upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. [Bill 151.] 


Akers-Douglas, Mr. Attorney General, and Mr. Hanbury ... 








IrtsH CoNGESTED Districts BoArD—Question, Mr. Gilhooly (Cork County, 
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IntsH FisHerresS—QUEEN’s Gap, GALWAY—Question, Mr. Pinkerton; Answer, 
The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture for Ireland (Mr. 


In1isH PrivaTE Britt LeGisLarionN—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, The First 
Town Ho.pines, SUGGESTED CoMMISSION—Question, Mr. Field ; Answer, 


BUSINESS OF THE Hovuse—Questions, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.), 
Mr. 
William Redmond, Mr. Flower, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.), and Mr. Coghill 


FOREIGN SEAMEN ON British TRANSPORTS—MOTION FOR ADJOURNMENT OF 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS—That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “An 
Act to authorise the Newport (Morfmouthshire) Gas Company to extend 
their limits for the supply of gas; to consolidate and increase their capital ; 


156 


and 


$56 


Midwives Bill —Reported, with Amendments, from the Standing Committee 
on Law, &e. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printecl. [No. 112.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. [No. 112.]. Bill, as amended (by 
the Standing Committee), to be considered upon Monday next, and to be 


456 


INDUSTRIAL ScHOOLS—Bill to amend the Acts relating to Industrial Schools, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Flower, Colonel Denny, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery, Mr. Greville, Mr. Hazell, Mr. Alfred Hutton, and Mr. 


Industrial Schools Bill—“ ‘To amend the Acts relating to Industrial 
Schools,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 


456 


LAND Reaistry (NEW BuriLpINGs)—Bill for the acquisition of property for 
building a new Land Registry Office and other public offices in London, 
and for purposes connected therewith, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


456 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill -—“ For the acquisition of property 
for building a new Land Registry Office and other public offices in London, 
and for purposes connected therewith,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a sezond time upon Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 152.]... 456 
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Petry Customs ABOLITION (SCOTLAND)—Bill to abolish Petty Customs in 
Seotland, and to make provision for levying a rate in lieu thereof, ordered 
to be prought in by Captain Sinclair, Mr. Asquith, Mr. E. B. Baillie, Mr. 


Cochrane, Mr. M‘Killop, Mr. Nicol, and Mr. Ure ... 457 
Petty Customs Abolition (Scotiand) Bill —‘ To abolish Petty Customs in 

Scotland, and to make provision for levying a rate in lieu thereof,” pre- 

sented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time upon Thursday, 

10th May, and to be printed. [Bill 153.] ... is isi ve i Se 
LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) Act (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) —-Bill to 

make further provision for parish councils in Scotland borrowing for the 

purpose of providing public offices, ordered to be brought in by Captain 

Sinclair, Mr. Baird, Mr. Buchanan, Sir Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, Mr. 

Parker Smith, Mr. Renshaw, and Mr. Wylie wil = hs ee | 
Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 2) Bill 

“To make further provision for parish councils in Scotland borrowing for the 

purpose of providing public offices,” presented, and read for the first time ; 

to be read a second time upon Thursday, 10th May, and to be printed. 

| Bill 154. | hire tis sve site ai ee a ne i Sn 
EpucaTtion (ScHooL ATTENDANCE) (SCOTLAND)—Bill to regulate the attend- 

ance of children at school in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by Captain 

Sinclair, Mr. Birrell, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Crombie, Colonel Denny, Mr. Parker 

Smith, and Mr. Robert Wallace x a2 SOT 
Education (School Attendance) (Scotland) Bill—“‘To regulate the 

attendance of children at school in Scotland,” presented, and read the first 

time; to be read a second time upon Thursday, lOth May, and to be 

printed. [Bill 155... at sae 1? rc as . «400 


Ways AND Mrans—The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, 
Bristol, W.)_ ... ne a ~~ ee Bis ee a .. 458 


Committee deferred till to-morrow. 
Finance Bill—Considered in Comnnittee. 
{Mr. JouN ELtts, Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe, in the Chair. | 


Clause 4 :— 


Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, The Chancellor of the Bache quer 
S.) ten = .. 458 (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, 
Prades te a oe £60 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 13, to leave out the words ‘the United Kingdom,’ and 
insert the words ‘Great Britain’ instead thereof.”-—(MWr Flynn.) 


(Question proposed, “That the words ‘the United Kingdom’ stand part 
of the clause.” 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Hayden ‘a .. 461 Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
Pe Mr, Clancy (Dublin Cc! 0., V.) 462 (3 ae de ih .. §=6466 
4 Sir M. Hicks Beach .. «464 Mr. Patrick O Brien —s 169 
Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) | 465 Mr, Edward Barry (Cork Co., 8.) 470 
Dr. Ambrose (Mayo, W.) .. 466 Mr, Flavin (Kerry, N.) 171 
Question put. 
7 The Committee divided : —Ayes, 261; Noes, 40. (Division List No. 84.) 


Question proposed, “ That Clause 6 stand part of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION : 


a Sir Cuthbert Quilter (Sufoll, Col. Ken you- ~Sluney (Shropshire, 
4 Pe gs. 175 Newport) bas tie ws S09 
‘MW. Hicks Bea h we 483 Major Rasch (Esser, SE.) «0. 494 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- Cupt. Pretyman (Suffolk, Wood- 
mouthshire, WW.) ... 485 bridge) 495 
Mr. Whittaker (Yorkshire, Mr. Lt. Jasper More (Shropshire, 
- WR, Spen Valley)... 490 Ludlow) sk ... 495 
‘ Mr. Gretton (Der byshire, 'S.) -« 496 
(Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 2234 Noes, 31. (Division List No, 85.) 
7 Clause 7: 


Amendment proposed— 
“In pave 4, line 29, to leave ont the words ‘The United Kingdom,’ in order 
to insert the words ‘Great Britain’ instead thereof.?--(JIr. William Redmond.) 


(Juestion proposed, “ That the words ‘The United Kingdom’ stand) part 
‘ of the clause.” 
Mr, Flynn se six ios ieé _ a bea Jes OD 
5 Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146 ; Noes, 36. (Division List No. 86.) 
(Question proposed, “ That Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.” 

Mr. Daly ... ses we DOT Mr. Flavin vi a oo 
Question put. 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126; Noes, 36. (Division List No. 87.) 
Mr. Louau (Islington, W.) formally moved to omit Clause 8. 

Sir M. Hicks Beach “a sen “ss < sth av «is 6GER 
Question, “That Clause 8 stand part of the Bill,” put and negatived. 
Clause 9 :— 
Question proposed, “ That Clause 9 stand part of che Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Mr. Edmund Robertson (Dundee) 515 
S.) saa “us is ee Mr, Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 514 
Sir M. Hicks Beach axe DOL Mr, Lough (Islington, IV.) os 
Mr. Warr (1 — Kh. 
Loxteth) : 513 


Clause put, and phined 
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Clause 10: 


Amendment proposed — 
“In page 10, line 26, to leave out the words ‘or any other person.’”—(Mr. 
Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part of 
the clause.” 
The Attorney General (Sir Richard Webster, Isle of Wight) ne » 515 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 29, after the words ‘death of the deceased,’ to insert the 
words ‘to the extent to which a benefit accrues or arises by the cessor of such 
estate or interest.’ ”—(Wr Gibson LBourles.) 

Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Richard MV ebster as = 6s or x ine wc BES 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Other Amendments made. 


Amendment proposed 


“In Clause 10, page 5, line 34, after the words last inserted, to insert ‘ by the 
deceased.’ ”—(.Wr. Gibson Boirles.) 


(uestion proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Richard Webster “ae see see aa ve one co BS 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 


Amendment proposed 
“In page 5, line 36, after the word ‘assurance’ to insert the word ‘divesting.’ ’ 
(The Attorney General.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘ divesting’ be there inserted. 
Mr. Maurice Healy (Corl:) sa oe aie oon ose eee 519 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
Clause 11 :— 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 3, to leave out sub-section (1).”—(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That sub-section (1) stand part of the Clause.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Solicitor General (Sir Mr. Butcher (York) ae os «624 
Robert Finlay, Inver Captain Pretyman ... rc ... 525 
ness Buryhs)... 521 Mr, Maurice Healy 528 

Mr, Gibson Bowles... 522 


Question put, and agreed to, 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 6, line 7, after the word ‘interest’ to add: ‘Provided that where 
an interest in expectancy in any property has before the passing of this Act 
been bona fide sold or mortgaged for full consideration in money or money’s 
worth, then no other duty on such property shall be payable by the purchaser 
or mortgagee when the interest falls into possession than would have been 
payable if this section had not passed; and in the case of a mortgage any 
higher duty payable by the mortgagor shall rank as a charge subsequent to 
that of the mortgagee.’ ”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed, “That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir Robert Finlay ... a OF Mr. Gibson Bowles ee ... 530 


(Juestion put, and agreed to. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles D31 Sir Rohert Finlay ss shoe SOT 
Clause agreed to, 
Clause 12 :— 

Mr. Maurice Healy 532 Sir Robert Finlay ole ee 532 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 
Amendment proposed— P 


“In page 6, line 32, after the words ‘Income Tax,’ to insert the words 
‘Great Britain.” —(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


(nestion proposed, ‘That those words he there inserted.” 

Sir M. Hicks Beach w», 536 Mr. Lough cn rk a OO 
Question put :— 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 29; Noes, 165. (Division List No. 88.) 
Clause agreed to. 
Clause 14 :— 


Motion made and Question proposed, ‘That the Chairman do report 
Progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”"—(Mr. Flynn.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir M. Hick:s-Beach ... 541 Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) 542 
Mr. Swift) MacNeill (Done- Sir M. Hicks Beach — ... ... 643 
gal, S.) ... : ... 542 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Clause agreed to. 
Clauses 15, 16, and 17 agreed to. 
Committee report Progress ; to sit again upon Thursday. 
Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
Clause 4 :— 
Committee Report progress ; to sit again upon Thursday... asa . 544 
BUSINESS OF THE HousE--On the Motion for adjournment, Mr. Anstruther 
(St. Andrews Burghs) nee ee sats 40 ao a ws. S44 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes to Twelve of the clock, 
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COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 28TH MARCH, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill—As Amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time ; Le ce cae 


Universal Life Assurance Society Bill [Lords] [Stamp Duties|—Com- 
mittee to consider of authorising the imposition of certain Stamp Duties 
upon certain Memorials under any Act of the present Session relating to 
the Universal Life Assurance Society (Queen’s Recommendation signified), 
To-morrow (J). Farquharson ) 


PETITIONS. 


Corporal Punishment Bill —Petition of the Romilly Society, against ; to lie 
upon the Table pan pee hes een ate es se 


Ecclesiastical Assessments pe) Bill—Petition from Peebles, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table ant ee be 


Midwives Bill—Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on ney Bill—Petition from Hastings, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table oh ee sie 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Walker ; Hartlepool (three); Hastings; Ponder’s End; Dollar; Black- 
burn ; Motherwell ; Worthing ; and Bolton ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Seven Petitions 


from Shettield, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Bolling- 
ton (three); Dollar; Blackburn ; Stony Stratford ; Bolton ; and Harro- 


gate: to lie upon the Table 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Cupar, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table irs 2 ; os me svi 


RETURNS, REPORTS, cc. 


MINES AND QUARRIES—Copy presented, of General Report and Statistics for 
the year 1898, Part IV., Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics 
relating to Persons emploved, Output, and Accidents at Mines and 
Quarries in the British Colonies and in Foreign Countries [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table ... nae 


ALIENsS—Return presented, relative thereto (in continuation of Parli: amentary 
Paper, No. 140, of Session 1899) | Address 31st January ; Mr, Jesse Collings] 
to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. [No. 113.] 


METROPOLITAN CATTLE Market—Accounts presented for the year 1899, with 
an account of extraordinary Works executed other than the general 
vepairs for the same period [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 
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IrtsH LAND Commission (RULES)—Copy presented of Rule made by the 


Irish Land Commission under the Land Purchase Acts, dated the 19th 
March, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


RAILWAYS Guana) Act, 1896 (RULES)—Copy presented of Order in 
Council, dated 22nd March, 1900, amending the Railw a 8 dl ik, Order, 
1897 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table $i 


Cuina (No. 1, 1900)—Copy presented of further oe respecting 
the Affairs of China [in continuation of China (Nos. 1 and 2, 1899)] [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table a my zi ea me 


Corporal Punishment Bill—|Seconp Reapinu). 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed :—‘ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.”-—(Mr, Wharton.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(My. Lloyd Morgan.) 


(Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. H. D. Greene (Shrews- Mr, Asquith (Fifeshire, EB.) ... 
bury)... 561 The Secretary of State for the 

Col. Kenyon-Slaney (Shrop- Home Department(Sir MW hite 
shire, Newport)... 569 Ridley (Lancashire, Blackpool) 

Dr, Farquharson (. Aherdeen- Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping) ... 
shire, W.) ; 573 Mr, Dillon (Mayo, E.) 

Sergeant Hemphill( Tyrone, Ay ) 575 Col. Sandys (Lancashire, Bootle) 

Capt. egal ccanaal Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
Torquay) “1 . O78 E.) 7 my 


Question put. 

The House divided-—Ayes, 72 ; Noes, 195. (Division List No. 89.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 


Coal Mines Regulation Acts Amendment Bill—Srconp keapinci—Order 
for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Barlow.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Woods (Esser, Wal: Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peck- 
thamstow) . 8 COE ham)... a Ff 
Mr. Austin (Limerick, W.) 


It being half-past Five of the clock, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed To-morrow. 
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Highways and Bridges Act (1891) Amendment Bill—Considered in 


Committee ; Committee report progress ; to sit again upon W ednesday 
next . kei Bis os i ‘ 


Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill—Reported, with Amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the ‘Table, and to be printed fi diva és 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—On the motion for the adjournment of the 
House—Questions, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), Mr. Buchanan 
(Aberdeenshire, E.), Lord Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade), 
and Mr, Galloway (Manchester, 8.W.); Answers, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


Adjourned at twenty minutes before Six of the clock. 


LORDS: THURSDAY, 29TH MARCH, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOX acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the certificate from the 
Examiners that the Standing Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with—Portland Urban District Gas. The 
same was ordered to lie on the Table spe oe 


Edinburgh District Lunacy Board 7 ‘an L. a ee from the Select 
Committee with amendments 


Cowes Pier Bill |H.1.|—The Queen’s consent signified; and Bill reported 
from the Select Committee with amendments oe ae 


Exmouth and District Water Bill [H.L.]—Report from the Select Com- 
mittee, That the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill ; 
Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with 


Pontefract Park Bill ; Colonial Bank Bill—Read 2¢ and committed 


Lincoln Corporation aati ) Bill wis td —Read 34, and passed, and 
sent to the Commons ... Sie or ats ies 


City and South London Railway Bill ; Grantham Gas Bill ; Redhill Gas 
Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Military Lands Provisional! Order Bill—House in Committee (according 
to order): Bill reported without Amendment ; Standing Committee nega- 
tived ; and Bill to be read 3" to-mcrrow 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland 
Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [i1.L.]; Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies 
Amalgamation [H.L.|; Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill 
st Moved to resolve, That it is desirable that the Great Southern and 
Vestern and Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalga- 
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mation Bill (H.L.]; The Great Southern and Western and Waterford, 

Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [H.1.], and 


99 the Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [H.1.], be referred to 
a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament.—(7he Earl of Morley.) 







“ae 

































Discussion— 
99 Lord Monteagle of Brandon 603 The Chairman of Comiittees (The 
Lord Greville ee . 604 Earl of Morley) at ... 604 


On Question, agreed to. 


Ordered, that a Message be sent to the Commons to communicate this 
Resolution, and to desire their concurrence. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, éc. 


TRADE Reports—Annual Series: No. 2,392. Trade of Curacoa and its 
Dependencies ... si ati pee ote os os es ... 605 


Cuina, No. 1 (1900)—Further correspondence respecting the affairs of China 
(in continuation of China, Nos. 1 and 2). (1899.)... con sats 1, 6 


CoLONIES—Papers relating to university gducation of Roman Catholics in 
certain colonies. eae iss se se ses on ‘ak ... 605 


IRIsH LAND ComMISSION (RULES)—Rule, dated 19th March, 1900, under 
the Land Purchase Acts. Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie 
01 on the Table ... see ih ss as én wr ve cag) 
RAILWAYS (IRELAND) Act, 1896 (RuLEs)—Order in Council, dated 22nd 
1 March, 1900, amending the Railways (Ireland) Order, 1897 op ... 606 
METROPOLITAN CATTLE MArKET—Account of moneys received and paid by 
the Chamberlain of the City of London in relation to the Metropolitan 
Cattle Market, for the year 1899 ; also an account of extraordinary works 
executed other than general repairs for the same period. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


)1 


606 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 (MrETROPOLITAN BorouGHs)-—Draft Orders 
in Council for the establishment of the metropolitan boroughs of Chelsea, 
Finsbury, Kensington, and Paddington, and incorporating the councils 
thereof, and for other purposes connected therewith. Laid before the 

1 House (pursuant to Act) and to be printed [No. 40] vee we ... 606 

Copyright Bill [u.L.}—[Seconp Reapinc|-—Order of the day for the 
Second Reading read. Moved,—That the Bill be now read a second 
time (Lord Monkswell) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Secretary for Scotland The Lord Chancellor (The 
1 (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 606 Earl of Halsbury) ... 609 
The Under-Secretary of State Lord Thring te: a 
for the Colonies (The Earl 
of Selborne) ... <. 808 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 2, and referred to a Select Com 
mittee. 
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The following Lords were named of the Select Committee—L. Chancellor, 
E. Selborne, V. Knutsford, L. Balfour, L. Hatherton, L. Monkswell, 
L. Thring, L. Farrer, L. Welby, L. Davey, L. Avebury. The Committee 
to meet on Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock, and to appoint their own 
Chairman. 


Copyright (Artistic) Bill [1.1.] [Seconp Reapine]. Order of the day for 


the Second Reading read. 
Lord Monkswell 


Bill read 2” (according to order), and referred to a Select Committee. 


The Lords following were named of the Select Committee—L. Chancellor, 
E. Selborne, V. Knutsford, L. Balfour, L. Hatherton, L. Monkswell, 
L. Thring, L. Farrer, L. Welby, L. Davey, L. Avebury. The Committee 
to meet on Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock, and to appoint their own 
Chairman. 


COLONIAL DEFENCE. 
The Eurl of Camperdown .» 611 The Eari of Selhorne 


Education (Scotland) Bill {[#.L.]|—Funds Available. Moved, That there be 
laid before the House a Return of all the funds available in whole or in 
part under the Education (Scotland) Bill [H.L.], and the purposes for 
which they have hitherto been used by the various county and burgh 
authorities in Scotland. —(The Lord Tweedmouth.) 


The Serre tary for Scotland (Lord Balfour of Burleigh) 
Motion (by leave of the House) withdrawn. 


EDUCATION, ETC., SCHEMES—ORDERS IN CouNnciL—Ordered, That where by 
Statute any scheme before it can be sanctioned by Order in Council is 
ordered to lie on the Table for a prescribed number of days, it shall be 
laid on the Table in a printed form, and not otherwise ; and thereupon 
shall forthwith be circulated to the Members of this House.—(7he 
Marquess of Sulishury. ) 


COMMISSIONS FOR YEOMANRY OFFICERS-—Question, Lord Newton ; Answer, 
The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 
RetiRED ARMY OFFICERS IN THE MILITIA. 


Lord Raglan ss ..- 622 The Marquess of Lansdowne 


SUPERSESSION OF MILITIA OFFICERS—-Question, Lord Raglan ; Answer, The 
Marquess of Lansdowne = oe eee aoe _ Fae 


Home DrFENSsIVE Force—Question, The Earl of Wemyss; Answer, The 
Marquess of Lansdowne a 


NEW BILL. 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Ireland) Bill [1.1.|—A Bill 


to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors to children was presented by 
Lord Sudley (E. Arran) (for the Viscount Templeton) ; read 1¢; to be 
printed, and to be read 2 on Tuesday next. [No. 41.] 


House adjourned at tive minutes before Six of the clock. 
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COMMONS: THURSDAY, 29tH MARCH, 1960. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 CoMPLIED WITH).—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bills, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, viz. : 
London and India Docks Joint Committee Bill. Ordered, that the Bill 
be read a second time 


PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH).—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the follow- 
ing Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. :— 
Portland Urban District Gas. Ordered, That the Report be referred to 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders ies is 


Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill-—Ordered, That the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills do examine the Land Registry (New Buildings) 
Bill, with respect to compliance with the Standing Orders relative to 
Private Bills.—(Dr. Farquharson) 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust Bill; Morecambe 
Urban District Council Gas Bill ; Osset Corporation Gas Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed sai Las iat oe i f 


Great Eastern Railway Bill; Great Northern Railway Bill ; North 
Warwickshire Water Bill ; Spalding Urban District Council (W _ Bill 
As amended, considered ; to be read the third time ! oe 


Universal Life Assurance Society Bill [Lords] (Stamp Duties)— 
Considered in Committee. Resolved, That it is expedient to authorize 
the imposition of the following Stamp Duties upon certain Memorials 
under any Act of the present Session relating to the Universal Life 
Assurance Society, viz.:—For and upon the First Memorial enrolled of 
the names of persons who shall be deemed, held, and taken to be Trustees 
of the Society, the sum of Five pounds; and upon every other such 
Memorial in which the name of any person shall for the first time be 
inserted as a Trustee of the Society, the sum of Five pounds. Resolution 
to be reported To-morrow _ ... -~ ees _ “ae 


Lowestoft Railway Bill- Order [19th February] that the Lowestoft 
Railway Bill be committed, read, and discharged. Ordered, That the 
Bill be withdrawn——(Dr. Farquharson) 


London Water (Purchase) Bill [hy Order|—Order read, for resuming 
Adjourned Debate on Question [22nd March], “That the Bill be now 
read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. Debate resumed. 
Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, Hoxton) ... 
Amendment proposed-— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’ *—(.Vr. Whitmore.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word ‘now ’ stand part of the Question ” 
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DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Cohen (Islington E.) ... 639 Mr. Samuel Montagu (Tower 

Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Hamlets, Whitechapel) ... 664 
Hamlets Poplar) ... 639 Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- 

The President of the Local lets, Stepney) ... sca» “OGD 
Government Board (Mr. Sir Walter Foster (Derby- 
Chaplin, Lincolnshire, shire, Ilkeston) ... .. §=©666 
Sleaford) 644 The Secretary to the Local 
Mr. Mellor ( York: shire, W. R,, Government Board (Mr, 
Sowerby) 652 T. W. Russell, Tyrone 8.) 668 


Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 653 
Mr Haldane (Haddington- 
shire)... Abs ... 662 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 151; Noes, 234. (Division List No. 90.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 


London Water (Welsh Supply) Bill [by Order]—Order for Second 


Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read « 
second time.” —(Mr. Steadman.) 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Sir Frederick Dixon- Hartlind. ) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION : 


Sir J.T. Dillwyn Llewelyn The President of the Local 
(Swansea Town)... 674 trovernment Board, Mr. Chaplin 

Mr. Stuart (Shoreditch, (Lincolnshire, Sleaford) . 677 
Horton) ... me ... 675 Mr. Sydney Bucton _— Ham- 

Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 676 lets, Poplar) ... aN - BT 

Mr. Brunmor Jones (Swansea 
Mistrict) ... ase ... 676 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill withdrawn. 


The Metropolitan Water Companies’ Bill_—Order for Second Reading 
read ; Order discharged ; Bill withdrawn... oe . 67 


» s) 


Glastonbury Corporation Gas Bill-—R nes ; Report to lie on the table, 
and to be printed ie ae ee is e 


Glastonbury and Street Gas Bill Reported ; [Parties do not proceed] ; 
Report to lie upon the table ... (< ds ave eb 
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PETITIONS. 


Corporal Punishment Bill—Petition from usiciaee against ; to lie a the 
Table a v3 sais si wish - mn es 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Dunblane, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table - as os = Me 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Barnes ; and Newport Pagnell ; to lie upon the Table ihe , 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Trowbridge ; Kingsland ; and Leeds ; to lie upon the Table sas 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Sunderland (twenty-three) ; Trowbridge ; Penshurst ; Crouch End ; 
Preston ; Manchester ; London (four) ; Wesleyan Methodist Conference ; 
and Coalville ; to lie upon the Table es 


Sale of meant Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Two Petitions 
from Sheffield, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill— Petitions in favour, from Coal- 
ville ; and London (two) ; to lie upon the Table “a <a re 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT AcT, 1899 (METROPOLITAN BorouGHs)—Copy pre- 
sented, of Drafts of Orders in Council for the establishment of the Metro- 
politan Boroughs of Chelsea, Finsbury, Kensington, and Paddington, and 
incorporating the Councils thereof ; and for other purposes in connection 
therewith [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 114.] 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION OF ROMAN CATHOLICS (COLONIES)—Copy presented, 
of Papers relating to University Education of Roman Catholics in certain 
Colonies [by Command]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2392 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table wi oi dis 38 es ui sb “ah we 


MiuittA Act, 1882 (Deputy LiEUTENANTS, IRELAND)—Copy presented, of 
Return of descriptions of qualifications of Deputy Lieutenants lodged 
during 1899, as furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland [by Act] ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


Copy presented, of Return of Deputy Lieutenants displaced during 
1899, as furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland [by ee to lie 
upon the Table a , de 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—Return presented, relative thereto [| Address, 15th 
March ; Mr. Strachey]; to lie upon the Table = un 


IMPERIAL REVENUE (COLLECTION AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT BRITAIN AND 
[RELAND)—Return ordered, “relating to Imperial Revenue (Collection 
and Expenditure (Great Britain and Ireland) for the year ending the 31st 
day of March, 1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 318, of 
Session 1899).” (Mr. Joseph A. Pease) - oe ice - 
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MERCHANT SERVICE (CERTIFICATES OF MASTERS, MATES, SKIPPERS, AND 
Seconp Hanps)-—Return ordered, “showing, for the last completed year, 
the number of successful and unsuccessful candidates (1) for Masters’ and 
Mates’ Certificates of Competency in the United Kingdom ; and (2) for 
Skippers’ and Second Hands’ Certificates of Competency in England and 
Wales and Ireland, distinguishing the ports at which the several examina- 
tions were held, and stating the fees charged.” —(Captain Sinclair) 


PROCEDURE OF THE HOUSE—ALIEN SEAMEN ON BritTIsH TRANSPORTS— 
“ BLOCKING ” NotTicEsS—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) and 
Mr. John Redmond (Waterford) ; Ruling, Mr. Speaker my si 


QUESTIONS. 


SoutH AFRICAN WAR—USAGES OF WAR—BorerR ABUSE OF THE WHITE 
FLaAG—Question, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) tide we me 


Boer ARRESTS OF NON-COMBATANTS—CASE OF Mr. GARSTIN—Question, 
Mr. Wason (Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... 


DutcH DistoyaALty IN Cape Town-—CasE oF Mr. Du PLEssis—Question, 
Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshire, Eifion) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 
MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT—LORD METHUEN’S DESPATCHES—Question, 
Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.); Answer, The Under Secretary of 
State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) bk aig ae sa 


Lorp METHUEN AND CoLONEL GoUuGH—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ke isa er re 


THE PROVISIONING OF MAFEKING—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


CoMMISSIONS FOR COLONISTS—Question, Mr. Orr Ewing (Ayr Burghs) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham von ex Kee ee sea fa ' 


C.L.V. RirLe Sicuts—Question, Mr. Wason ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


War Mepats—Question, Col. Lockwood (Essex, Epping); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ; ‘i ae ie ies — aa hate 





Horses FOR THE ARMY—Questions, Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Patrick), Capt. 
Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 
(Mr. J. Powell Williams, Birmingham, $.) ... 





CoLONEL Wynne’s FIELD OrDER—Question, Mr. Dillon; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham _.... ed ne ae cod ive ne wi yes 


THE ARMAMENT OF KIMBERLEY—Question, Mr. Bryn Roberts ; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham ie a or se ‘a bs ~ san 


Sir Grorce WHITE 





Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


NAVAL Force AT DELAGOA BAY—SEARCHES FOR CONTRABAND—Questions, 
Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, Mid.) and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, The Secretary to the Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, S.)... 
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TRANSPORT—COMMISSARIAT ON THE “CORNWALL ”—Question, Mr. Round 
(Essex, Harwich); Answer, Mr. Macartney 

TRANSPORT——-THE “ DuNERA ”—Question, Mr. Brynmor Jones (Swansea 
District) ; Answer, Mr. Macartney ie ss 

WAGES OF SEAMEN AND STOKERS IN THE NAvVY—Question, Mr. Charles 
MeArthur (Liverpool, Exchange) ; Answer, Mr. Macartney 


THE War LOAN—Question, Mr. Warr (Liverpool, E. Toxteth) ; Answer, 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) ma 


RigHt OF FREE SpEECH—DISTURBANCES AT ANTI-WAR MEETINGS AT 
MARGATE—Questions, Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Brightside), and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, The Secretary of State for the 
Home Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 





War Orric—E ConTRACTS—CorDITE ORDERS FOR ee 7 gia Mr. 
William Redmond (Clare, E.) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell Williams .. 


Army PENsions—Case OF Dominick HoGAN-—Question, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr. J. Powell Williams 


foyAL Army MepicaL Corps—LIEUTENANT-COLONEL’S PAY—Question, 
Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, W.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
4 


REGIMENTAL TITLES—SUGGESTED BUCKINGHAMSHIRE REGIMENT—Question, 
Mr. Carlile (Buckinghamshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEERS —PRIVILEGES TO CIVIL SERVANTS —Question, Mr. Platt-Higgins 
(Salford, N.); Answer, The Kinancial Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. 
Hanbury, Preston) 595 se = ‘ es me 


RESIGNATION OF THE POSTMASTER-GENERAL ON HIS VOLUNTEERING FOR 
SoutH AFRICA—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill, Mr. Patrick O’Brien, and 
Sir J. Leng (Dundee) ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


VoLUNTEER UNirormMs—Question, Mr. F. W. Wilson oils waeag emi Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham : es oh 23 ; : on a5 


VOLUNTEERS—SOLICITORS’ ARTICLED CLERKS—Question, Sir John Jenkins 
(Carmarthen Boroughs); Answer, The ae General he Richard 
Webster, Isle of Wight) ee ’ : 


HuLME BARRACKS, iiabes chien Mr. sis wary) Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham 0 ue is os ay Ses 


Cyprus—FamaGustA Harpour—Question, Lord Balearres (Lancashire, 
Chorley) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


INDIA—AGRICULTURAL BANKsS—Question, Sir William Wedderburn (Banff- 
shire) ; Answer, The camara of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing) 


INDIAN FamiIne—SucGGEstep INqu bial ical Sir William Wedderburn ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton 


INDIAN FAMINE—RELIEF Works—Question, Mr. Price (Norfolk, E.) ; 
Answer, Lord G. Hamilton or 2s si — 33 


DeLacoa Bay RAILWAY ARBITRATION—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; 


Answer, The Under ssieipsatad of State for hepa Affairs nasi Brodrick, 
Surrey, Guildford) ‘ . : * Ss , 
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British Prorerty HoLpers NX THE UNITED StaTEs—Question, Mr. 
Edmund Robertson (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick _ ... oe oink 


CuinA—Bive-Book—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 


DeaTH DuTIES—ALLEGED EvaAsions—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, 
Sir M. Hicks Beach 


LIGHTS ON THE MANACLES Rocks—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 


ACCIDENT ON THE GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY—RAILWAY SERVANTS’ Hours 
or LABoUR—Question, Sir Fortescue Flannery ee Shipley) ; 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... 2 — ss sie oe eek 


RELIEVING OFFICERS AND PrivaTE LUNATIC ASYLUMS—Question, Sir 
Mancherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The President 
of the Local Gover nment Board (Mr. Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) 


CHILDREN IN METROPOLITAN WoRKHOUSES—Question, Dr. Farquharson ; 
Answer, Mr. Chaplin .. : ‘53 i wen as ya + 


AGRICULTURAL HoLpincs BiLi—Sitrinc TENANTS—Questions, Sir William 
Wedderburn and Dr. Farquharson ; Answer, The President of the Board 
of Agriculture (Mr. Long, Liverpool, West Derby) 





Post OFFICE OFFICIALS—MINIMUM PERIOD OF ATTENDANCE—Question, 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


POSTMEN’S FEDERATION—-REFUSAL OF LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO EXECUTIVE 
OFFICERS—Questions, Mr. Patrick O’Brien and Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury.. ms — _ 


SoRTING CLERKS AND PosTMEN—HovRks OF SERVICE—Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


Sup-PosiMASTERS’ SUPERANNUATION —Questions, Mr. Arthur O’Connor 
(Donegal, E.) and Mr. Flavin ; Answers, Mr. Hanbury 


VictoriA AND ALBERT MuskuM—THE BUCKLAND COLLECTION—Question, 
Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley): Answer, The Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on Education (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


mo 


EnpowED ScHoots Act (1869) AMENDMENT Act, 1875-—Question, Lord 
Edmond Fitzmaurice (Wiltshire, Cricklade) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 
Horntne (NoRFOLK) ScHooL Boarp—Question, Mr. Price; Answer, Sir J. 
Gorst a ie , 
OLDHAM ScHout Boarp GRANT—Question, Mr. Runciman (Oldham) ; Answer, 
Sir J. Gorst ‘ bet " oe ‘3 
Tue New Cope—Pupit TEACHERS—Question, Mr. Evelyn Cecil (Hertford- 
shire, Hertford) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst = jes as és 


THE Block GRANT AND Higher Grape ScHoots—Question, Sir William 
Coddington (Blackburn) ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst —... a on 


SuGGESTED POSTPONEMENT OF THE CHANGES IN THE CopE—Question, Mr. 
Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 





Coroners’ INQuESTS IN WALES—Question, Mr. Vaughan Davies (Cardigan- 
shire) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Home Department (Sir M, 
White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ee si bed ia us 
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CoroNnERs’ INQUESTS—VIEWING BoprEs—Question, Mr. John Wilson (Durham, 
Mid) ; Answers, Sir M. White Ridley _ ae sah ons 


Convicts DreETARY REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Seale-Hayne (Devonshire, 
Ashburton) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley ee he ; 


Lunacy LABour IN Factorres—Question, Mr. Talbot (Oxford University) ; 
Answer, Sir M. White Ridley nin 


Lunacy LaBorAToRY RESEARCH—Question, Mr. J. A. Pease (Northumber- 
land, Tyneside) ; Answer, Sir M. White Ridley 


FooTBALL IN REGENT’s PARK AND Primrose HiLt—Question, Mr. Moon 
(St. Pancras, N.); Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) oe 

ABERDEENSHIRE FISHERIES—Question, Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, FE.) ; 
Answer, The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

New Post Orrick For LimertckK—Question, Mr. O'Keeffe (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury si oe 
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Answer, Mr. Hanbury fe A He sd shes ~ - 

LouGH Corrip DrainaGE Works—Question, Mr. Pinkerton (Galway) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury 

Fark RENTS IN County LourH—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) is kik 


RichMonD LuNATIC AsyLUM—Question, Mr, Daly ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... 


BELFAST PROTESTANT ASSOCIATION LECTURES—-Question, Mr. Samuel Young 
(Cavan, E.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson... 

Lanp Susp-CoMMISSION SITTINGS IN County CoRK—Questions, Mr. Edward 
Barry (Cork Co., 8.) and Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answers, Mr. 
Atkinson mh ar fe we Ba oi sols ah 

QUEEN’s County CouNnciL Srorerary—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy : 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson ; Z ; - ? ; 

IRISH AGRICULTURAL GRANT—Qnestion, Mr. Maurice Healy ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ie e 


Royal CoLLEGE OF SCIENCE, IRELAND—CoMMITTEE OF INQUIRY—Question, 
Mr. Field ; Answer, The Vice-President of the Department of Agriculture 
for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, Dublin Co., 8.) ... 


CHAPTER OF St. ALBANS -Question, Colonel Lockwood ; Answer, Mr. A. J. 
Balfour sé 


PRESS REPRESENTATIVES IN THE Loppy—Question, Mr. Hayden (Roscommon, 
S.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ' 


MARINE INSURANCE BiLi—Question, Mr. Warr; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


BUSINESS OF THE House—Questions, Mr. John Ellis (Noteinghamshire, Rush. 
cliffe), Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), Sir Charles Cameron 
(Glasgow, Bridgeton), Sir William Harcourt (Monmouthshire, W.), Mr. 
Bartley (Islington, N.), Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire), and Mr. H. S. 
Foster (Suffolk, Lowestoft) ; = Aes ae, oF be 
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PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Money Lending Bill [Lords|—Read the first time; to be read a second 
time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 156.] 


Palatine Court of Durham Bill [Lords]—Read the first time ; to be read 
a second time upon Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 157.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act 
to amend the law relating to Youthful Offenders ; and for other purposes 
connected therewith.” Youthful Offenders Bill [Lords]. Also, a Bill 
intituled, “ An Act to confirm a Provisional Order under the Burgh Police 
(Scotland) Act, 1892, to increase the number of Magistrates in the Burgh 
of Leith.” Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [Lords]. Also, a Bill 
intituled, “An Act to amend in certain respects the Acts relating to 
the Mersey Docks and Harbour Board ; and for other purposes.” Mersey 
Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords]. And, also, a Bill intituled, “ An 
Act for empowering the Governments Stocks and other Securities Invest- 
ment Company, Limited, to increase the dividend upon its preferred 
ordinary stock; and to amend The Governments Stock Investment 
Company, Limited, Act, 1887.” Governments Stock and other Securities 
Investment Company Bill [Lords]. Lee Conservancy _ Bill.—That they 
give leave to the Lord Russell of Killowen to attend in order to his 
heing examined as a witness before the Select Committee appointed by 
this House on the Lee Conservancy Bill; his Lordship consenting 


Mersey Docks and Harbour Board Bills [Lords]; Government Stock 
and other Securities Investment Company Bill {Lords].—-Read the first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners .of Petitions for Private Bills 


Leith Burgh Provisional Order Bill [Lords|]—Read the first time ; 
referred tothe Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. 


| Bill 158. ] 
Finance Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. JoHN Exits (Nottinghamshire, Rushcliffe) in the Chair. | 


New clause— 


“(1) If any mannfacturer of tobacco shall have in his custody or posses- 
sion fit for sale, or shall tender for drawback, or if any dealer in or retailer 
of tobacco shall have in his eustody or possession any tobaceo containing a 
greater proportion of oil than 3 per cent., he shall incur an excise penalty 
of £50, and the tobacco shall be forfeited. 


(2) The expression ‘oil’ in this section ineludes any substance of a 
fatty or oily nature which may be present in tobacco, and the expression 
‘fit for sale’ shall, es respects roll or cut tobacco, have the meaning assigned 
to it by Section 4 of the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1887. 


(3) In computing the amount of moisture in one hundred pounds of 
tobacco for the purposes of that part of Section 1 of the Manufactured 
Tobacco Act, 1863 (as amended by subsequent Acts), which deals with the 
calculation of moisture for drawback, any traction of a pound of moisture 

(a) if it is over any number of entire pounds less than fourteen, shall 

be treated as an entire pound, and 

(b) if it is over fourteen entire pounds, or any number of entire pounds 

exceeding fourteen, shall be disregarded ; 
and the quantity of dry tobacco shall be treated as diminished or increased 
accordingly. 

This sub-section shall not apply to snulf.”—(7he Chancellor of the Ea- 
chequer.)— 
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Brought up and read the first time. 
Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second time.” 
Sir J. A. Willox (Liverpool, The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
Everton) sil sxe BOE (Six M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, 
hs eee we ae cox: ae 
Clause (by leave) withdrawn. 
New clause— 
“The duty to be paid on goods or commodities deposited in a customs 
or excise warehouse is hereby declared to be the duty chargeable at the date 
of the actual removal of those goods or commodities from the warehouse, and 
if before that date any sums shall have been paid in mn yr of duty, the 
difference (if any) between the sums so paid and the actual duty chargeable 
shall be paid or repaid, as the case may be.”—(The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer.)— 
Brought up and real the first time. 
(Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— . 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Nir Villiam Harcourt (Monmouth- 
Regis)... sh (22 shire, VW.) ... bi soe Woe 
Sir M. Hicks Beach sow 0OR Mr. Lough sea ve ee 
Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 722 Sir M. Hicks Beach 724 
Sir J. Leng (Dundec) 723 
Question put, and agreed to. 
Clause added. 
New clause— 
“Estate duty shall not be payable on an estate the principal value of 
which does not exceed five thousand pounds in the case of any person killed, 
or dying within twelve months from the effect of any wound received, in 
the performance of his duty in the Navy, the Army, or other forces of the 
Crown. The date from which this exemption may be claimed shall be the 
twelfth day of October one thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine. The 
Treasury may, if they think fit, authorise the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue to remit the death duties in any case of an estate the principal value 
of which does not exceed five thousand pounds, when the person loses his life 
in the performance of some heroic act of saving or attempting to save another 
person or persons from danger, disease, or accident.”—(Mr. Bartley.) 
3ronght up and read the first time. 
Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Gullow "y (Manchester, Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) dew hee 
St de net we 026 Mr. Lowe (Birmingham, EFdg- 
Mr, Dillon (May, B.) 2 727 baston) ge .. SS 
Mr. Butcher (York) . 729 Sir M. Hicks Beach... sy ee 
Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower Ham- 
Woodbridge) o kev lets, Poplar) ... a si MOS 


Clause by leave withdrawn. 
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New clause— 


“Section 7, Sub-section 1, of the Finance Act, 1894, shall be construed 
as if there were added at the end thereof the following enactment :— 


1. Where on the death of any — subject to military or naval law 
u 


under the Army Act or the Naval Discipline Act when on active service 
(within the meaning of that expression as defined in the Army Act, and 
extended to a person subject to naval law or engaged in naval operations 
against the enemy), the principal value of the property passing on the 
death of such person to or in trust for his widow, or any lineal descendant 
of such person, shall not exceed five thousand pounds, no death duties (as 
defined in Section 13, Sub-section 3, of the principal Act) shall be leviable 
in respect of such property, and where on the death of any such person the 
principal value of the property so passing shall exceed tive thousand pounds 
in determining the value of the property so passing for the purpose of estate 
duty, an allowance of five thousend pounds shall be made and deducted from 
the value thereof, in respect of which five thonsand pounds no such death 
duties as aforesaid shall be leviable. 

2. Nothing in this section is to preclude any exemption from taking effect 
which would have been applicable if this section had not been enacted. 

3. This section is to apply and have effect with respect to any death since 
the eleventh day of October, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine.” — 
(Captain Pretyman.) 


Brought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Discusslon— 
Mr. Maddison (She fiie ld, 
Brightside) a ... G41 Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Gibson Bowles on OD 
Question put and negatived. 


Question proposed :— 


New clause— 


Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8.) ... 


“Section 20 of The Customs Consolidation Act, 1876 (which has reference 
to the effect of changes of duty on existing contracts), shall apply to the 
imposition of new duties as well as to increases, decreases, or repeals, and as 
so amended shall apply to duties of excise as well as to duties of customs, with 
the substitution in the case of the excise duty on beer of the time of the 
charge of the duty for the time of the clearance and delivery from the ware- 
house.”—(Mr. Lough.) 


Brought up and read the first and second times, and added. 


New clause— 


* A conveyance on sale made for any consideration in respect whereof it 
is chargeable with «7d valorem duty, and in further consideration of a covenant 
by the purchaser to make, or of his having previously made, any substantial 
improvement of or addition to the property conveyed to him, or of any 
covenant relating to the subject matter of the conveyance, is not chargeable, 
and shall be deemed not to have been chargeable with any duty in respect of 
such further consideration. ”“—(Mr. Bond.) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “ That the clause be read a second time.” 


Mr. Bond (Nottingham, BE.) 749 Sir M. Hicks Beach 
Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire) 750 


Question put. 
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The Committee proceeded to a Division ; but the doors of the No Lobby 
having been opened before the Tellers in the No Lobby were present, the 
Chairman directed the Committee to proceed again to a Division :—Ayes, 
218; Noes, 37. (Division List No. 91.) 


Clause added— 
Mr. Gibson Bowles 
Schedules 1 and 2 agreed to. 


Question put, “That the Chairman do report the Bill, as amended, to 
the House.” 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 229; Noes, 28. (Division List No. 92.) 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered upon Monday next, and to 
be printed, [Bill 159.] 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a Select Committee of 
five members of this House be appointed to join with a Committee 
of the Lords to consider and report as to the principles which should 
govern powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal 
and other local authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the 
area of their jurisdiction ; that a message be sent to the Lords to acquaint 
their Lordships that this House hath appointed a Committee of five mem- 
bers to consider and report as to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal and other 
local authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the area of their 
jurisdiction ; and to request that their Lordships will be pleased to appoint 
an equal number of Lords to be joined with the Members of this House.” 
—(Mr, Anstruther.) 


Discussion :— 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester)... 757 Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 


Mr. Galloway (Manchester, Mr. Jeffreys (Hampshire. N.) ... 
So): BG en sand oo Mr. Haldane (Haddingtonshire)... 
Mr. Edmund — Robertson The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Dundee) a as (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 
The President of the Board chester, HB.) ... nie de 
of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Mr. Dillon (Mayo, E.) ... Pag 
Cyaydon) a ss. 160 Mr, Jonathan Samuel (Stockton) .. 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday next. 


Army (Annual) Bill—Considered in Committee, 


[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 agreed to. 
Clause 2 ;— 
Mr. Oaldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
Clause agreed to, 
Clause 4 :— 
Question proposed, “That the Clause stand part of the Bill,” 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Chairman do report 
progress ; and ask leave to sit again.”—(M/r. Flynn.) 


But it appearing to the Chairman that the motion was an abuse of the 
Rules of the House, he declined to propose the Question thereupon to the 
Committee. 


Mr. Caldwell vhs int ot, aD 
The Under Secretary of State Sor War (Mr. i ‘yndham, Dover)’ ai 7 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 :— 

Mr. Caldwell . ae, ae The Attorney General (Sir Richard 

Mr. Wyndham... = Webster, Isle of Wight) | Oe 
Committee report progress ; to sit again on Monday next. 


Census (Ireland) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk), in the Chair. ] 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) _ .. oc. 
The Attorney General for Trelund (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N. > ae’ Oe 


Bill reported without amendment ; read the third time, and passed. 


Charitable Loans (Ireland) Bill—Motion made and question proposed, 
“That this House will, upon Monday next, resolve into Committee on the 
Bill.” 

Mr. Dillon (Mayo, BE.) .... 779 Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, 8.) 780 
Mr. Atkinson se in 100 Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 8S.) ee 


Mr. SPEAKER having ascertained by the preponderance of voices that the 
majority of the House desired that the Committee should be deferred till 
Monday next, Committee deferred accordingly till Monday next. 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour eens Bill—Read a 


second time, and committed for Monday next 780 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes before One of the clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 30TH MARCH, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Hammond (G. H.) Company Bill [Lords'—Committed  ... - —— 


Scottish American Investment Company, Limited, Bill [1.1.]—A 
petition of Messrs. Faithfull and Owen, of Dacre House, Victoria Street, 
Westminster, solicitors, praying that Sti nding Order No. 91 may be dis- 
pensed with, and that the Bill may be read a second time ; read and ordered 
to lie on the Table ; and Standing Order No. 91 to be considered on Mon 
day next in order to its being dispensed with in respect of the said Bill... 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway Bill [H.L.]—The Queen’s 
consent signified; and Bill reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments ... sae i ae aa me 56 ee io 
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Paignton Urban District Water Bill [#...]—The consent of the Prince of 
Wales in right of his Duchy of Cornwall, signified ; and Bill reported 
from the Select Committee with Amendments = ; we 


Kingston-upon-Thames — Bill - L ‘ —Reported from the Select 
Committee with Amendments nr hte “~ ce 


Rhymney Iron Company Bill [u...]; Newton and Llanllwehaiarn Urban 
District Gas Bill [H.L.]; Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill Ss 
Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendme nt Bill - L.]; Great Southern an 
Western Railway Bill [H.L.]; Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill bus L.|— 
Reported with Amendments ... oi a si ; er 


London Sea Water Supply Bill [1.L.]—Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded with the consideration of the Bill, 
the opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; read and ordered to lie 
on the Table ; the orders made on the 27th of February last and 8th 
instant discharged ; and Bill committed for Tuesday next... 


Sunderland Corporation Bill [1.1.}; North-Kastern Railway Bill [1.1 iz 
North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill [11.L.|—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the Earl of Harewood be proposed to the House 
as a member of the Select Committee on the sa#l Bills in the place of the 
Lord Blythswood ; read and agreed to 


Motherwell Water Bill [u.1.]; Church's Patent Bill [11 : siasaall 3¢, and 


passed, and sent to the Commons 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Bill ; Hartlepool Gas and Water 
Bill ; Morecambe Urban District Council (Gas) Bill ; Ossett Corporation 
Gas Bill ; Southport Extension and Tramways Bill ; Southport Corporation 
Tramways Bill; Wakefield Corporation Market Bill: Wetherby District 
Water 4ill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and referred to the 
Examiners 


Military Lands eens inal Bill—-Read 3¢ (according to Order), and 
passed es ot ne ai iio 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

MERCANTILE MARINE (Cotour Tests)—Report on the sight-tests used in the 
Mercantile Marine for 1899 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper 
[C.-9248]): Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table 

MinittA Act, 1882 (Deputy LieuTeENANTS)—I. Return of descriptions of 
qualifications of deputy lieutenants lodged during 1899, as furnished to the 
Chief Secretary for [reland. II. Return of deputy lieutenants displaced 
during 1899, as furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ireland. Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 


PETITION. 


Inebriates Amendment (Scotland) Bill [1.L.|—Petition in favour of, of 
County Council of Renfrew ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 


Census (Ireland) Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1”; and to be 
printed, (No, 42.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 
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COMMONS: FRIDAY, 30TH MARCH, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrIvATE Bi1is | Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH).—-Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lcerds, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, namely—Higham 
Ferrers Water Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill; Southport Extension and Tramways Bill ; 
Stockport Corporation Tramways Bill; Wakefield Corporation Market 
Bill; Wetherby District Water Bill. Read the third time, and passed ... 


Brighton Corporation Bill. As amended, considered ; a Clause added ; an 
Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time ... a te, — 


Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation Bill—As amended, con- 
sidered ; a Clause added; an Amendment made: Bill to be read the 
third time er he As 


St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) Bill—To be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 26th April... ee on te aie a a a 


Universal Life Assurance Society Bill [Lords] [Stamp Duties].—Reso- 
lution reported :—“ That it is expedient to authorise the imposition of the 
following Stamp Duties upon certain Memorials under any Act of the 
present session relating to the Universal Life Assurance Society, namely, 
for and upon the First Memorial enrolled of the names of persons who 
shall be deemed, held, and taken to be Trustees of the Society, the sum of 
Five pounds ; and upon every such Memorial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be inserted as a Trustee of the Society, the 
sum of Five pounds. Resolution agreed to. Ordered, That it be an 
Instruction to the Committee on the Universal Life Assurance Society 
Bill | Lords] that they have power to make provision therein pursuant to 
the said Resolution. (Dr. Farquharson) 


ELecrric LIGHTING ProvistONAL OrDERS (No. 3)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made hy the Board of Trade under the Electric Lighting 
Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Allerton, Much Woolton, Little Woolton, 
and Childwall, Barnet, Barnstaple, Birkenhead (Extension), Bonchurch, 
Boston, Briarfield, Egremont, Hyde, and Sudbury, ordered to he brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill —“ ‘To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric 
Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Allerton, Much Woolton, 
Little Woolton, and Childwall, Barnet, Barnstaple, Birkenhead (Exten- 
sion), Bonchurch, Boston, Brierfield, Egremont, Hyde, and Sudbury,” 
— accordingly, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
{xaminers of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed, —_ [ Bill 160, } 


Hastings Tramways Bill—-Wellinghorough and District Tramroads Bill— 
Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed... : “ 
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RAILWAY Britis (Group 3)—Mr. Hobhouse reported from the Committee on 
Group 3 of Railway, etc., Bills, That for the convenience of parties, the 
Committee had adjourned till Wednesday next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table.. ~ e 


Hamilton, Motherwell, and Wishaw Tramways Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed 


RAILWAY BiLts (Group 2)—Mr. Jeffreys reported from the Committee on 
Group 2 of Railway and Canal Bills, that for the convenience of parties, 
the Committee had adjourned till Tuesday next, at half-past eleven of the 
clock. Report to lie upon the Table ii me 


London County Council (Compulsory Purchase of pee: Bill— 


Reported [Parties do not proceed]; Report to lie upon the Table.. 


PRIVATE BILLs (Group A.)—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group A of Private Bills, That Sir Gorge Pilkington, one of 
the Members of the said Committee, was not present during the Sitting of 
the Committee this day ; Report to lie upon the Table R 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have passed a Bill intituled, ‘“ An Act 
to confer further powers upon the Corporation of the City of Lincoln with 
respect to tramways, and to authorise the Corporation to construct new 
tramways, and to work tramways within and without the city ; and to 
borrow money ; and for other purposes.” Lincoln Corporation (Tramways) 


Bill [Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for rendering valid certain Letters 
Patent granted to Melvin Batchlor Church for the manufacture of an 
improved compound for coating and decorating walls and other surfaces, 
and for the production of casts or mouldings, and for analogous purposes. 


Church’s Patent Bill [Lords]. 


Great Southern and Western and Waterford and Central Ireland Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation Bill {Lords}, Great Southern and Western 
and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway Companies Amalgamation 
Bill [Lords], and Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords], 
—That they have come to the following resolution, namely, “That it is 
desirable that the Great Southern and Western and Waterford and 
Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords], the Great 
Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and Western Railway 
Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords], and the Midland Great Western 
Railway of Ireland Bill saint be referred to a Joint Committee of both 
Houses of Parliament” : 5 sit, en vik on 


Lincoln Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]; Church’s Patent Bill 
[Lords]|—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group B)—Mr. Oldroyd reported from the Committee on 
Group B of Private Bills, That to meet the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till setae 3rd —— at Eleven of the clock ; — to 
lie upon the Table re a 


PETITIONS. 


PorTLAND Urban District Gas—Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders : - 
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Colonial Solicitors Bill—Petition of the Incorporated Society of Law Agents 
in Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table + ; 


Ecclesiastical Assessments oe Bill—Petition from Brechin, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table vic vis 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMPTION FROM RATE 7 etition from Plumstead, 
for alteration of law ; to lie upon the Table.. en dn 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) ( —_—— Bill—Petition from 
Edinburgh, against ; to lie upon the Table . 


Licensing Acts Amendment een) Bill— Petition from Edinburgh, 
against ; to lie upon the Table ae Ska ag “ 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petition from Alnwick, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. Petition from Peterborough, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899—Petition from Plumstead, for alteration of 
law ; to lie upon the Table 


Op AGE PENSION SCHEME—Petition from Baildon, for ‘eins to lie upon 
the Table bak it ae me 


Petroleum Bill—Petition from ‘Meee and Salford, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table ies as ae ae = os 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later aes Bill—Petition from Edinburgh, 


against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petitiens in favour, from 
Greenwich ; Eastbourne ; and St. Leonards ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill and Sunday Closing 
(Monmouthshire) Bill—Petition from Newcastle-on-Tyne, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table oe er i ee i ss 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Haughton; Silksworth; Ryhope (two); Murton; Hylton; Hetton 
(two) ; North Biddick ; Fulwell ; Silksworth (two) ; South Hetton ; Hetton 
Downs ; Newbottle; Coxgreen ; Easington Lane ; Weston-super-Mare ; 
Burradon ; Berwick-upon-T'weed ; Neweastle-on-Tyne (three) ; Felling ; 
Wardley ; Brandon ; W _— Bay ; Forest Gate ; and Shepherd’s Bush ; 
to lie upon the Table . ws aa cies Sa “6 see 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Shetlield (twenty-one) ; and Attereliffe ; to lie upon the 


Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill — Petition 


from Edinburgh, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour from W. - 
Kent ; Wheatley ; Churchill; Salford ; speech and Camberwell ; 


lie upon the Table aoe 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, ce. 


IMPERIAL YEOMANRY—Return [presented 29th March] to be printed. 
[No. 115.] 532 ~ ‘ms dee jas sare oa 


MERCANTILE MARINE (CoLour Tests)—Copy presented of Report on the 
sight tests used in the Mercantile Marine for the year ended 31st 
December, 1899 (in continuation of _— 7 iby — to lie 
upon the Table és - ; se 


QUESTIONS. 


Sourh AFRICAN War—RomMAN CATHOLIC CHAPLAINS — Question, Mr. 
Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answer, The First Lord of the ner — A. J. 
Balfour, Manchester, E.) 9% 


TRANSPORT—ALIEN SEAMEN IN BriTISH SHIPS—THE “ CASPIAN ”-—Question, 
Mr. Havelock Wilson (Middlesbrough) ; Answer, The Parente to the 
Admiralty (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) ... , 


MARTIAL LAW AT THE CAPE—ALLEGED MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE—Ques- 
tion, Mr. Hazell (Leicester); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Inp1IA’S CONTRIBUTION TO THE WAR Forces—RoyaL CoMMISSION ON INDIAN 
EXPENDITURE—Questions, Mr. Herbert Roberts (Denbighshire, W.) and 
Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.) ; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) 


TELEGRAMS TO AND FROM SOLDIERS ON SERVICE—Question, Mr. Henniker 
Heaton (Canterbury) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ar ‘ 


ConDUCT OF THE WAR—MEASURES FOR THE RELIEF OF MAFEKING—Ques- 
tion, Sir J. Leng (Dundee) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ee ‘es 


GOVERNMENT ConTRACTS—Boots—Question, Mr. Howell (Denbigh 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ‘ si es we ps 


THE QUEEN’s VisiIT TO IRELAND—WELSH GUARD oF HonouR—Questions, 
Colonel Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) and Mr. Ellis Griffith 
(Anglesey) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndhain ‘ii or sus wen 


RoyaAL ARTILLERY OFrriters AT HypERABAD—Question, Sir Charles Dilke 
(Gloucestershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


Army PENsIONS—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork); Answer, The 
Financial Secretary to the War Office ee J. Powell-Williams, Birming- 
ham, 8.) . des ’ se vv sas ne 


Curmman PENsSIONS—Caseé OF Patrick HENNESSY—Question, Mr. Flavin 
(Kerry, N.); Answer, Mr, J. Powell-Williams ve wed 


Toe Paris ExHIsition—SuNDAY OPENING—(Question, Sir Mark Stewart 
(Kirkcudbright); Answer, The Under “aac of State for Foreign 
Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) . ve i - ; 
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Hone Kon Question, 
Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, Barnsley) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick 





DISTURBANCES IN SHANTUNG AND PECHILI—Question, Mr. Herbert Roberts ; 
Answer, Mr. Brodrick see oF — ie at ae 


CaBLE CoMPANIES’ CHARGES—Question, Sir Edward Sassoon seats 
Answer, Mr. Anstruther (St. Andrews Burghs) ite “ss 


DIVIDENDS ON GOVERNMENT SECURITIES—DATES OF PAYMENT—Question, 
Mr. M‘Laren (Leicestershire, Bosworth); Answer, The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) = os bs 


Factory AcTs—PARTICULARS CLAUSE—Question, Sir Charles Dilke; An- 
swer, The Secretary of State for the Home ss ged cane M. White 
Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) ke : as is 


Guy’s HosPITAL—PRESCRIPTIONS ORDERED BY UNQUALIFIED STUDENTS— 
CASE OF MABEL ort eae Mr. ae ne 
E.); Answer, Sir M. White Ridley .. fee = 


PORTSKEWETT SEVERN TUNNELL SCHOOL—Question, Mr. Gray (West Ham, 
N.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on Educa- 
tion (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


ScHoo. BoarD JuRISDICTION—Question, Mr. Gray ; Answer, Sir J. Gorst 


POSTMEN’s FEDERATION—REFUSAL OF LEAVE TO EXECUTIVE OFFICERS— 
Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther 


BIRMINGHAM TELEGRAPH CLERKS’ GRIEVANCES—Question, Mr. Steadman 
(Tower Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther si én 
LivErPooL Post OrricE—FINEs For LATE ATTENDANCE—Question, Mr. 
Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther ae ae we iss 
LIVERPOOL ASSISTANT PosTMEN—Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. 
Anstruther sais ae ses am a a sind 


ScortTisH COMMISSIONER OF LuNACY—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton); Answer, The Lord Advocate — A. Graham asst 


Buteshire) 


Scottish CoNGESTED Districts Boarp—Question, Mr. Weir (om and 
Cromarty’); Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray a - _ 


MIGRATIONS OF SCOTTISH CROFTERS AND COTTERS—Question, Mr. Weir ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray st ~ we “es 


FisHERY HARBOURS—COLLIESTON—Question, Mr. Crombie hituananiazets ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray sis a . 00 gos 


ABERDEENSHIRE FISHERIES—OLD sce tin uated Mr. Weir; o— 
Mr, A. J. Balfour De ie i ie vs 


ScotrisH Lunacy Boarp—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


RETURN OF SCOTTISH EDUCATION csp ait rena Mr. Crombie ; 
Answer, Mr. A. Graham Murray na ms m ap we 


BaLINTONE Harsour LiGHT—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, The President 
of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ‘“n i - 
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Cork County—ForksHoRE RIGHTS-—Questions, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork), 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.), Mr. Swift MacNeill (Donegal, S.), Mr. 
Hayden ee 8), and Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) ; Answers, Mr. 
Ritchie .. si ee a jus ii 

DEPORTATION OF IRISH eT ee Mr. Flynn, Mr. William Red- 
mond (Clare, E.), and Mr. Patrick O’Brien; Answers, The Secretary to 
the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 

CASTLEBLANEY UNION Dispensary Docror—Question, Mr. Daly (Monaghan, 


S.); Answer, The cena General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, London- 
derry, N.) si re . sé i sah = 


IrtsH Poor Law Drerary ScaLes—CARRICKMACROSS WoORKHOUSE— 
Question, Mr. Daly ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ae as sit 
CARRICKMACROSS URBAN AND RuRAL BouUNDARIES—Question, Mr. Daly ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson faa i hs ee cg Ae 
MULLINGAR County Court Hous—E—Question, Mr. T. B. Curran (Donegal, 
N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... ‘ vs gis ii ae ts 
Cork Districr ASYLUM—CrIMINAL LUNATICS—Question, Mr. Crean (Queen’s 
Co., Ossory) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson es ve is ee 
Cork County Lanp Hoipines—Sus-Letrinc—Question, Mr. Maurice 
Healy ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ue. Sus ee as ef 
FLax GrowinG IN [RELAND—Question, Mr. Daly; Answer, The Vice 


President of the Department of Agriculturre for Ireland (Mr. Plunkett, 
Dublin Co., 8.) i svn ss ties 


BALLYHEIGUE BAy—SuGGkEsTED BoAaTsLip—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, 
Mr. Plunkett ... ae si his hi ses veh ae 


RoyAL VETERINARY COLLEGE FOR IRELAND—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, 
Mr. Plunkett as sas ais ae ea i re 
CLosurE Motions IN CoMMITTEE—Question, Sir Henry Howarth (Salford, 
S.); Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour e. si ses on we 


THE POSTMASTER GENERALSHIP—SUCCESSOR TO THE DUKE OF NORFOLK— 
Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour me 


BusINEss OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir Henry Fowler, Mr. John Ellis 
(Nottinghamshire, — and Mr. Dillon whi 0, B)3 Answers, Mr. 
A. J. Balfour... 


ALIEN SEAMEN IN British Suips—{ Motion for Adjournment]. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House do now 
adjourn.”—(Mr. Havelock Wilson.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


The Secretary to Admiralty The First Lord of the Admiralty 
(Mr. Macartney, Antrim, (Mr. Goschen, St. George's, 
S. a sie 1 OS Hanover Square) ae 

Sir U. Kay Shuttleworth Commander Bethell (Yorkshire, 
(Lancashire, Clitheroe) ... 828 E.R., Holderness) 


Question put and negatived. 
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SELECTION (STANDING CoMMITTEES)—Mr. Halsey reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures:—Mr. Power, Sir Reginald 
Hanson, and Sir Elhott Lees; and had appointed in substitution Mr. 
Macaleese, Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, and Mr. Giles. Report to lie upon 
the Table es 


NEW BILLS. 


SHop Hours Act (1892) AMENDMENT—Bill to amend The Shop Hours Act, 
1892, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Steadman, Mr. John Burns, Sir 
Charles Dilke, and Mr. Woods . 


Shop Hours Act (1892) Amendment Bill—‘“To amend The Shop Hours 
Act, 1892,” presented, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 161.] 


Court OF CRIMINAL AppEAL—Bill to establish a Court of Criminal Appeal 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. John Burns, Mr. 
Brynmor Jones, Mr. Richards, Sir Albert Rollit, and Mr. Woods : 


Court of Criminal Appeal Bill—‘“'To establish a Court of Criminal 
Appeal,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 162.] 


VaccinaTiIon.—Bill to declare the Law that no prosecution shall be com- 
menced without the authority of the Guardians, ordered to be brought in 
by Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Broadhurst, Mr. Channing, Sir Charles Dilke, and 
Mr. Steadman... : so ' 

Vaccination Bill. —‘“ ‘Io declare the Law that no prosecution shall be com 
menced without the authority of the Guardians,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 163. | 


SUPPLY. 
Civit Service Estimates.—Order read, for resuming Adjourned Debate 
on Main Question [23rd March], “That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Question again proposed. 


PHYSICAL AND MILITARY INSTRUCTION IN STATE-AIDED SCHOOLS, 


DiscussION :— 
Sir J. Fergusson (Manchester, Mr. John Burns (Battersea) 
Wiles) . ss rik .. 831 Sir Mark Stewart (Kirkeudbright- 
Mr. Yowrall (Nottingham, shire) ... xi ie ~ 
W.) 838 


The Vice-President of the 
Committee of Council on 
Education (Sir J. Gorst, 
Cambridge University)... 840 
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British COMMERCIAL AND POLITICAL INTERESTS IN CHINA. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Joseph Walton (York- Sir Edward Grey nauacniiel 
shire, W.R., Barnsley)... 848 lund, Berwick) seer O08 

Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Mr. Perl burgh (Che ster)... ; 895 
Chorley) .. 864 Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces slershire, 

Mr. Moon (St. Panreas, N. ) 868 Forest of Dean) i 898 

Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeen- Mr. Malcolm (Suffolk, Stowmarke t) 901 
shire, EL.) an vis “BLO Sir John Colomb (Great Yarmouth) 90-4 


Cupt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 875 
The Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. 
Brodrick, Surrey, Guild- 
ford)... ‘ie -. 879 


Question put, and agreed to. 
SUPPLY —Considered in Committee. 
[The Lorp Apvocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) in the Chair. } 
CIVIL SERVICE ESTIMATES, 1900-1901.—CLAss L[. 


1. £29,000, to complete the sum for Royal Palaces and Marlborough 


House. 
DIscussION :— 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty)... 907 
Mid)... soe ..« 905 Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 907 
The First Commissioner of Mr. John Burns (Battersea)... 908 
Works( Mr. Akers Douglas, Mr, Akers Douglas = .. 903 
Kent, St. Augustine’s) ... 906 Mr. Cauldwell... ia vs, 


Vote agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposd, ‘That a sum, not exceeding 
£73,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary to 
defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the year 
ending on the 3lst day of March, 1901, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure 


Gardens.” 
Mr. Gibson Bowles... i:« "909 Mr. Caldwell... wel .« 909 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£72,900, be granted for the said service.” *, Caldwell.) 





DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Akers Douglas « 911 Vr. W. A, McArthur (Cornwall, 
Mr. John Burns... sw OUT St. Austell) ... = 912 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, 
Original Question again proposed. 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Weir ins ..» 913° Mr. Akers Douglas A x. 913 
Mr. Caldweil es ae. SQ Mr, Gibson Bowles va .. 914 
Mr. Patrick O Brien = Mr, John Burns ... fee » SS 


kenny) .. ‘ee 913 
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Question put, and agreed to. 


Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That a sum, not exceeding 
£22,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to complete the sum necessary 
to defray the charge which will come in course of payment during the 


year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for the Houses of Parliament 
Buildings.” 


Mr. Swift MacNeiil (Donegal, 8.) - ty ia se ae 


It being midnight, the Chairman left the Chair to make his Report to 
the House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Monday next ; Committee also report 
Progress ; to sit again upon Monday next. 


Adjourned at five minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: MONDAY, 2np APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following 
Bills have been complied with :—Hamilton Burgh; Redhill Gas ; 
Grantham Gas. And also the Certificate that the Standing Orders 
applicable to the following Bill have not been complied with :—Bray 
Urban District Council. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Exmouth Urban District Water Bill [".1.]; Mountain Ash Water Bill 
[H.L. |.—Reported from the Select Committee with Amendments ... 


Edinburgh Corporation Bill [H.L. |The Queen’s consent signified ; and 
Bill reported trom the Select Committee with Amendments A eae 


Burnley Corporation Bill dca L. ea from the Select Committee with 
Amendments =e ; . ‘i 


Colonial Bank Bill-—Reported without Amendment ... 


Cowes Pier Bill [1.1.]; Southampton Harbour Bill eis L. nq Read the third _— 
and passed, and sent to the Commons : 


Great Berkhampstead Water Bill [4.L.]—Read the third time ; Amend- 


ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons 


New Russian Company Bill [u...]; Army and Navy Investment Trust 
Bill [w.1.]; Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill (HL .]; Cleethorpes Gas 
Bill [4.1.]—Read the third time, and passed, and sent to the Commons . 


Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill [H.L.]}—Read the third time; 
Amendments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons : 
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Scottish American Investment Company, Limited, Bill [1.L.]—Standing 
Order No. 91 considered (according to order), and dispensed with, with 
respect to the said Bill; and Bill read the second time ‘ig 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill; Great Eastern Railway Bill; Great 
Northern Railway Bill; Spalding Urban District Council (Water) 
Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read the first time and referred to the 
Examiners — ; ae 


Great Central Railway Bill [1.L.]; Dearne Valley Railway Bill [1.1.]; 
Neath Harbour Bill [H..]; Taff Vale Railway Bill [H.L.]; Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill Lae ; Rhymney Railway Bill [H.L. 
Cork Electric Tramways Bill [H.L.] ; South Essex Water Board Bill | H.1.] ; 
South Essex Water Bill 0 sl from the Committee of Selection, 
That the following Lords be proposed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, vizi—E. Lauderdale 
(Chairman), E. Carnwath, L. Barnard, L. Sudley (2. Arran), L. Farquhar ; 
agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly. The Committee 
to meet on Wednesday the second of May next, at eleven o’clock ; and 
all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the petitioners 
praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as desired, as 
also counsel for the Bills 


bf 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SERTES)—No. 2393. France (Trade of La Rochelle 
and District for the year 1899) 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Forty-seventh Report of the 
Charity Commissioners. Presented [by Command], and ordered to lie 
on the Table ; oh 


InpIA (LOANS RAIsep IN ENGLAND)—Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of Parliament chargeable on the 
revenues of India outstanding at the commencement of the half-year ended 
on the 3lst March, 1900, with the rates of interest and total amount 
payable thereon, etc.; laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
ordered to lie on the Table a is 


PETITION. 

EDUCATION (REVISED CobrE)—Petition for postponement of the proposals 
recommended with regard to the assessment of the grants ; of the Barrow- 
in-Furness School Board ; read, and ordered to lie on the Table 

Prevention of Corruption Bill [1.1.]— ‘sp READING]—Order of the 
Day for Second Reading read. Moved, That the Bill be now read the 
second time.—-(Lord Russell of Killowen.) 

DISCUSSION : 
The Lord Chancellor (The Lord James of Hereford 
Earl of Halsbury) Je ee Lord Russell of Killowen 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read the second time accordingly. 


Public Libraries Bill [4.L.]|—Amendments reported (according to order). 
Lord Windsor set see «920 The Lord Privy Seal (Viscount 
Casa) , Pe 
Bill to be read the third time on Thursday next, 


Adjourned at ten minntes before Five of the clock, till To-Morrow, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 
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COMMONS: MONDAY, 2np APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


LanpD Reaistry (New BuiLpines) Bit (STANDING ORDER COMPLIED 
witH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners 
of Petitions for Private Bills pursuant to the Order of the House of the 
29th day of March, That, in the case of the following Bill, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :— 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill. 


PRIVATE Brits [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz. :—Government Stock 
and other Securities Investment Company Bill [Lords] ; Newport (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords]. Ordered That the Bills be read a second 
time... te és ; ne ee 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO COM- 
PLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one cf the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following 
Bills, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting Provisional Order 
(No. 2) Bill ; Local Government Provisional Order (No. 1) Bill. Ordered, 
That the Bills be read a second time to-morrow. Nee i es 


PROVISIONAL OrDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE) — Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. : 
Local Government (Ireland) Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill Ordered, 
that the Bill he read a second time to-morrow 


Private Bite Peririons (STANDING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WIttH)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the Petition for the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders have not been complied with, viz. : 
Bray Urban Distriet Council—Ordered, That the Report he referred 
the Select Committee on Standing Orders 


Cheshire Lines Committee Bill-—Read the third time, and passed ... 


Great Eastern Railway Bill— Read the third time, and passed. [New 
Title. | ” sis 3 sae sai vile im ete in 


Great Northern Railway Bll; North Warwickshire Water Bill ; Spalding 
Urban District Couneil (Water) Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill—As amended, considered ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill to be read a third time oe Re e 


Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill ; Southport Water Bill ; Widnes 
and Runcorn Bridge Bill—As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time ‘ 
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Donegal Railway Bill [Lords]; Dundee Harbour Bill [Lords] ; Lancashire 
Inebriates Acts Board Bill [Lords]; Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill 
[Lords] ; Otley Urban District Council Water Bill { Lords ——— a second 
time, and committed 5% ws ne Tay f a Sd 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL OrpDeERS (No. 2)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Dewsbury, 
Llandudno, Macclesfield, Manchester, Newton-in- Makerfie ld, Wigan. 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill--“To confirm 
certain Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to 
Dewsbury, Llandudno, Macclesfield, Manchester, Newton-in-Makerfield, 
Wigan,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 164] 


Bradford Corporation Biil—Ordered, that the Minutes of Evidence taken 
on the Bradford Water and Improvement Bill, in Session 1881, the Pudsey 
Gas Bill, in Session 1887, and the Bradford Tramways and Improveme nt 

3ill, in Session 1899, be referred to the Select Committee on Police and 
Sanitary Regulations Bills. —(Mr. Caldwell) 


ELectric LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill.”— 
(Mr. Litchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 120] 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill.” 
(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 121] 

Harbour, &c., Bills—Copy ordered, “of the Report of the Board of Trade 
on the North Eastern Railway Bill [Lords].”—(Vr. Litchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 122] ' 

Exeter Corporation Bill—Reported with Amendments; Report to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed ... ~ — — a = i 

MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have agreed to—Military Lands 


Provisional Order Bill, without Amendment. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to authorise the 


Commissioners of the burgh of Motherwell to provide an additional water 


supply to the burgh; and to make and maintain new and additional 
waterworks ; and for other purposes.” Motherwell Water Bill [Lords] 


Motherwell Water Bill |lords|—Read the first time; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ‘a sug ans oy 
PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petitions, in favour, from 
Dingwall ; Chirnside ; Nairn ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table 
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Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Chiswick ; and Northfleet ; to lie upon the Table és 


Midwives Bill—Petition from Leicester, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Parliamentary Franchise (Extension to Women) gland from 
Edinburgh, in favour ; to lie upon the Table a 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday apeeiegaaals from Swindon, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ; ; ei : 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions, in favour, from 
Gateshead ; J. Wallace Hood, junior, and others ; Keighley ; : Glasgow ; 
North Road ; Chester -le- Street ; Wrexham ; Lincoln; Tynemouth ; 
Pendleton ; Exet ter ; ita Newcastle-on-Tyne ; and Folkestone ; to lie 
upon the Table 


Street Noises Bill—Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; to lie upon the 
Table oe sab ae sn se is ‘ns ‘is 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour from Lincoln ; 
Llanhilleth ; Wrexham ; and Edinburgh ; to lie upon the Table ... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


Cuarity ComMIssion (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Copy presented, of Forty- 
seventh Report of the Charity Commissioners for E — and Wales [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES (ELECTORS, &C.) ilies ieiilabe 
Return presented, relative thereto (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 78, of Session 1899) [Address, 31st January; Sir Charles 
Dilke\ ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 116] 


East InpiA (LOANS RAIsED IN ENGLAND)—Copy presented, of Return of 
all Loans raised in England, chargeable on the Revenues of India, out- 
standing at the commencement of the half-year ending on the 31st March, 
1900, ete. [hy Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 117] 


CIVIL SERVICES, 1900-1901 (SUPERANNUATION AND RETIRED ALLOWANCES)— 
Copy presented, of Appendix to the Estimate for Civil Services, Class 6, 
Vote 1, containing a list of Superannuation and Retired Allowances 
payable on the 30th November, 1899 [by Command]; Referred to the 
Committee of Supply, and to be printed. [No. 118] 


PuBLic ACCOUNTS (NAVY VOTES)—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 
24th March, 1909, under the Appropriation Act, 1899, ‘authorising the 
temporary application of Surpluses on certain Navy Vctes for the year 
1899-1900, to meet excesses on certain other Navy Votes for the same 
year [pursuant to Resolution of the House of 4th March, 1879]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 119] . 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcTs, 1894 AND 1896 (IRELAND)- -Copy presented, of 
Return in pursuance of the Acts as regards Ireland for the year 1899 [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENGLAND, SCOTLAND, AND TRELAND)—Return 
ordered, “ showing, for the year ending the 31st day of March, 1900, (1) 
the amount contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland respectiv ely to 
the Revenue collected by imperial officers ; ; (2) the expenditure on English, 
Scotch, and Irish services met out of such Revenue ; and (3) the balances 
of Revenue contributed by England, Scotland, and Ireland respectively 
which are available for Imperial expenditure (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 317, of Session 1899).”—(Mr, Lough.) ... 
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QUESTIONS. 
SoutH AFRICAN WAR—Borer PrisoNERS—PLACE oF Custopy—Questions, 


Mr. Flynn (Cork, N.) and Mr. Flavin (Kerry, N.); Answers, The First 
Lord of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) : 


PROCLAMATIONS AGAINST LOOTING—Question, Mr. Flynn ; Answer, The Under- 
Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Army Doctors AT THE FrontT—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ny a 


CENSORSHIP—Question, Mr. John Ellis cceammaie Rusheliffe) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham... . or ee : ; ve ste ‘i 


MarTIAL LAw—Question, Mr. John Ellis; Answer, The Secretary of State 
for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, We 


South WALES BorDERERS—INSUBORDINATE VOLUNTEERS—Question, Mr. 
M‘Kenna (Monmouthshire, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ¥ - 


ArMY COMMISSIONS—PROMOTIONS FROM THE en ae 
Norton (Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham” .. uae 


Sm GEORGE WHITE AND THE WAR OFrricE—Questions, Mr. Swift MacNeill 
(Donegal, 8.) ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham 

LorD METHUEN’s PosiTIoN—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham i ee sie ‘ iis ins E: 

TUGELA ENGAGEMENT—COLONEL Lona, R.A.—Question, Mr. Swift MacNeill ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ii a. es “we 

ArMy CONTRACTS—SHIRTS—Question, Mr. Donal Sullivan (Westmeath, S.) ; 


Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office (Mr. J. Powell- 
Williams, Birmingham, 8.). 


ARMY CONTRACTS—QUALIFICATIONS OF DiRECTORS’ STAFF—Question, Mr. 
Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams ... ; sad aa 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS—Question, Mr. Howell os 
Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Powell-Williams : en ‘ en 


Deputy JuDGE ADVOCATE-—-Questions, Mr. Humphreys-Owen (Montgomery- 
shire) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answers, Mr. Wyndham... ss 


CONVEYANCE OF Horses BY RAit—Question, Mr. Butcher ated Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ss eg ‘hi us =a vi és 


New Foraine Press at WooLwich—Question, Mr. Stuart-Wortley (Sheffield, 
Hallam) and Mr. Swift MacNeill ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham we 
RIFLE RANGES IN Ess—Ex—Question, Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.); Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham re a be yee we as es 
Tue BLAKELY GUN—Question, Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty); Answer, 
Mr. A. J. Balfour “es re pas whe ae sa so 
JAMESON Rarp—- RHopES- HAWKSLEY CORRESPONDENCE — Question, Mr. 


Carson (Dublin University) ; Answer, The sesenaea General eri Richard 
Webster, Isle of Wight) et “ 
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CorRDITE—DANGER FROM SPONTANEOUS COMBUSTION—EXPLOSION ON THE 
“Revenge ”—Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton) ; 
Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Goschen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square - ss an ; ‘ ee ei 


FLOGGING IN NAVAL PR sgnatieamantieg ie Norton; Answer, Mr. 
Goschen a se si si site 


DELAGOA Bay—CoNTRABAND OF WAR, ETC. — Question, Col. Milward (War- 
wickshire, Stratford-upon-Avon) ; Answer, The Under-Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, Guildford) 


TurRKIsH LoAN CONVERSION CONVENTIONS — _— Mr. ene (War- 
rington) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick ‘ : se si 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA — GOLDFIELDS DistTRIcT PETITION — Question, Mr. 
Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain zn 


INDIAN CURRENCY—Question, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Ealing) ' 


Customs DuTIEs on Spirit— MetuHop oF Levyinc—Question, Sir Charles 
Cameron; Answer, The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks- 
Beach, Bristol, W.) : : ssh ean ss iT nes 


IsLINGTON Board oF GUARDIANS—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, W.) ; 
Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government Board sui T. W. Russell, 
Tyrone, 8.) 


MONTGOMERYSHIRE WoRKHOUSES—Question, Colonel Pryce-Jones (Mont- 
gomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. T. W. Russell bee ie ins 


GREEN PARK SEAT ACCOMMODATION—-Question, Mr. Sydney Buxton (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) ; Answer, The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers- 
Douglas, Kent, St. Augustine’s) = aes ss yl 


TRAWLING IN PROHIBITED SCOTTISH WATERS—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 


Scottish Lunacy Boarp MrEtinc—Question, Mr. Weir; Answer, Mr. A. 
Graham Murray 


DEPORTATION OF IrnISH PAUPERS — pom Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
T. W. Russell . ki * ie RS 


Farr Renis iN County Kerry — Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr, Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Unirep Irish LEAGUE MEETINGS AT DoNERAILE—Question, Mr. Flynn; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IRISH CONGESTED Districts Boarp—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson : i os = 


TRIsH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS—Question, Mr. Flavin; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson ; sae ais ren “ 


SCARIFF WATER lili rneameal Mr. William Redmond ms ms 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson . sie ve 
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Irish FortsHoreE RicuHts—Lorp MIDDLETON AND THE BALLINACURRA 
Questions, Capt. Donelan (Cork, E.) and Mr. Flynn; 
Answers, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) 





Rk. I. C.—Dristricr Inspector TAYLOR—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. 
Atkinson a ae es ear - he =e er 


EDUCATION, &¢c., SCHEMES—ORDERS IN CoUNCIL — Question, Mr. Carvell 
Williams (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield) ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour 


SEA FISHERIES BiLLt—Question, Mr. H. S. Foster (Suffolk, Lowestoft) ; 
Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour me bisa ss se a oe 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE—Questions, Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.), Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, S.), Mr. Grey, 
Mr. Flower (Bradford, W.), Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester), Capt. Donelan, 
and Capt. Sinclair ; Answers, Mr. A. J. Balfour ais sia <a 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill—Reported, with 
Amendments, from the Standing Committee on Trade, &c. Report to lie 
upen the Table, and to be printed. (No. 123.] Minutes of the Proceedings 
of the Standing Committee to be printed. |No. 123.] Bill, as amended 
(by the Standing Committee), to be taken into consideration upon 
Monday, 30th April, and to be printed. [Bill 165] 


Finance Bill—As Amended, considered. 
New Clause— 


**(1) Where any person dies from wounds inflicted or disease contracted, 
within twelve months before death, while on active service against an enemy, 
whether on sea or land, and was, w hen the wounds were inflicted ,or the disease 
contracted, either subject to the Naval Discipline Act or subject to military 
law, whether as an officer, non-commissioned officer, or soldier under Part Five 
of the Army Act, the Treasury may, if they think fit, on the recommendation 
of the Secretary of State or of the Admiralty as the case requires, remit, up to 
an amount not exceeding one hundred pr fifty pounds in any one case, the 
whole or any part of the death duties (within the meaning of sub-section three 
of section thirteen of the Finance Act, 1894) leviable in respect of property 
passing upon the death of the deceased to his widow or children. 


“*(2) This section shall take effect in the case of any person dying since 
the eleventh day of October, one thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine.” — 
(Mr. Chancellor of the E Wachequer. ) 

Brought up, and read the first time. 
Question proposed, “That the clause be read a second time.” 
DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) ... 960 Captain Pretyman — Wood- 


Mr. Bartley (Islington, N.) ... 961 bridge) .. 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Mr. Butcher (York) ee a 
Brightside) a 0 Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, 
Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, E. — me sie , 
N.R., Thirsk)... ... 962 The Attorney General (Sir Richard 
Mr. Sidney Buaton (Tower Webster, Isle of Wight) 
Hamlets, Poplar) .. . 962 Mr. William Moore (Antrim, N.\ 
Mr. Galloway (Manchester, 
BF ) ase ‘ . 962 


Question put, and agreed to. 
f2 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘contracted,’ to insert, the words ‘or by acci- 


dent.’” —(Mr. Gedge.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks-Beach, Bristol, W.) 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

Clause amended, by inserting, in line 1, after the word “ inflicted,” the 
words “accident occurring,” and by inserting, in line 4, after the word 
“inflicted,” the words “the accident occurred.”—Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 

Mr. Grant Lawson 

Clause amended by inserting in line 8, after the word “remit,” the 
words “or in the case of duty paid, repay.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 

Amendment proposed— 

“In line 12, after the word ‘his’ to insert the word ‘mother.’’ — 


(Mr. Galloway.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘ mother’ be there inserted.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... 964 Mr. Broadhurst ... aN Bie 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. James Lowther (Kent, Thanet) 
Regis) ... o ... 964 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment made— 


“In line 13, by leaving out the word ‘children,’ and inserting the words 
‘lineal descendants,’ instead thereof.”—(Mr. Attorney General.) 


Amendment proposed— 


99? 


“* After the words last inserted, to insert the words ‘ or ascendants. 
(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Amendment made— 
“In line 13, by inserting, after the words last inserted, the words ‘if 


the value of the property for estate duty so passing does not exceed 
£5,000.’ —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Clause, as amended, added. 
Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“Tn page 3, to leave out from line 31 to the end of line 4, in page 4, 
both inclusive.” —(Sir Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach cs saa ox ae = re 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Amendment proposed— 


“In page 5, line 37, to leave out from the beginning of Clause 12 to the word 
‘interest,’ in line 41, inclusive.”—(Mr. Gedge.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Bill.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir M. Hicks-Beach ... 967 Mr. Gibson Bowles ies ... 968 
Capt. Pretyman (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge)... ... 968 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill to be read a third time To-morrow. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Second Reading—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Wr. Ure.) 


Question proposed, “That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 


Sir Charles Cameron ait Mr. Thomas Shaw ape 
gow, Bridgeton) .. 978 gran - . 995 
Mr, Gordon (Elgin, . y Nuirn) 983 Mr. Crombie (Kincardineshire) . -» 999 
Mr, Birrell (Fifeshire, E.)... 985 Mr. WV “ylie (Dumbartonshire) ... 1002 
Mr, Elliot (Durham) > 967 Mr. Carvell Williams (Notting- 
The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. hamshire, Mansfield) ... ... 1003 
Graham Murray, Buteshire) 990 


Question put. 

The House divided :—Ayes, 125 ; Noes, 83. (Division List No 93.) 

Main Question put, and agreed to, 

Bill read a second time. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(7he Lord Advocate.) 

DISCUSSION : 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, NE.) 1008 
Mid) ee ... LO05 Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) ... 1008 
The First Lord of the Treasur y 
(Mr. A. J. a caael 
chester, E.) ‘ ..» 1007 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 100; Noes, 65. (Division List No. 94). 


Bill committed to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 
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Lunacy Board (Scotland) (Salaries, etc.) Bill—(Second Reading)—Order 


for Second Reading read. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read 
a second time.”—(The Lord Advocate.) 

Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘upon this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Weir (Ross and Cromarty) 1019 Mr. Parker Smith (Lanarkshire, 


Sir J. Stirling Mazwell Partick) : 
(Glasgow, College) ... 1020 Mr. Buchanan (2 Aberdee nshire, BE.) 
Sir T. Gibson - Carmichael Col. Denny (Kilmarnock Bur ghs) 


(Edinburgh, Midlothian) 1021 Capt. Sinclair (Forfarshire) 
Mr. Renshaw (Renfrew) ... 1023 Mr. A, Graham Murray 
Mr. Thomas Shaw (Hawick 

Burghs) aia ... 1024 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Main question put, and agreed to; Bill read a second time, and com- 
mitted for Monday next. 
Army Annual Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘may,’ to insert the words ‘on the 
recommendation of the man’s commanding officer.’”—(Mr. Warner.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words be there inserted.” 
The Under-Secretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) ... 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr, Kearley (Devonport) 
Mid)... es ... 1034 
Clause agreed to. 
Schedule. 
Mr JV cir (Ross and Cromarty) 1035 Mr: Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Mr. Wyndham... ... 1036 Stepney) sis 


Schedule agreed to. 
Bill reported without Amendment. 


Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read the third time.”—(The Lord 
Advocate 9 


Mr, Caldwell Shs ... 1036 Mr. — orien Chester- 
Mr. Wyndham Bs. ... 1037 field) .. : 


Question put and agreed to; Bill read the third time and passed. 
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Palatine Court of Durham Bill [1.1.]—(Second Reading)—Order for 
Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be read a second 
time.” — (The Attorney General.) 


Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, . Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 1039 
Lichfield) i ... 1038 


Debate adjourned till Thursday. 


Police Reservists (Allowances) Bill—Considered in Committee. 
[Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) in the Chair.] 


Amendment proposed— 
“Tn page 2, line 4, to leave out Sub-section (2).”—(J/r. Bill.) 
Question proposed, “ That Sub-section (2) stand part of the clause.” 


The Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) “<  - 1041 
Amendment proposed— 


“In page 2, line 8, to leave out the words ‘if he returns to’ in order to 
insert the words ‘in the event of his reinstatement in.’”—(Mr. Parker- Smith.) 


Question proposed, “That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the clause.” 


Mr. Jesse Collings sais ev a sa rr én ... 1042 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill reported, as amended, to be considered on Thursday. 


Electoral Disabilities (Military Service) Bill—As amended, considered. 
Amendments made. 


Another Amendment proposed—- 


‘*In page I, line 24, after the word ‘of, to insert the words ‘or arising 
out of?” —(Wr. Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, ‘ That those words he there inserted.” 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Bill read the third time, and passed bee — _ ons ... 1043 
Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill—{Seconp Rrapinc|—Order for Second 
Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “ That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” 
Mr, Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) ve sa es Ee ..« 1043 
It being Midnight, the Debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 
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SUPPLY [30TH Marcn]—Resolutions reported :— 
Civi_ SERVICE Estimates, 1900-1901. Ctass I. 


. “That a sum, not exceeding £29,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
sneihiie the sum necessary to defr ay the ch targe Which will come in course 
of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 1901, for 
expenditure in respect of Royal Palaces and Marlborough House.” 


2. “That a sum, not exceeding £73,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the charge which will come in 
course of payment during the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Royal Parks and Pleasure Gardens.” Resolutions agreed to. 


Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill—Con- 


sidered in Committee, and reported, without Amendment; read the 
third time and passed 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Considered in Committee, and 
reported ; as amended, to be considered to-morrow 


Town Councils (Scotland) Bill—Read a second time, and committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, &e. ° 


BoiLers’ REGISTRATION AND INSPECTION—The Select Committee was nomi- 
nated of—Sir William Arrol, Mr. Crombie, Mr. Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, 
Sir Fortescue Flannery, Mr. Galloway, Sir Edward Gourley, Mr. Hazell, 
Mr. Heath, Sir Alfred Hickman, Sir William Houldsworth, Mr. M ‘Ghee, 
Mr. Penn, Colonel Pilkington, and Mr, Renshaw, -—(Sir William Walrond) 


NEW BILL. 


ExEcuTORS (SCOTLAND)—Bill to amend the Law of Executors in Scotland, 
Ordered to be brought in by Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr, Renshaw, Mr. Ure, 
Mr. Orr-Ewing, Mr. Caldwell, and Mr, Dewar 


Executors (Scotland) Bill—‘“ To amend the Law of Executors in Scotland. 
Presented accordingly, and read the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 27th April, and to be printed. [Bill 166] 
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House adjourned at ten minutes after Twelve of the clock. 


LORDS: TUESDAY, 3rp APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with : South iport Extension and Tramways; Stockport 
Corporation Tramways; Hartlepool Gas and Water; City and South 
London Railway. The same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Dorking Water Bill [1.1. 1s. Reported from the Select Committee with 
Amendments we és bes es es 


. 1045 
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Ail 3.) Page 
Manchester Ship Canal Bill [1.L.]|—The Queen’s consent (in right of her 
Duchy of Lancaster) signified ; and Bill reported from the Select Com- 
mittee with Amendments Fr . 1045 
Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [H.L.]—Reported with Amendments . 1045 
Birmingham (King Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [1.1.|; Birmingham 
University Bill |H.L.]—Reported with Amendments , 4 ..» 1045 
North-Eastern Railway Bill [u.L.]; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
il] [HLL ]—The order made on the 8th of March last appointing certain 
Lords the Select Committee to consider the Bills, discharged 1045 
Kingston-upon- Thames Corporation Bill [1.t.]; Falkirk and District 
Water Bill [H.L. ; Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill [H.1.]; 
Imschenetzky’s Tralite Patent Bill [H.L. | Read the third time, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons “as at “ S .-. 1045 
North Warwickshire Water Bill—Brought from the Commons; read first 
time ; and referred to the Examiners na : Sas .-- 1046 
Education Board Provisional Orders Confirmation (Brighton and 
Preston United District, etc.) Bill [n.L.}|—A Bill to contirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Education Department under the 
Elementary Edueation Acts, 1870 to 1899, to enable the school boards for 
Brighton and Preston United District, Liverpool, Plymouth, Salford, and 
Willesden to put in force the Lands Clauses Acts—Was presented by the 
Lord Privy Seal (V, Cross) for the Lord President (D. Devonshire) ; read 
first time ; to be printed, and referred to the Examiners. (No. 47) 1046 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SoutH ArricA—Telegrams from Field-Marshal Lord Roberts to the Secretary 
of State for War reporting :—1. A telegram addressed by him to the 
State Presidents of the Orange Free State and South African Republic 
in reference to the abuse of the white flag; and 2. The reply of the 
President of the Orange Free State... 1046 
INDUSTRIAL AssociATions—Directory of Industrial Associations in the 
United Kingdom, including employers’ associations, trade unions, boards 
of conciliation and arbitration, and workmen’s co-operative socicties 1046 
LABouUR STATISTICS—Sixth Annual Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 
United Kingdom, 1898-99 1046 
DISEASES OF ANIMALS AcT, 1894—Return as regards Ireland for the year 
ended 31st December, 1899—Presented (by command), and ordered to lie 
on the Table 1046 
SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 13th March, 1900, declaring that 
for the due and efficient disch: arge of the duties of the office of Local 
Registrar of Bankruptcy in Belfast, professional or other peculiar qualifi- 
cations not ordinarily to be acquired in the public service are ie 
Laid before the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table 1046 
Army (Annual) .Bill—Brought from the Commons ; read first time ; to be 
printed ; and to be read second time on Thursday next—(The Marquess 
of Lansdow ne). (No. 4 3) 1047 
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Coal Mines (Prohibition of Child Labour Underground) Bill (No. 44) ; 


Electoral Disabilities (Military Service) Bill. (No. 45)—Brought from 
the Commons ; read first time ; and to be printed ... ee Pi : 


Copyright Bill [n.i.]; and Copyright Artistic Bill [H.L.]—The evidence 


taken before the Select Committee to be printed for the use of the 


Members of this House ; but no copies thereof to be delivered, except to 


members of the Committee, until further order. (No. 46.) 


PARIS EXHIBITION—SUNDAY OPENING. 


Lord Kinnaird — ... ve SORT The Prime Minister and Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs 


(Lhe Marquess of Salisbury) ... 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 





COMMONS: TUESDAY, 3rp APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING OrDER 62 COMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First Reading 


thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely :—South- 
port and Lytham Tramroad Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time 


Private Britis [Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
Compiiep Wirn)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and 
which are applicable thereto, have been complied with, namely :— 
Lincoln Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bill be 


read a second time 


Brighton Corporation Bill (Quacen’s Consent Signified)—Read the third 
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. 1047 


1048 


. 1049 


1049 


time, and passed . 1049 
Market Weighton premage and setieaneus asstinaueas the third time, 

and passed. [New Title] .. 1049 
Hoylake and West Kirby lea Bill—As amended, con- 

sidered ; to be read the third time 1049 
Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill (by Order)—As amended, 

considered ; an Amendment made ; Bill to be read the third time .. 1049 
Bray Urnsan Districr Councit (EXTENSION OF TiME)—Petition for Bill ; 

referred to the Select Committee on Standing Orders . 1050 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill; Electric Lighting 
Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill ; Local Government (Ireland) Provisional 
Orders (No. 2) Bill; Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 1) Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed . _— ee wt re 


. 1050 
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STANDING OrDERS—Resolutions reported from the Committee :—1. “ That, 
in the case of the Portland Urban District Gas Petition, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :—That the parties be permitted to 
proceed with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Halifax Corporation Bill, Petition of the 
‘Elland-cum-Greetland Gas Company’ for dispensing with Standing Order 
129 in the case of their Petition against the Bill, the said Standing Order 
ought to be dispensed with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Metropolitan District Railway Bill, 
Petition for additional Provision, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with:—-That the parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision, if the Committee on the Bill think fit.” Resolutions 
agreed to 


Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Bill—Reported, with amendments ; 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed Wes 5 


PrivaTE Bitts (Group F)—Mr. ScHwANN reported from the Committee on 
Group F of Private Bills, that the parties opposing the Devonport 
Corporation Bill had stated that the evidence of Robert Vigers, of 
4, Fredericks Place, Old Jewry, E.C., was essential to their case; and, it 
having been proved that his attendance could not be procured without the 
intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move that the said 
Robert Vigers do attend the said Committee To-morrow, at Twelve of the 
clock. Ordered, That Robert Vigers do attend the Committee on 
Group F of Private Bills To-morrow, at Twelve of the clock 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Linlithgow ; Newburgh ; Glasgow ; and Perth ; to lie upon the Table 


ELEMENTARY EpucaTion (NEw CoprE)—Petition from Leicester, against adop- 
tion ; to lie upon the Table ’ ; “ 


GrounD Rents (Taxation By Loca AvTHORITIES)—Petition from Acton, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table - 


Licensed Premises (Hours of Sale) (Scotland) Bill—Petition of Free 
Church of Scotland Temperance Committee, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Norwich and Charlton Kings ; to lie upon the Table So we 


LONDON GOVERNMENT Act, 1899 (BorovuGH oF HAMMERSMITH Drart 
ORDER IN CouNCIL)—Petition from Hammersmith, against adoption ; to 
lie upon the Table Ma a a tn 


Lunacy Bill—Petition of the National Poor Law Officers’ Association of 
England and Wales, for alteration ; to lie upon the Table... aa 


Money Lending Bill—Petition of the Incorporated Law saeco of the 
United Kingdom, in favour ; to lie upon the ‘Table ; ae 


Public-Houses (Scotland) Later Opening Bill—Petition of the Free 
Church of Scotland Temperance Committee, in favour; to lie upon the 


Table 
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Railways (Prevention of — Bill- -Petition from Keighley, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table : vs 


Sea Fisheries Regulation (Scotland) Act (1895) > cl nil 


Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill—Petition from Haddenham, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ‘ ae 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Radcliffe ; Brampton ; Bolton; Reading; Bedford ; Chorlton-cum-Hardy ; 
York ; Portsmouth ; Wandsworth ; Sunderland (tw enty-three) ; W olsing- 
ham ; Hartlepool ; and Walton-le-Dale ; to lie upon the Table 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Sheftield (eighteen) ; and London ; to lie upon the Table 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Chester-le- 
Street; Bedford; York; Chesterfield; Reading ; Portsmouth ; and 
Radcliffe ; to lie upon the Table . vas <i ose 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 13th March, 
1900, declaring that for the due and efficient disch: urge of the duties of the 
office of Local Registrar of Bankruptcy in Belfast, Professional or other 
peculiar qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public Service 
are requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


TRADE ReEporTS (ANNUAL SeErrES)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2393 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table nei bi me ep a sth -- 


Boarp or TrApE (Labour DEPARTMENT)—Copy presented of Sixth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the United Kingdom 1898-9 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Boarp or TrapDE (LABOUR DEPARTMENT) (DirecToRY OF INDUSTRIAL 
ASSOCIATIONS) —Copy presented, of Directory of Industrial Associations 
in the United Kingdom, including Ezaployers’ Associations, Trade 
Unions, Boards of Conciliation and Arbitration, and Workmen’s Co- 
operative Societies [by Command]; to lie upon the ‘lable... 


CoAL Exports, erc.— Return presented, relative thereto [ordered 6th 
February ; Mr ). A. Thomas|; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 125] sy 0 es ess wh 


POLICE (ScoTL AND) -Copy presented, of Forty-second Annual Report of Her 
Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary for Scotland, being for the year 
ended 31st December, 1899 [hy Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


SUPREME Court of Jupicarure Act (IRELAND), 1877--Copy presented, 
of Order in Council, dated 31st March, 1900, giving effect to a Rule of 
Court [by Act]; to lie upon the Table ; ii 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900-1901) (FINAL Ficurrs)—Copy ordered, “ of 
Statement Showing the Revenue and Expenditure for 1899- 1900, and 
the Estimated E xpenditure for 1900-1901.”-—(Mr, Hanbury.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 124] 
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ITINERANT PREACHERS AT BourNEA—Questions, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, 
Mid) and Mr. William Abraham (Cork County, N.E.) ; Answers, The 
Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) ... ... 1070 


COMPENSATION TO A Kerry PoLice SERGEANT—Questions, Mr. Flavin, 
Mr. William Johnson (Belfast, S.), Capt. Donelan (Cork, is and 


Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson ae LOP 
LAND COMMISSION- SITTINGS AT CAHIRCIVEEN—TRINITY COLLEGE (DUBLIN) 

PropERTY—Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson a sax OFS 
ARDSTRAW ASSISTANT ScHooL TEACHER—Question, Sergeant Hemphill 

(Tyrone, N.); Answer, Mr. Atkinson 456 sis a a ..- 1073 
LAND PURCHASES IN County CorkK—Question, Mr. Maurice Healy (Cork) 

Answer, Mr. Atkinson 7 a soe ae oP ir +. LOG 
Roap MAINTENANCE IN IRELAND—Question, Capt. Donelan; Answer, 

Mr. Atkinson ... ae es as oy ide at a is 1005 
IRELAND AND WORKMEN’s COMPENSATION—CASE OF JAMES CARROLL— 

Questions, Mr. Austin nn and Mr. John Redmond (W sei 

Answers, Mr. Atkinson ae : ae ad bid ae 1075 
IrisH INEBRIATES ACT—ENNIS PRISON—Question, Mr. Field (Dublin, 

St. Patrick); Answer, Mr. Atkinson “a 28s ve we ... 1076 


Irish EDUCATION BiLtLs—Question, Mr. John Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 1076 





CHAIRMEN OF IRISH COUNCILS AND THE COMMISSION OF THE PEACE— 
Question, Mr. Flavin ; Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour ... ee ss + 1006 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 
Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) Bill—Reported, from the 


Standing Committee on Law, ete., with Amendments and an Amended 
Title: changed to Merchant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners aud others) 
sill. Report to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 126.] 
Minutes of the Proceedings of the Standing Committee to be printed. 
[No. 126.] Bill, as amended (in the Standing Committee), to be taken 
into consideration upon ‘Tuesday, 5th May, and to be printed. {Bill 167] 1077 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES)—Mr. WobDEHOUSE reported from the 
Committee of Selection, that they had discharged the following Members 
from the Standing Committee on Trade (including Agriculture and 
Fishing), Shipping, and Manufactures :—Lord Dalkeith, Colonel Kenyon- 
Slaney, Mr. Giles, Captain Pretyman, and Mr. J. W. Wilson ; and had 
appointed in substitution: Mr. Baird, Sir Reginald Hanson, Sir Elliott 
Lees, Sir John Colomb, and Sir William Houldsworth. Report to lie 
upon the Table sas a xe a er nee as .. 1077 


MESSAGE FROM THE LoRDS—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “ An Act 
to empower the Urban District Council of Cowes to construct a Pier and 
other works ; to borrow moneys therefor ; and tor other purposes.” Cowes 


Pier Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill iatituled, “ An Act to confer further powers upon the 
Southampton Harbour Board; and for other purposes ; Southampton 
Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
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Also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act for incorporating and eonferring powers 
on the Great Berkhampstead Waterworks Company.” Great Berkhamp- 
stead Water Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to alter the capital of the New Russia 
Company, Limited ; and for other purposes.” New Russia Company Bill 


[Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “An Act for authorising the Army and Navy 
Investment Trust Company, Limited, to prepare and carry into effect a 
scheme or schemes of arrangement with its stockholders, or with the 
holders of either class of stock, and to reduce its capital ; and for other 
purposes.” Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to Authorise the Barry Railway Com- 
pany to provide and work steam vessels, and to subscribe to the fands of 
any steamship company; and for other purposes.” Barry Railway 
(Steam Vessels) Bill | Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to cotivert the capital of the Cleethorpes 
Gas Company ; to raise additional capital; to construct works ; and for 
other purposes.” Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]. 


And also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to empower the District Lunacy 
Board for the Edinburgh Lunacy District to construct railways, water- 
works, sewerage, and other works in the county of Linlithgow ; to acquire 
lands for the protection of their water supply ; and for other purposes.” 
Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill [Lords] 


Cowes Pier Bill [Lords]; Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords] ; Great 
Berkhampstead Water Bill [Lords]; New Russia Company Bill [Lords] ; 
Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill [Lords]; Barry Railway (Steam 
(Vessels) Bill [Lords]|—Read the first time ; and referred to Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills 


Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]; Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill 
{Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills 


NEW BILLS. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) AcT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3)—Bill to 
amend the Local Government ‘ieee Act, 1894, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Alexander Cross, Sir Charles Cameron, Sir William Priestley, 
Sir William Arrol, Dr. Farquharson, and Mr. Nicol. 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment (No. 3) Bill—“ To 
amend the Local Government (Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and 
to be printed. [Bill 168] 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (ScoTLAND)—Bill to amend the law relating to the 
tenancy of Smaller Dwellings in Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Alexander Cross, Sir John Stirling- Maxwell, Sir William Arrol, 
Colonel Denny, Mr. John Wilson (Govan), Mr. Faithfull Begg, and Mr. 
T. P. O’Connor. 


Smaller Dwellings (Scotland) Bill—‘To amend the law relating to the 
tenancy of Smaller Dwellings in Scotland,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon W ednesday, 2nd May, and to be 


printed. [Bill 169} ~ ass se ss ses 7” 
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TEMPERANCE REFORM, THREEFOLD Option (SCOTLAND)—Bill to effect direct 
local control of the Liquor Traffic in Scotland and other Temperance 
Reforms, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. James 
—" Sir Mark Stewart, Sir Walter Thorburn, Mr. Ure, and Mr. 
Yoxall. 


Temperance Reform, Threefold Option (Scotland) Bill—“To effect 
direct local control of the Liquor Traffic in Scotland and other Temperance 
Reforms,” presented, and read the first time; to be read a second time 
upon Wednesday, 16th May, and to be printed. [Bill 170] che a 


THe FAMINE IN INDIA—{Resolution]—Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That, in view of the grievous sufferings which are again afflicting the 
people of India, and the extreme impoverishment of large masses of the 
population, a searching inquiry should be instituted in order to ascertain 
the causes which impair the cultivators’ power to resist the attacks of 
famine and plague; and to suggest the best preventive measures against 
future famines.” —(Sir William Wedderburn.) 





9 


Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire)... ai is ‘is as ... 1084 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of Question, in order to add 
the words ‘this House, while deeply sympathising with its Indian fellow-subjects 
in the sufferings which plague and famine have inflicted upon them, is of opinion 
that it may safely be left to the Government of India to carry out any modifica- 
tion of the land tenure and industrial system which experience may have shown 
to be likely to mitigate the effects of famine and epidemic disease.’ ”—(Sir 
Lewis McIver.) 


Question proposed, “ That the words proposed to be left out stand part 
of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Mancherjee Bhownuggree The Secretary of State for India 
(Bethnal Green, N.E,) ... 1101 (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, 
Mr. Maclean (Cardiff) — ... 1106 Ealing) - aa. an! Se 
Sir Henry Fowler (IVolver- Mr. Joseph Walton (Yorkshire, 
hampton, BE.) ... “a6. <n W.K., Barnsley)... oc 0 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 72; Noes, 155. (Division List No. 95.) 
Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Resolved, That this House, while deeply sympathising with its Indian 
fellow-subjects in the sufferings-which plague and famine have inflicted 
upon them, is of opinion that it may safely be left to the Government of 
India to carry out any modification of the land tenure and industrial 


system which experience may have shown to be likely to mitigate the 
effects of famine and epidemic disease. 


CoLONIES (REPRESENTATION IN THE IMPERIAL PARLIAMENT)—(Resolution). 
Mr. Hedderwick (Wick Burghs) ... ven ” _ ae .- 1131 
Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 


Herbert Robertson, Hackney, S.). House counted, and forty Members 
being found present, 
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Motion made, and Question proposed, “That, in the opinion of this 
House, it is desirable, in the interests of the Empire, that the colonies 
should be admitted to some direct representation in the Imperial Parlia- 

ment.” —( Mr. Hedderwick.) 

DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Trevelyan (Yorkshire, 
WR, Elland) ... 


The Secretary of State for the 
Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, 
Pag: ame W. 4 
. Hedderwick.. 


1141 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION ({RELAND)—(Resolution). 


Serjeant Te mphall ( Tyrone, 8 oe 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present. 
House counted, and forty Members being found present, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the present system of 
Private Bill Legislation for Ireland constitutes a serious grievance to the 
interests of suitors from that country, and requires alteration, with a view 
to economising the time of Parliament, preventing delay, and reducing 
the heavy costs and charges attending the promotion of private Bills at 
present, and that legislation with this view is urgently required.” 


(Mr. Se rjeant He inph ill.) 


DISCUSSION :- 

Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mr. Banbury (Camberwell, Peck- 
Rage ens os AOD ham) ine 

James Haslett (Belfast, Mr. J. H. M. Campbell (Dublin, 

"Yy ses AAO St. Stephen’s Green) 


) oe 
Mr. Field (Dublin, St. Pat- Mr. David Maclver (Liverpool, 


1144 
1152 


1166 
1168 


1170 


Sie ..» 1163 
Albert Rollit (Islington, 


Kirkdale) ... 
The Attorney General for Ireland 


as 5 ae « ADS" (Mr. Athinson, Londonderry, 
Mr. T. P. O'Connor (Liver- NV.) aN 
pool, Scotland) 1165 


Question put, and agreed to. 


-[SeconD Reapinc |—Order for Second Reading read. 


County Courts Bill 


Motion made and question proposed, ‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Monk.) 


Mr. Warr ( Liverpool, EKust 
Toxteth ... bie w. 1175 


Mr. Monk: (Gloucester) ... 
Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.) 


It being midnight, the debate stood adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed on Tuesday, Ist May. 

East INpiA (RAILWAYS AND IRRIGATION WorkKs)—Address for ‘‘ Return show- 
ing the estimated position as regards Capital Expenditure of the several 
Railway sand Irrigation Works under construction in India on the 31st day 
of March, 1900, “and the proposed Expenditure thereon during 1900- 
1901.” (Mr. Price. ) 


1175 
1176 


Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve of the clock. 
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COMMONS: WEDNESDAY, 4TH APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


Higham Ferrers Water Bill sh ita dicen a second time, and 
committed... es ~ Sai sis, SRE 


PoRTLAND URBAN District GAs—Report [3rd April] from the Select Com- 
mittee on Standing Orders read. Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
srymer, Colonel W illiams, and Mr. Strachey oP i is ona a aae 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Deer ; and Forres ; to lie upon the Table... t wr aa <a ORS 


ELEMENTARY Epucation (NEW Cope)—Petition of the School Board for 
London, for alteration, and for inquiry by aSelect Committee ; to lie upon 
the Table a aes it Sc ei sia sha ia nae DAE 


Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill—-Petitions in favour, 


from St. Pancras ; and Guildford ; to lie upon the Table ... oa ere es | 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill— Petitions in favour, from 
Hull; Southampton ; Seer Green; Sheffield; Cheetham Hill; Radford ; 
Ratcliff; Nottingham ; and Sabden ; to lie upon the Table iat sic SEE 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Sheffield (sixteen) ; and Temperance Committee of the Free Church 
of Scotland ; to lie upon the Table ... ss - ‘o sas san EOS 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (Scotland) Bill—Petition from 
meni in favour ; to lie upon the Table as : ap Sie 
School Board Elections é«— Bill—Petition from St. Pancras, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table ... : i 55) Saae 
Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Gunnislake: Ratcliff; Nottingham ; and Temperance Committee of the 
Free Church of Scotland ; to lie upon the Table ... si wes 36) PERS 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
Sournh ArricaAN Wak—Copy presented, of Telegrams from Field Marshal 
Lord Roberts to the Secretary of State for War, reporting (1) a telegram 
addressed by him to State Presidents of on Orange Free State and 
South African Republic in reference to the abuse of the White Flag, and 
(2) the Reply of the President of the Orange Free State [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table .. an ee ne ‘03 a3 ass o> EE 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND W a. /Opy presented, of Judicial 
Statistics for England and Wales for 1897, Part I. ee [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table as ils . 1178 
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Evectric LicutinG PRovIsIONAL OrDERS—Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals contained in the Provisional Orders 
included in the Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill.” —(Jr. 
hitchie.) 
Ie te presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
No. 127.] ae ion as 


Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Amendment Bill—Order for 
Second Reading read. Mr. SPEAKER called the attention of the House to 
the fact that the provisions of the Bill were identical with those of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension Bill which had been read 
a second time on 21st March last. 

Whereupon the Order was discharged, and the Bill withdrawn... 


Tenants in Towns Improvement (Ireland) Bill—{Srconp Reapine|— 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr. Mucaleese.) 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’”—(Mr. Smith-Barry.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. J. H. M. Camptell Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 
(Dublin, St. — E.) ‘ 
Green) ... 1207 Mr. Broadhurst (Leicester) 

Mr. Seale - Hayne (Devon- The Attorney General for ireland 
shire, Ashburton) .. 1218 (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 

Mr, Vicary Gibbs (Hertford- as ies in = 
shire, St. Albans) ... 1219 Serjeant Hemphill (T'yrone, N.)... 


Question put. 

The House divided—Ayes, 100; Noes, 188. (Division List No. 96.) 
Words added. 

Main Question, as amended, put, and agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—As amended, considered ; read the 
third time, and passed - a - is én iis 


Public Petitions Committee—Third a: viiagsitl ~ and read ; to lie 
upon the Tabie, and to be printed 


Lee Conservancy Bill. a with Amendments ; — to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed .. ai gst ee : - 


Universal Life Assurance Society Bill tis eau with Amend- 
ments ; Report to lie upon the Table eee 


London and South-Western Railway Bill; St. David's Railway (Addi- 
uvnal Powers) Bill ; Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill ; 
Hastings Harbour Bill Reported, with Amendments ; : = ts to he upon 

the Table, and to be printed .. + . ats as pe 


Page 


. 1178 


. 1178 


. 1231 


. 1231 


. 1231 
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Maidenhead Gas og olen at with Amendments ; ee to lie - 

the Table, and to be printed .. ds eis ‘ . 1232 
BUSINESS OF THE House—On the Motion for Adjournment—The First Lord 

of the Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) f an ... 1232 


Adjourned at a quarter before Six of the clock. 


LORDS : THURSDAY, 5ru APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lord CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further spate ig Orders applicable to the following Bills 
have been complied with :—Ossett Corporation Gas, Wetherby District 
Water, Wakefield Cor cages Market. ‘The same were ordered to lie on 
the Table aoe me fs eae as ... 1233 


LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK—Petition of the London and San 
Francisco Bank, Limited, under the common seal, praying for leave to 
introduce a Bill to reduce the capital and extend the powers of the 
London and San Francisco Bank, Limited, and for other purposes ; 
together with a copy of the proposed Bill annexed thereto; read, and 
referred to the E xaminers... we we eh es at vse LZSS 


Rugeley Gas Bill—Reported with Amendments of aoe a ... 1233 


Glyncorrwg Urban District Council Gas Bill [1.L.]; Fishguard Water 
and Gas Bill [u.L.]—Reported with Amendments ... bc me saa, QBS 


Sunderland Corporation Bill [H.1.|—-Report from the Select Committee, 
That the promoters do not intend to proceed further with the Bill: 


Ordered that the Bill be not further proceeded with ss Bis ae LZSS 
Grantham Gas Bill; Redhill Gas Bill—Read 2¢, and committed — ... cas Lead 
Hamilton Burgh Bill—Lead 2%, and committed; the Committee to be 

proposed by the Committee of Selection — ... Bs ais wit icc EZSS 


East Stirlingshire Water Bill [11.1.]; Newport Corporation Bill (1.1. ] 


Read 3¢; Amendments made ; Bills passed, and sent to the Commons ... 1234 


Paignton Urban District Water Bill [1.1.|; London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Bill [#.L.]; Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Urban 
District Gas Bill (1H. L.]; Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill 
[1.1]; Great Southern and Western Railw: iy Bill [11.1.|—Read 34, and 
passed, and sent to the Commons... sa ae wh bas . L254 


Colonial Bank Bill—ead 5”, and passed —... ‘es es ee ... 1254 
Brighton Corporation Bill; Market Weighton Drainage and Navigation 


Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1“; and referred to the 
Examiners 
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North-Eastern Railway Bill [1.u.]; North-Eastern Railway (Steam 
Vessels) Bill [H.L.]; Morley Corporation Bill [1.1.]; Preston Corporation 
Bill [1.1.}; Great Grimsby Street Tramways Bill [H.L.]; Rotherham B 
Corporation Bill [4.1.]; Sheffield Corporation Bill [n.1.]; Rawmarsh | 
Urban District Council (Tramways) Dill [1.t.}—Report from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That the following Lords he proposed to the House to 
form the Select Committee for the consideration of the said Bills, namely : 
E. Jersey (chairman), KE. Yarborough, L. Lawrence, L. Northbourne ; L. 
Ludlow ; agreed to; and the said Lords appointed accordingly : ‘The 
Committee to meet on Wednesday the 2nd of May next, at Eleven A 
o'clock ; and all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard as 


desired, as also counsel for the Bills... 1234 Bi 
PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL OrbDERS CONFIRMATION BrLtts—Ordered, That 
Standing Orders Nos. 92 and 93 be suspended; and that the time for 
depositing petitions praying to be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills which would otherwise expire during the ad- 
journment of the House at Easter, be extended to the first day on which 
1235 


the House shall sit after the recess 
RETURNS, REPORTS, de, 


POLICE (SCOTLAND)—Forty-second Annual Report of Her Majesty’s Inspector 


of Constabulary for Scotland, for the year ended 31st December, 1899 ... 1235 
. : : a : ‘ PR 
AUSTRALIA—Papers relating to the Federation of the Australian Colonies 1235 
JamMAicA—Further Correspondence relating to the Finances and Government 
of the Island of Jamaica (in continuation of [c. 9412] and [c, 9415] July, 
1899) _... o a ae my ee is aa - s+» LZoo 
TRADE Reeorts (ANNUAL Serres)—No. 2394. United States (Charlestown Pr 
and District). No, 2395. Chile (Coquimbo) .. 1335 . 
JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND AND WALEs)—Part L Criminal Statistics : 
Statistics relating to criminal proceedings, police, coroners, prisons, re 
formatory and industrial schools, and criminal lunatizs, for the year 1898. 
Presented (by Command), and ordered to lie on the Table... 1235 
y ‘ ’ e : - * . Ip 
UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) AcT, 1889 —- Abstract of Aceounts for the University Pri 
of St. Andrews for the year ended 30th September, 1899, being the 
annual report on the state of the finances of the University under the 
provisions of the Act ... 1235 
TECHNICAL INstreeCTION AcT, 1889-—-Minutes of Committee of Council on 
Education, sanctioning the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of the 
Act for—1l. County of Buckingham (8th minute). 2. District of | 
Beckenham 1235 Gre 
SupreME Court or Jupicature Acr (IRELAND) (RutES)—Order in Council, 
dated 30th March, 1900, giving effect to a rule of court. Laid before the Res 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table rae soe L236 


PETITION. Cer 


EpucaTion (ReEvisep Cope, 1900)—Petition for amendment of, of the London 
School Board : read. and ordered to lie on the Table vies és vs 4336 
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British Museum Bill [u.L.|—A Bill to authorise the trustees of the British 
Museum to deposit copies of local newspapers with local authorities, and 
to dispose of valueless printed matter—Was presented by the Viscount 
Peel ; read 1*; to be printed ; and to be read 24 on the second day after 
the Easter Recess. (No. 48.) 


Ancient Monuments Protection Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 
1”; and to be printed. (No. 49.) z eG - fir 5s 


SUSINESS OF THE House—TuHe Easter Recress—Question, The Earl of 
Kimberley ; Answer, the Prime Minister and Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs (The Marquess of Salisbury) ‘ een Pe 


House adjourned at twenty-five minutes before Five of the clock. 


COMMONS: THURSDAY, 5rn APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PrivATE BILLS (STANDING OrpDER 62 CoMPLIED WiTH)—MR. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 62 has been complied with, namely : 
Metropolitan District Railway Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING OrpER 63 ComPLIED WirH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid 
upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, That, in the case of the following Bill, referred on the First 
Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 63 has been complied with, namely : 
City of London Electric Lighting Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read a 
second time sep , is 


PRIVATE BILLS { Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WITH)—MRr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, namely: Church’s Patent 
sill [Lords}. Ordered, That the Bill be read a second time 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill -(ucei's consent signified; read 
the third time, and passed a eas - set aes 
Reading Corporation (Tramways) Bill; Southport Water Bill—Read the 
third time, and passed n Se me wits aa ae ast 
Central London Railway Bill— Ordered, That, in the case of the Central 


London Railway Bill, Standing Orders 204 and 235 be suspended, and that 
the Bill be now read a second time.—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Bill accordingly read a second time and committed 
fom, 


ciil 


Page 
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1236 
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Portland Urban District Gas Bill—‘‘To empower the Urban District 


Council of Portland to supply gas, and to provide for the transfer of the 
undertaking of the Portland Gas Light and Coke and Coal Company, 
Limited, to the Council, and to make further provision in regard to the 
finance of the said district ; and for other isedpeagdl ” read the first time ; 
to be read a second time 


Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf Urban District Council Bill— 


Resolution of the House of the 19th day of March relative to the Dublin 
Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban District Council Bill, which was 
ordered to be communicated to the Lords, and the Message from the 
Lords of the 23rd day of March signifying their concurrence in the said 
Resolution, read. 


Ordered, That the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban Dis- 
trict Council Bill be committed to a Select Committee of four Members 
nominated by the Committee of Selection to be joined with a Committee 
of four Lords. 


Ordered, That all Petitions in favour of or against the Bills, presented 
five clear days before the meeting of the Committee, be referred to the 
Committee ; that the Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their 
Counsel, or Agents, be heard in favour of or against the Bills, and Counsel 
heard in support of the Bills. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to acquaint their Lordships 
that the Dublin Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban District Council 
Bill have been committed to four Members of this House, to be joined 
with a Committee of four Lords, pursuant to the Resolution of the House 
of the 19th day of March, and to the Message from the Lords of the 23rd 
day of March signifying their concurrence thereto.—(The Chairman of 
Ways and Means.) 


RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMATION (by Order).—Lords Message [30th 


March], “ That it is desirable that the Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill 
| Lords], the Great Southern and Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords], and the Midland 
Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords], be referred to a Joint 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament,” considered. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That this House doth agree 
with the Lords in the said Resolution.”—(The Chairman of Wuys and 
Means.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Page 


. 1238 


Mr. Wolff (Belfast, EB.) ... 1239 
Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kil- 


kenny)... vans ... 1240 
Sir John Colomb (Great 
Yurmouth) iy ... 1241 


The Chairman of Com- 
mittees (Mr. J. W. 


Lowther, Cumberland, 

Penrith) “ 1241 
Mr. Power ( We aterford, 

E.) s% 


Question put and isan to 


Mr. William Redmond (Clare, 

E.) ete i ea ae 
The Attorney General for Ireland 

(Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 

N.) vos, MOM 
Mr. Molloy (King’s County, Birr) 1248 
Mr. William Johnston — 


8.) . 1249 
Mr. Blake (Longford, s. ) 1249 
Mr, Carson (Dublin Ui /niversity 1250 
Mr. Wolff on re . 1250 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the Lords to acquaint them with 
this Resolution. 
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Midland Railway ng sapien with Amendments. Reported to lie upon 
the Table, and te be printed .. ; si ... 1250 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—-That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘ An 
Act to confer further powers upon the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of 
the borough of Kingston-upon-Thames; and for other purposes.” 
Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation Bill [Lords]. Also, a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to provide an additional supply of water to the burgh of Falkirk 
and districts and places adjacent, and for the construction and maintenance 
of new and additional works ; to extend the limits of compulsory supply ; 
to confer further powers on the Falkirk and Larbert Water Trustees ; 
and for other purposes.” Falkirk and District Water Bill [Lords]. Also 
a Bill, intituled, ‘An Act to amend the Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868; to 
confer further powers on the Guardians of the Birmingham Proof House ; 
and for other purposes.” Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill 
[Lords]. And, also a Bill intituled, “An Act for rendering valid certain 
Letters Patent granted to Alexander Imschenetzky for an invention for 
manufacture of fireproof and insulating compounds known as Uralite.” 


Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill [Lords] ... sik axe he ... 1250 


Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation Bill [Lords]; Faikirk and District 
Water Bill [Lords]; Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill 
| Lords] ; Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill |Lords|—Read the first 


time ; and referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills .. 1251 
Devonport Corporation Bill—Reported, with Amendments; Report to lie 

upon the Table, and to be printed... ‘ és aps ea we 2 

PETITIONS. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW Copg£)—Petitions for alteration, from Barrow- 

in-Furness, and Brighton and Preston; to lie upon the Table —... ... 1251 
Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation Bill Petitions in favour, 

from Lymington and Hanley, to lie upon the Table — sai o«» L2ZBI 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill Petitions in favour, from 

West Kirby and Mansfield Woodhouse ; to lie upon the Table — ... ... 1251 
Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, 

from Newcastle; Dewsbury; Melbourne; Spennymoor; Binchester ; 

Gunnislake ; South Gasforth: Tudhoe (two); Ferry Hill; Swansea ; 

Kyehope ; and Wishaw ; to lie upon the Table 5 noe fi wus LES 
Shops Bill—Petition from Glasgow in favour; to lie upon the Table sé ID? 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill Petitions in favour, from Mel 
bourne ; Swansea ; Middlesbrough ; and Brotton ; to lie upon the Table... 1252 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AUSTRALIA—Copy presented, of Papers relating to the Federation of the 
Australian Colonies [by Command]; to lie upon the Table v7 .- I 


Jamaica—Copy presented, of Further Correspondence relating to the 
Finances and Government of the Island of Jamaica (in continuation of as 
9412] and [C. 9413] July, 1899) [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table... 1252 
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ExpPLosions (EXPLOSION AT NEW Harzpour Works, DovEr)—Copy pre- 
sented, of Report by Captain M. B. Lloyd, R.A., Her Majesty’s Inspector 
of Explosives, to the Right Honourable the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, on the circumstances attending an Explosion of gun- 


powder on the works of the new Admiralty Harbour at East Cliff, near 
Dover, on the 14th January, 1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 
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bo 
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Lo 


UNIVERSITY OF St. ANDREWS—Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts of 
the Universty for the year ended 30th September, 1899 [by si to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 128.] _ ... iz 3 ... 1252 


TRADE REPoRTS (ANNUAL SERIES)—Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 2394 and 2395 [by Command] ; to 
lie upon the Table... ‘ms ia ve 6 ee ih ... 1252 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION COMMITTEES (WOMEN MeEMBERS)—Return ordered, 
“of the number of Women on the respective Technical Instruction Com- 
mittees of County and County Borough Councils and on Committees 
under Clause VII. of the Directory of the late Department of Science and 
Art.”—(Mr. Jebb.) —... Hts a re sei = a ..» 1253 


TrapE Union Funps—Return ordered, “of the trade union societies or 
branches which have been permitted by the National Debt Commissioners 
to deposit in savings banks without restrictions as to amount.”—(Wr. 


Woods)... eee oe bea i ae si = ie .». 1258 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS SECURITIES—Return ordered “of the amounts 
of British Government Securities held by the several Government Depart- 
ments and other public offices on the 51st day of March, 1900, specifying 
whether held in England or Ireland (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper No. 147, of session 1899) :— 


Other Securities. 


" ' Local | Book 
03 ner 03 ne 40Ci | Gauaran-: as 
ee | eee per £24 per | Loans £3 | Guaran | Debt, 55 
Cent. Cents. < teed Land T3. ee 
Gianant (1905) Cents per Cent. | Gi el and 56 Trea- ‘Annuities’ Loeal 
‘or s ‘ * ° } ’ + e 
j y stock. : Vic. ¢. 26.) sury for terms Loans 
Bills. | of years. Bonds. 

(Mr. Hanbury)... a i 7 EE ex se 3 ... 1258 


QUESTIONS. 


Soutn ArricAN WAr—TREATMENT OF Borer Prisonrrs—(uestions, Mr. 
Labouchere (Northampton), Mr. Patrick O'Brien (Kilkenny), and = Mr. 
John Redmond (Waterforl) ; Answers, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) rae ar ar fog sas ... 1253 


CounT ADALBERT STERNBERG—Questions, Major Rasch (Essex, 8.E.), Mr. 
William Redmond (Clare, E.), and Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; 
Answers, Mr. Wyndham ae = Sits ‘< sal me ... 1254 

30ER THREATS TO SuHoot LoyaL Eneiish BurGHEers—Question, Mr. Gordon 
(Elgin and Nairn); Answer, the Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. 

J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) ... ni rs ne ... 1255 
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City IMPERIAL VOLUNTEERS—CYCLIST Corps EQuIPMENT—Question, Mr. 
Wason-(Clackmannan and Kinross) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham see 


RoyAL ReEsERVE BATTALIONS — StTATIsTICS—Question, Captain Norton 
(Newington, W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham... ‘s ae ‘vt nae 


RoyAL RESERVE BATTALIONS—ELIGIBILITY OF RoyAL MARINES—Question, 
Commander Young (Berkshire, Wokingham) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


RESERVISTS—SeEcTION D—PENstons—Question, Mr. Mackenna (Monmouth- 
shire, N.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... ; 


RESERVISTS’ FAMIniES Pay—Dates oF PAYMENT—Question, Mr. Cameron 
Corbett (Glasgow, Tradeston) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RESERVISTS IN THE METROPOLITAN PoLIcE—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, The Under Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Mr. Jesse Collings, Birmingham, Bordesley) 


War LoaN—IrISH SUBSCRIPTIONS—Question, Mr. Carson (Dublin University) ; 
Answer, the Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir M. Hicks Beach, Bristol, W.) 


MIscoNDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CONTRACTORS—-COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY— 
Question, Major Rasch; Answer, the First Lord of the Treasury (Mr. 
A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) via ss as 





Army Contracts ror CyYCLES—SHANNON CycLE Works, LimiItTeEp— 
Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... 


YEOMANRY O:FICERS—-ALLOWANCE FOR PERMANENT Duties —Question, Mr. 
W. F. D. Smith (Strand, Westminster) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—SPECIAL CAPITATION GRANT—Question, Mr. Yerburgh 
(Chester); Answer, Mr. Wyndham - - ee : ie 


VoLUNTEER CycList COMPANIES—CAPITATION GRANT—Question, Colonel 
Pryce-Jones (Montgomery Boroughs) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


RiFLE RaNGES—MULLINGAR—Question, Mr. Donal Sullivan (Westmeath, 8.) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham ve a 
Army Verertnary Deparrment—Sratus or Orricers—Question. Captain 

Norton; Answer, Mr. Wyndham si ~ ai ie ‘ 


Army MepicAi EXAMINATIONS—PaysicaAL FIrNesS oF COMMANDING 
Orricers —Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


DELAGOA RAILWAY ARBITRATION—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, 
The Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Guildford) 

Sucar Bountrrs—DieLomMatic NEGOTIATIONS—Question, Colonel Milward 
(Warwickshire, Stratford-on-Avon); Answer, Mv. Brodrick 

CuinrsE Biue Booxs—Maps—-Question, Mr. Faithfull Begg (Glasgow, St. 
Rollox) ; Answer, Mr. Brodrick - sits ‘as ans i 


ForEIGN OFFICE INTRODUCTIONS TO TRAVELLING BRITISH SUBJECTS— 
Qnestion, Mr. Faithfull Begg; Answer, Mr. Bredrick 


1256 


1260 


1260 


1260 


1260 


1261 


1261 


1263 











eviii TABLE OFICONTENTS. 
April 5.) 

DeatH Dutigs—New SoutH WALEs LEGISLATION—Question, Mr. Renshaw 
(Renfrewshire, W.) ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach a sis ae 





Trust INVESTMENTS—CANADIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES—Question, Mr. 
Faithfull Begg ; Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach Mee ae 7 


WoRKMEN’S CoMPENSATION ACT—CLAUSE 3—Question, Mr. Woods (Essex, 
Walthamstow) ; Answer, Mr. Jesse Collings 


PRESERVATIVES IN CrEAM—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South 
Molton) ; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) isi 


Foor AND MoutH DiskAsE—ARGENTINE ImporTS PROHIBITED—Question, 
Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., Thirsk) ; Answer, Mr. Long 


WorkKMEN’S TRAINS IN LONDON SuBURBS—Question, Mr. Lough (Islington, 
W.); Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, 
Croydon) a ‘3 Kis asi shes . 


RAILWAY FATALITIES BETWEEN CHARING Cross AND NEW Cross—Question, 
Mr. John Burns (Battersea) ; Answer, Mr. Ritchie 


EXCURSION STEAMERS—Question, Mr. Tritton (Lambeth, Norwood) ; Answer, 
Mr. Ritchie 


BETHNAL GREEN Board or GUARDIANS—GRATUITIES—Question, Sir Man- 
cherjee Bhownaggree (Bethnal Green, N.E.); Answer, The President. of 
the Local Government Board (Mr Chaplin, Lincolnshire, Sleaford} 


RoyAL COMMISSION ON SEWAGE DisposAL—Question, Mr. J. W. Wilson 
(Worcestershire, N.) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Local Government 
Board (Mr. T. W. Russell, Tyrone, 8.) 


VACCINATION OF PUPIL TEACHERS—Question, Mr. Arthur O’Connor (Done- 
gal, E.); Answer, The Vice-President of the Committee of Council on 
Edueation (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) 


TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS—Question, Mr. Charles M‘Arthur (Liverpool, 
Exchange) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, 
Preston - is 


BricHTON TELEGRAPH OFrricE—PROMOTION OF TELEGRAPHISTS-—Question, 
Mr. Loder (Brighton) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury 


CiviL Service Writers’ PENsions—Question, Mr. Austin (Limerick) ; 
Answer, Mr. Hanbury as 

ENNIS Sus-Post Orrice—Question, Mr. William Redmond ; Answer, Mr. 
Hanbury pits 

BoaT COMMUNICATION BETWEEN FoyYNES AND KILRUSH—Question, Mr. 
William Redmond; Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. 
Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


Pauper LUNATICS IN BELFAST—Question, Mr. Wolff (Belfast, E.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Atkinson ... 35 hss — nee Se ae i pds 


BALLYSHANNON Perry SrEssrons—Mr. Mooney, J.P.—Question, Mr. 


William Johnston (Belfast, 8.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson 
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CARNDONAGH LOAN FuND Socrery—RECEIVER’Ss REMUNERATION—Question, 


Mr. T. B. Curran (Donegal, N.) ; Answer, Mr. Atkinson ... 


WoRKMEN’S COMPENSATION AcCT—DUBLIN er Mr. Austin ; 


Answer, Mr. A. J. Balfour. 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SItTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM. THE STANDING ORDER)—Motion 
made and Question put, “ That the proceedings on the Adjourned Debate 
on the Motion for the appointment of a Joint Committee on Municipal 
Trading, if under discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, be not inter- 
rupted under the Standing Order, Sittings of the House.”—(Mr. A. J. 
Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 92. (Division List No. 97.) 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill—|Seconp Reapinc}. 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘‘ That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(Mr. Secretary hitchie.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr. Tennant (Berwickshire) 1277 Mr. Renshaw (Renfrewshire, W.)... 

Mr. Lyttleton (Warwick: Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) 3 
andl Leamington) ..- 1280 The President of the Board of 

Sir J. IW. Pease (Durham, Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 
Barnard Castle) »« 1283 Mr. Channing eeiectinaniti 

Mr. Tomlinson (Preston) .... 1286 E.\ 

Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, Mr. Purvis (Peterborough) 
Brightside)... ... 1289 Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hampstead) . 

Sir Fortescue Flannery Mr John Burns (Buttersea) 
(Yorkshire, Shipley) ... 1294 Mr. Gray (West Ham, N.) 


Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 
Caldwell, Lanark, Mid). House counted, and forty Members being 
found present, 


Mr. Gray ... -» 1327 Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, 8.) ... 
Mr. Schwann (Manchester, N.) 1331 Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, 
‘ol. Blundell (Lancashire, 2 ee sei a m 

Ince). ... 1333 Mr. Patrick O Brien (Kilkennu) 
Mr. Kimber (Ui “undswor th)... 1334 Mr. Colville (Lanarkshire, NE.) 
Mr. Butcher (Yorl:) ... 1336 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Billread a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 
Trade, ete. 


MunicipaL TRADING—Order read for resuming Adjourned Debate on Question 
{29th March], ‘ That a Select Committee of Five Members of this House 
be appointed to join with a Committee of the Lords to consider ana report 
as to the principles which should govern powers given by Bills and Pro- 
visional Orders to municipal and other local authorities for industrial 
enterprise within or without the area of their jurisdiction.”—(Mr. 
Anstruther.) 


Question again proposed. Debate resumed. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, Sir Blundell Maple (Camberwell, 
S.) ... 1343 Dulwich) ad is 
Sir Samuel Hoare (Norwich) 1353 Mr. Hobhouse (Somer. setshire, E. ) 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- Mr. Goddard (Ipswich) ... 
lets, Stepney)... ..» 1358 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*In line two, after the word ‘be’ to insert the words ‘ nominated by the 
Committee of Selection.’ ”—(Lord Balcarres.) 


Question, ‘That those words be there inserted,” put and agreed to. 
Main Question, as amended, proposed. 


Mr. Cohen (Islington, E.)... 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman (Stirling Burghs) 


Question put. 
The House divided ;—Ayes, 141 ; Noes, 67. (Division List No. 98.) 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of five Members of this House, to be 
nominated by the Committee of Selection, be appointcd to join with a 
Committee of the Lords to consider and report as to the principles which 
should govern powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal 
and other local authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the 
area of their jurisdiction. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the Lords to acquaint their Lord- 
ships that this House hath appointed a Committee of five Members to 
consider and report as to the principles which should govern powers given 
by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal and other local authorities 
for industrial enterprise within or without the area of their jurisdiction ; 
and to request that their Lordships will be pleased to appoint an equal 
number of Lords to be joined with the Members of this House. 


(Mr. Anstruther.) 


Police Reservists (Allowances) Bill—As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time to-morrow 


Beer Retailers’ and Spirit Grocers’ Licences coal -™ 2) Bill— 
Read a second time, and committed for to-morrow 


LoNDON GOVERNMENT (BoRoUGH OF HAMMERSMITH ORDER IN COUNCIL)— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty to withhold Her Assent 
to the Draft Order in Council of the 13th day of March, 1900, for the 
establishment of the Metropolitan Borough of Hammersmith, the incor- 
poration thereof, and for other purposes connected therewith, unless 
Amendments are made therein (1) to omit so much of sub-paragraphs (a) 
and (c) of Clause 3 as relates to the Nos. 2, 3, and 5 on the map described 
in the Draft Order, so as to exclude that portion of the parish of St. Mary 
Abbotts, Kensington, as is coloured red on the said map, and to retain in 

° the new Borough of Hammersmith all now belonging to the said borough, 

except the portion to be transferred to carry out the boundary mutually 

agreed upon by the Vestries of the Parishes of Hammersmith and 

St. Mary Abbotts, Kensington ; and (2) to substitute the words ‘Town 

Clerk of the Borough ’ for the words ‘Clerk of the County Council’ 

throughout Clause 3, Sub-section (4).”—(General Goldsworthy.) 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Sir Albert Rollit (Islington, The President of the Local Govern- 
S.) .. 1377 ment Board (Mr. Chaplin, 
Mr. Sharpe (Kensington, N) 1378 Lines., Sleaford) Eve ... 1378 


Earl Percy (Kensington, 8.) 1378 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT (BoROUGH OF ISLINGTON ORDER IN COUNCIL)— 
Motion made, and Question proposed, “That an humble Address be 
presented to Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty to withhold Her Assent 
to the Draft Order in Council of the 13th day of March, 1900, for the 
establishment of the Metropolitan Borough of Islington, the incorporation 
thereof, and for other purposes connected therewith, unless amendments 
are made therein (1) to substitute the words ‘Town Clerk of the Borough ’ 
for the words ‘Clerk of the County Council’ throughout Clause 3, Sub- 
section (4), and to substitute the word ‘Borough’ for ‘County’ in the 
last line of such sub-section ; (2) to enlarge the scale of the maps referred 
to in the Draft Note, or to attach an itinerary to such maps, so that the 
dotted line indicating the boundary may enable it to be ascertained by 
measurement or description on which side of the boundary sewers, gas 
mains, water mains, electrie mains, and the like are situated, and to 
facilitate many other purposes connected with local government.”—(Sir 
Albert Rollit.) 

Mr. Chaplin ie ... 1380 Mr. Cohen ... ane sae, SSO 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


House adjourned at five minutes before One of the clock. 


LORDS: FRIDAY, 6TH APRIL, 1900. 
APPEAL CoMMITTrEE—First Report from ; read and agreed to ... ‘is ... 1381 
Sat First—The Lord Mendip dé vient n) sat first in Parliament after the 
death of his kinsman ... ‘ : ‘is sa ais te ... 1381 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR aequainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the Examiners 
that the further Standing Orders applicable to the following Bills have 
been complied with—Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water Trust ; 
Cheshire Lines Committee; Great Eastern Railway; Spalding Urban 


District Council (Water). The same were en to lie upon the Table 1381 


Hemel Hempstead Corporation (Water) Bill = err from the 
Select Committee with Amendments , ; ae: .. 1381 


Ipswich Corporation Tramways Bill [4.L.|—Reported with Amendments 1381 


Pontefract Park Bill—Reported without Amendment... aes 
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Walsall Corporation Bill {1.1.] ; South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [1.L.]— 
Report from the Committee of Selection that the Five Lords appointed a 
Select Committee on the North Eastern Railway Bill ee L.] and other Bills, 
do form the Sele »ct Committee for the considerationof the Walsall Corpora- 
tion Bill [H.L.] and the South Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.]; read, 
and agreed to; all petitions referred to the Committee, with leave to the 
petitioners praying to be heard by counsel against the Bills to be heard 
as desired, as also counsel for the Bills 


North-Eastern Railway Bill |11.L.| ; North-Eastern Railway (Steam Vessels) 
Bill | H.L.]—The order made on ‘Tuesday last appointing certain Lords the 
Select Committee to consider the Bills, discharged ... 


Hartlepool Gas and Water Bill —Read 2%, and committed ... 


Southport Extension and Tramways Bill—LKead 24, and committed: The 
Committee tv be proposed by the Committee of Selection... : ods 


Stockport Corporation casita Bill ; City and South London Railway 
Bul—Kead 24, and committed = oy Mis Fe 


Glasgow District Tramways Bill | #.L.|—Read 2 (according to order) 


Rhymney Iron Company Bill [{H.L.]; Manchester Ship Canal Bill [#.1.] ; 
Mountain Ash Water Bill |H.L.}; Burnley Corporation Bill [1.L.]; Edin- 
burgh Corporation Bill [H.1.] ; Birmingh am (King Edward the Sixth) 
Schools Bill [#.L.]; Birmingham University Bill [H.L.] ; Kingston-upon- 
Thames (tas Bill [H.L.}—Read 34, and passed, and sent to the Commons 


Great Yarmouth Port and Haven Bill ; heading Corporation (Tramways) 
Bill ; Southport Water Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; and 
referred to the Examiners 


Railways (Ireland) Amalgamation Bills—Message from the Commons 
that they concur in the Resolution ot this House ‘communicated to them 
on the 30th of March last, that it is desirable that the Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford and Central Ireland R ailway Companies Amalga- 
mation Bill [H.L.|, the Great Southern and Western and Waterford, 
Limerick, aud Western Railway Companies Amalgamation Bill [u.1. |, 
and the Midland Great Western Railway of Ireland Bill [H.1.], be 
referred to a Joint Committee of both Houses of Parliament as desired by 
this House 


Dublin Corporation Bill; Clontarf Urban District Council Bill—Message 
from the Commons that they have appointed a Committee, to consist of 
Four Members, to join with a Committee of this House, to consider the 
said Bills, and request this House to appoint an equal number of Lords 
to be joined with the Members of their House 


RETURNS, REPORTS, de. 


Boarp or Epucation (ELEMENTARY ScHooLs)—Minute, dated 6th er 
1900, establishing higher elementary ance 


SovrH ArricA—Proclamation issued by the High Commissioner for South 
Africa, on 19th March, 1900, relating to alienations of property by the 
Government of the South African Republic or of the Orange Free State 
made subsequently to the date of the Proclamation bx 
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ExpLOsIVEs (ExpLosion at New Harsour Works, Dover)—Report to 
the Secretary of State for the Home Department, by Captain M. B. 
Lloyd, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explosives, on the circumstances 
attending an explosion of gunpowder on the works of the New Admiralty 
Harbour at East Cliff, near Dover, on the 14th aa i 900. Presented 
(by Comman‘), and ordered to lie on the Table ‘ 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES—Account of all moneys received 
on account of contracts for the grant of deferred life annuities, and for 
payments on death, under the provisions of the Acts 27 and 28 Victoria, 
chap. 43, 45th and 46th Victoria, chap. 51, and 50th and 51st Victoria, 
chap. 40, and of the disposal thereof, and of the contracts made, for the 
year ended 31st December, 1899. Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table sb ne , 


MunicipaL TRADING—Message from the Commons that they have appointed 
a Committee, to consist of five Members, to join with a Committee of this 
House, to consider and report as to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within or without the area of their 
jurisdiction, and to request that this House appoint an equal number of 
Lords to be joined with the Members of their House 


Army (Annual) Bill—{Seconp Reapine|—Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 
The Secretary of State for War (The Marquess of Lansdowne) 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a second time.—(The Marquess of 
Lansdowne.) 


On Question, agreed to ; Bill read 2¢ accordingly ; Committee negatived ; 
Bill to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


Public Libraries Bill [u.L.]—{Tuirp Reapine|—Order of the Day for the 
Third Reading read. 
Lord Windsor 
Third Reading (by leave of the House) put off to Monday next. 


Census (Ireland) Bill—Read 2+ (according to order) ; Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 34 on Monday next ay oi ne 


YESTERDAY'S ADJOURNMENT OF THE HousE—PERSONAL EXPLANATION— 
On the motion that the House adjourn during pleasure— 


The Lord Chancellor (The Earl of Halsbury) 
House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed by the Earl of Morley. 
Finance Bill—Brought from the Commons; read 14; to be read 2¢ on 


Monday next (the Marquess of Salisbury); and Standing Order No 
XXXIX. to be considered in order to its being dispensed with 


Police Reservists (Allowances) - ricoaeeas from the Commons ; read 
1*; and to be printed. (No.5 ee ; Sus she sa 


House adjourned at Eleven of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS, FRIDAY, 6TH ApriL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill—Read the third time, and passed 


Hoylake and West Kirby Improvement Bill—(ueen’s consent signified ; 
read the third time, and passed : x2 


Widnes and Runcorn nee Bill— uaa consent signified ; read the 
third time, and passed . idee ‘ net bas 


Hastings aye _ As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time ie ne bes a we ~ ms 


Huddersfield iain seinen Bill—As amended, to be considered 
upon Monday next : : . 


Wolverhampton, Essington, and Cannock Chase Junction panes 
Bill —As amended, considered ; Amendments made; Bill to be read the 


third time 


Manchester and Liverpool Electric Express Railway Bill—Petition for 
additional Provision ; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills 


Evectric LIGHTING PRovISIONAL OrpDERS (No. 4)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bredbury and Romiley, Bridlington, 
Cheadle and Gatley, Hebburn, Kendal, Long Eaton, Ly th: um, Ormesby, 
Sleaford, and Tunstall (with Goldenhill and Chell), ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bredbury and Romiley, Bridlington, 
Cheadle and Gatley, Hebburn, Kendal, Long Eaton, Lytham, Ormesby, 
Sleaford, and Tunstall (with Goldenhill and Chell),” presented, and read 
the first time ; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 171}... 





ELEctTRic LIGHTING PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 5)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Electric Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bishop Auckland, Caterham (with 
W ‘arlingham), Cowpen, Grantham, Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, Ogmore 
Valley, Redruth, St. Helens (Isle of Wight), South Blyth, and W eybr idge, 
ordered to be brought i in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. Hanbury. 


Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 5) Bill—‘“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board* of Trade under the Electrie Light- 
ing Acts, 1882 and 1888, relating to Bishop Auckland, Caterham (with 
Warlingham) Cowpen, Grantham, Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, Ogmore 
Valley, Redruth, St. Helens (Isle of Wight), South Blyth, and Wey- 
bridge,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 172.]... 


LocaL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 3).—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to, Aberavon, 
Burslem, the Chesterfield Gas and Water Board District, Colne, Fenton, 
and Kendal, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. 
Chaplin. 
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Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill—“ To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Aberavon, 
Burslem, the Chesterfield Gas and Water Board District, Colne, Fenton, 
and Kendal,” presented, and read the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 173.]... 


LocAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL ORDERS (No. 4)—Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barnsley 
(Rural), Featherstone, Hambledon (Rural), Lutterworth (Rural), Ossett 
(Rural), St. Helens, Wigan, and the Wirral Joint Hospital District, 
ordered to be brought i in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 4) Bill—‘“To confirm certain 
Provisional Orders of the Local Government Board relating to Barnsley 
(Rural), Featherstone, Hambledon (Rural), Lutterworth (Rural), St. 
Heiens, Wigan, and the Wirral Joint Hospital District,” RB acare 4 and 
read the first time; to be referred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 174.] 


PrivATE Bitts (Group B).—Mr. Oldroyd reported from the Committee on 
Group B of Private Bills, That the parties opposing the Gas Light and 
Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metropolitan Gas Companies Bill had 
stated that the evidence of Professor Vivian Lewes was essential to their 
case ; and it having been proved that his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, he had been instructed to move 
that the said Professor Vivian Lewes, of 18, Lower Whitecross Street, 
London, do attend the said Committee To-day, at Three of the clock. 
Ordered, That Professor Vivian Lewes do attend the Committee on 
Group B of Private Bills this day, at Three of the clock. ... 


London County Council (General Powers) Bill; City of London 
(Various Powers) Bill; Great Western Railway Bill; Aberdeen Cor- 
poration Tramways 3ill. —Reported, with Amendments ; Reports to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 


London County Council (Spitalfields —— eee with 


Amendments ; Report to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE Bitt (Group <A).—Sir William Houldsworth reported from the 
Committee on Group A of Private Bills, That, for the convenience of 
parties, the Committee had adjourned till Wednesday, the 2nd May, at 
half-past Eleven of the clock. Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps.—That they have agreed to-—Colonial Bank Bill, 
without Amendment. That they have passed a Bill intituled, ‘‘ An Act 
to empower the Eastern District Committee of the County Council of the 
county of Stirling to construct waterworks and _ to supply water within 
their district ; to authorise the County Council of the county of Stirling 
to acquire lands and servitudes for the purposes of such water supply ; to 
authorise and require the said County Council to levy assessments 
and to borrow money ; and for other purposes.” East Stirlingshire Water 
Bill ipsa Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to confer further powers 
upon the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough of Newport for 
the construction of a bridge over the River Usk, and of tramways and 
other works ; and for other purposes.” Newport Corporation Bill [ Lords’. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to authorise the Paignton Urban District 
Council to construct additional waterworks ; and for other purposes.” 
Paignton Urban District Water Bill [Lords]. Also a Bill intituled, ‘“ An 
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Act to confer further powers on the London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Railway Company ; and for other purposes.” London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]. Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Urban District Council of the Urban District of Newtown 
and Llanllwchaiarn to supply gas, and to purchase the undertaking of 
the Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Gas and Coke Company, Limited ; and 
for other purposes.” Newtown and Llanllwehaiarn Urban District Gas 
Bill [Lords]. Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to empower the Cork, 
Bandon, and South Coast Railway Company to stop up certain level 
crossings and substitute bridges; to divert and alter certain roads ; to 
construct an aerial ropeway ; to acquire additional lands; to consolidate 
their debenture stocks and amend their Act of 1888 as to the consolidation 
of preference stocks ; to subscribe to the Bantry Bay Steamship Company, 
Limited ; to confer further powers upon the Company; and for other 
purposes.” Cork, Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]. And 
also a Billintituled, “An Act to empower the Great Southern and Western 
Railway Company to construct a pier at Valencia ; to abstract water from 
the River Suir and lay pipes to their Thurles station ; to acquire additional 
lands ; to vest in the Company the undertaking of the Mitchelstown and 
Fermoy Light Railway Company; to subscribe further sums to the 
Southern Hotels, Limited ; to raise additional capital; and for other 
purposes.” Great Southern and Western Railway Bill [Lords] 


East Stirlingshire Water Bill [Lords] ; Newport Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Paignton Urban District Water Bill [Lords]; London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]—Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ; x = 


Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn Urban District Gas Bill {Lords} ; Cork, 
Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill [Lords]; Great Southern and 
Western Railway Bill {Lords]—Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills ne se i 


PETITIONS. 


Ecclesiastical Assessments ene) Bill—Petition from mieten 
against ; to lie upon the Table ae ve 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petition from Auchterarder, 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ae mn a ie “s 


Local Authorities Officers’ OOo Re Bill—Petition from Liver- 
pool, in favour ; to lie upon the Table . a B55 bik 


Lunacy Bill—Petition of the Metropolitan Relieving Officers’ Association, for 
alteration ; to lie upon the Table sie sa Wi is 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill-—Petition from West sasha 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table ay es *: 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, from 
Coventry ; London; Prestatyn ; Wakefield ; — ~~ 0); West 
Hartlepool ; and Blairgow rie ; to lie upon the Table ; 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Tynemouth; Uxbridge; Swansea; Swalwell ; Shettield 
(five) ; W illington- -on- Tyne ; Chester-le-Street ; Sleaford ; South Benwell ; 
Cornwall ; Meigle ; and Wallasey ; ; to lie upon the T able.. 
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Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—-Petitions in favour from Chester- 
le-Street ; Messingham ; East Butterwick; Sleaford ; Wakefield ; Corn- 
wall ; Swansea ; and Bradford ; to lie upon the Table as a 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


RIFLE RaNcES—Return presented, relative thereto [Address 12th March— 
Mr Radcliffe Cooke] ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 129.] 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND ANNUITIES—Account presented, of all Moneys 
received and of the disposal thereof, and of all Contracts for the grant of 
Deferred Life Annuities and for Payments on Death made, during the 
year 1899 [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 130.] 


SoutH Arrica—Copy presented, of Proclamation issued by the High Commis- 
sioner for South Africa on 19th March, 1900, relating to Alienations of Pro- 
perty by the South African Republic or Orange Free State made subsequently 
to the date of the Proclamation [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 

BoARD OF EpucATION—Copy presented, of Minute of the Board of Education, 
dated 6th April, 1900, en Higher Elementary Schools [by Com- 
mand] ; to lie upon the Table. ; R ns 

TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889—Copies presented, of Minutes sanctioning 
the subjects to be taught under Clause 8 of The Technical Instruction Act, 
1889, for the following county and district :—County of Buckingham 
(Eighth Minute), dated 23rd February, 1900; District of Beckenham, 
dated 13th March, 1900 [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table re 


QUESTIONS. 


South AFRICAN Wak-—-BoER PRISONERS—PLACE OF CUsTopy—Question, 
Captain Donelan (Cork, E.); Answer, The First Lord of the Treasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, FE.) ... a ve sa ous as 

PRISONERS OF WAR—STATISTICS—SUGGESTED EXCHANGE—Question, Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny); Answer, The Under Secretary of State for 
War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) +“ - ‘en ‘it its 


30ER PRISONERS AT SrMons TowN—Question, Mr. Channing (Northampton- 
shire, E.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham ... itt es 


DuRBAN NAVAL VOLUNTEERS-—Question, Sir John Colomb (Ga ‘eat Yar- 
mouth); Answer, The First Lord of the Admiralty (Mr. Geoschen, St. 
George’s, Hanover Square) ~ re see 


LORD RoBERTs’s PROCLAMATION AGAINST Loorinc —Question, Mr. Kimber 
(Wandsworth) ; Answer, The Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J 
Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) we 

War MEDALS—Question, —— Jessel (St. Pancras, S.); Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Ms Fis hi oe sae Ss re 

Army VETERINARY DEPARTMENT—Question, Captain Jessel; Answer, Mr. 
Wyndham Be ic sae oe ais a ae 


MILITARY TRANSPORT—-HAULAGE MACHINERY— Question, Mr. Warr (Liver- 


pool, East Toxeth) ; Answer, The Financial Secretary to the War Office 


(Mr. J. Powell-Williams, Birmingham, 8.) 
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InpIAN Army CAmp FoLLowERs—t{Question, Captain Norton (Newington, ME 
W.); Answer, The Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, 
Middlesex, Ealing)... 28 eee ek. Se hs ns ..- 1398 
OFF 
20YAL MARINE ARTILLERY AT THE FRoNT—Question, Sir John Colomb ; 
Answer, Mr. Goschen... vo es os oes Rs ve ss, Gage 
. " BoA 
Minitary TRAINING—THE AUTUMN MAN@UVRES—Question, — Norton; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham mt ibe ok is ae woe 1399 
VoLUNTEER “ WAITING CoMPANIES”—Question, Mr. Radcliffe Cooke (Hereford); ine 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham os a3 Sok oe ove sp s+ 1399 sO} 
VOLUNTEER TRAINING GRANTS—Question, Mr. Bryce (Aberdeen, 8.) ; Answer, 
Mr. Wyndham ras es cx sas ie sei aK ... 1399 BEL 
VOLUNTEER Post OFFICE SERVANTS—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower 
Hamlets, Stepney) ; Answer, The Secretary to the Treasury (Mr. Hanbury, Com 
Preston) ie es ; a &: a6 pat ... 1400 
Crvit. SERVANTS AND VOLUNTEER TRAINING—Question, Lord Balcarres Evie 
(Laneashire, Chorley); Answer, Mr. Hanbury —... i ... 1401 . 
RIFLE RANGES IN HEREFORDSHIRE—Question, Sir James Rankin (Hereford- 
shire, Leominster) ; Answer, Mr. Wyndham oe si ite ... 1401 BELI 
THE LATE FIeELD-MARSHAL Sirk DONALD STEWART—Question, Mr. Faber 
(York) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen a oe bar oe at ... 1401 a 
BusI 
SUBMARINE ToRPEDO Boats—Question, Captain Norton; Answer, Mr. 
Goschen 7 sale ~ oa ee — ae Sis »» 1402 
tovAL NAVAL COLLEGE, GREENWICH — NAVAL History LEcTuRES— 
Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) ; Answer, Mr. Goschen ... 1402 
ENGINEER OFFICERS TO THE ACCOUNTANT BrancH Roya Navy— 
Question, Captain Donelan ; Answer, Mr. Goschen... eS ee ... 1408 I 
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IRITISH GUIANA—-BANK Nore Issues —Question, Mr. Brodie Hoare (Hamp- 
stead) ; Answer, Mr, J. Chamberlain 5 4 a .. 1403 
CABLE COMMUNICATION WITH THE Care — Question, Sir Charles Dilke (Glouces 
tershire, Forest of Dean) ; Answer, “The Chancellor of the Exchequer (Sir . 
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Answer, Sir M. Hicks Beach xt ~ Nee ft, oF ... 1404 *f 
MERCANTILE MARINE OFFICERS’ CERTIFICATES—Question, Mr. Gibson Bowles ; 
Answer, The President of the Board of Trade (Mr. Ritchie, Croydon) ... 1406 
Roya, CoMMIssION ON SALMON FISHERIES—Question, Sir James Rankin ; ADJC 
Answer, Mr. Ritchie ... ne ile a oi ee os ... 1406 | 
Doc Licences—Case or Artes—Question, Mr. Orr Ewing (Ayr Burghs) ; 
Answer, The Under Secretary for the Home Department (Mr. Jesse 
Collings, sirmingham, Bordesley) 2 ae es 4 aS ... 1406 
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MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND FREE PosTaGE—Question, Colonel Welby 








(Taunton) ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury ... 1407 
OFFICIAL RECOGNITION OF PosTAL ORGANISATIONS—Question, Mr. Woods 

(Essex, Walthamstow) ; Answes, Mr. Hanbury ; ... 1408 
BOARD OF EDUCATION—DEPARTMENTAL CoMMITTEE—Questions, Mr. Bryce and 

Lord Balearres ; Answers, The Vice-President of the Committee of 

Council on Education (Sir James Gorst, Cambridge University) ... ... 1409 
MONAGHAN Post OrriCcE—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.) ; Answer, 

Mr. Hanbury ... 5 <3 a ig ies ea sai ... 1409 
BELFAST _ TELEGRAPH OFFICE—MANTURIN’S CASE—Question, Mr. Patrick 

O’Brien ; Answer, Mr. Hanbury _... esis ae me ake ... 1410 


COMPENSATION TO INJURED IRISH POLICEMEN—(Question, Captain Donelan ; 
Answer, The Attorney General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 410 


Evictep Farm ar ErmGan Truacu-—Questions, Mr. Macaleese, and Captain 
Donelan ; Answers, Mr. Atkinson... sats 7 ae FA sa. DELO 


BELFAST Poor Law MepicaL Orricer—Question, Mr. Macaleese ; Answer, 


Mr, Atkinson 1411 


BUSINESS OF THE HousE-—-Questions, Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman (Stirling 
Burghs), Sir Henry Fowler (Wolverhampton, E.), Mr. John Redmond 
(Waterford), Mr. Gibson Bowles, and Captain Sinclair (Forfarshire) ; 
Answers, Mr. A, J, Balfour ... re an sii Ra iat ». 1412 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCIDENTS) [EXPENSES|—-Committee to consider 
of authorising the payment, out of moneys to be provided by Parliament, 
of the remuneration of any person employed by the Board of Trade, under 
any Act of the present Session for the better Prevention of Accidents on 
Railways, and of the Expenses incurred by the Board under such Act 
(Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon Monday next.— (Sir William 


Walrond.) 1413 


BUSINESS OF THE House (SuppLy)-—Ordered, That the other Government 
business have precedence this day of the Committee of Supply.--(J/r. 4. J. 


Balfour.) 1413 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE House (EAsTEr)—-Motion made, and Question pro- 
posed, “That this House at its rising on Monday do adjourn till Thursday, 
26th April, and that at the conclusion of the proceedings on the Agricul- 


tural Holdings Bill Mr. Speaker do adjourn the House without Question 
put.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


South AFRICAN WAR—TERMS OF SETTLEMENT—TREATMENT OF PRISONERS 
MartTiaL LAW--CHARGES AGAINST BRITISH TROOPS. 
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DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Regis) 
Bodmin)... 1414 Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ... 
Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Ki iL Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, 
kenny) ... 1418 er i io ‘i 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- The Under Secretary of State for 
mouthshire, W.) .. 1419 War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) .. 


Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 
Thanet) .. 1421 
The First Lord of the Ti reasury 
(Mr. A. J. Balfour, Man- 


Mr. Bryn Roberts (Carnarvonshive, 
Eifion) 

Sir Howard Vincent 
Central) 


(Sheffield, 





chester, E.) ‘ 1424 Mr. Bartley (Islington, N. er 
Sir H. Campbell- Bannerman Mr. H. J. Wilson amas; 
(Stirling Burghs) .. 1428 WR. Holmfirth) 
Sir Wilfrid Lawson (Cum- Mr. Weir (Ross and ( romarty) .. 
herland, Cockermouth) ... 1430 


Question put, and agreed to. 


NEW BILL. 


Bank Hotipay Acts AMENDMENT—Bill to amend the Bank Holiday Acts, 
1871 and 1874, and to make provision for an additional Bank Holiday, to 
be called Empire Day, ordered to be brought in by Mr. Faithfull Begg, 
Sir Howard Vincent, Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce- Jones, Mr. Hedderwick, 
Mr. Scott Montagu, Mr. William Johnston, Mr. Bainbridge, and Mr. Pryce. 


Bank Holiday Acts Amendment Bill—“ To amend the Bank Holiday 
Acts, 1871 and 1874, and to make provision for an additional Bank 
Holiday, to be called Empire Day,” presented accordingly, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 175] 


Finance Bill —{Third Reading |— 


Motion made, and Question proposed, That the Bill be now read the 
third time.”—Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


DISCUSSION : 
Sir William Harcourt (Mon- 


Order for Third Reading read. 


Mr. James Lowther (Kent, 


mouthshire, W.)... ..» 1454 Thanet) ... ve a 
Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn Mr. Lough (Islington, W.)... 
Regis) . 1460 Mr. 


Herbert Lewis (Flint 
boroughs) 
Question put. 

The House divided—Ayes, 103 ; 


Noes, 16. (Division List No. 99.) 


Bill read the third time and passed. 
Police Reservists (Allowances) Bill—Read the third time and passed. 


Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) Bill—Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [2nd April], “That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 
Question again proposed. 


Debate resumed. 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
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Attention called to the fact that forty Members were not present (Mr. 


Steadman, Tower Hamlets, Stepney). 
bers being found present, 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the end of the Question to add the 
words ‘ upon this day six months.’ —( Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word ‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


DISCUSSION :— 

Mr. Colville (Lanark, NE.) 1478 

The Attorney General (Sir 
Richard Webster, Isle of 
Wight) ... ae ee 

Mr. Edmund Robertson 
(Dundee) ss ... 1478 

The First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty (Mr. Goschen, St. 
George's, Hanover Square) 1481 

Mr. Gibson Bowles (Lynn 
Regis) ... ei ... 1482 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Page 
House counted, and forty Mem- 
Mr. Havelo.k Wilson (Mid- 
dlesbrough) ; ... 1484 
Sir "ip Colomb (Great Yar- 
mouth) ... Ve ... 1485 
Mr. Steadman (Tower Ham- 
lets, Stepney)... ... 1486 
Mr. Maddison (Sheffield, 
Brightside) ua ... 1486 
Sir U. Kay-Shuttleworth 


(Lancashire, Clitheroe)... 1487 
Mr, John Burns (Battersea) 1487 


Bill read a second time, and committed for Monday, 30th April. 


Land Charges Bill [Lords]—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read 


a second time.” 





DISCUSSION :— 
Mr. Caldwell, Lanarkshire, 
Mid)... nt ... 1488 
Mr. Bond (Nottingham, E.) 1494 
Mr. Herbert Lewis (Flint 
Boroughs) sie a. 1495 


Question put, and agreed to. 


(Mr. Attorney General.) 


The Attorney Ceneral (Sir 


Richard Webster, Isle of 

Wight) ; . 1495 
Mr. Lloyd-George (Carnarvon 

Boroughs)... = + 149% 


Bill read a second time, and committed to the Standing Committee on 


Law, ete. 


Land Registry New Buildings Bill—[Seconp Reapinc]—Order for Second 


Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be now read a 
’ 


second time.”-—(Wr. Akers Douglas.) 
Mr. Caldwell (Lanarkshire, Mid) 


Question put, and agreed to. 


. 1498 


Bill read a second time and committed to a Select Committee of five 
Members, three to be nominated by the House, and two by the Committee 


of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against:the Bill five clear days before the 
meeting of the Committee be referred to the Committee; that the 
Petitioners praying to be heard by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, 
be heard against the Bill, and Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 
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Ordered, That the Committee have power to send for persons, papers, 


and records. 
", Akers Douglas.) 





Ordered, That three be the quorum. 


Local Government (Scotland) Act (1894) Amendment Bill—{Srconp 
READING ]—Order for Second Reading read 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time.” —(Mr Edmund [obertson.) 


DISCUSSION :— 
*The Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham ‘eng anunee d 
Sir Walter Foster (Derbyshire, Ilkeston) . 


Notice taken that forty Members were not present; House counted, 
and forty Members not being present— 


The House was adjourned at a quarter after Eleven of the clock, 


LORDS: MONDAY, 9TH APRIL, 1900, 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The LorpD CHANCELLOR acquainted the House that the Clerk of the 
Parliaments had laid upon the Table the Certificates from the 
Examiners that the further Standing Orders applicable to the follow 
mg Bills have been complied with :—Brighton Corporation, North 
Warwickshire Water ; the same were ordered to lie on the Table 


Scottish American Investment steed eens Bill [1.1] 
Committed + 


Ossett Corporation Gas Pill——Read 2", and committed ; the Committee to 
be proposed by the Committee of Selection - 


Wetherby District Water Bill; Wakefield | Corporation Market Bill 


Read 2¢, and committed 


Dorking Water Bill [11-1.); Exmouth Urban District Water Bill (11.1. ]; 
Fishguard Water and Gas Bill — L. 9 -Real 34 and vassed, and sent to 
the Commons ; 


Great Central Railway Bill [W.0.]}; Dearne Valley Railway Bill {11.1.]; 
Neath Harbour Bill [t...|; Taff Vale Railway Bill [HL]; Fishguard and 
Rosslare Railways and Harbours Bill [tL.]; Rhymney Railway Bill 
|H.L.] ; Cork Electric Tramways Bill {H.L.]: South Essex Water Board 
Bill [H.1..|; South Essex Water Bill [H.L.]—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Northbourne be proposed to the House as a 
member of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the place of the 
Lord Barnard ; read, and agreed to ... 


Morley Corporation Bill [.L. |; Preston Corporation Bill [H.L. | ; 
Great Grimsby Street ‘Tramways Bill |H.t.] ; Rotherham Corporation Bill 
[H.L.]; Sheffield Corporation Bill Sh Rawmarsh Urban District 
Council (Tramways) Bill [H.L.]; Walsall Corporation Bill [4.1.] ; South 
Staffordshire Tramways Bill [H.L.|—Report from the Committee of 
Selection, That the Lord Barnard be proposed to the House as a Member 
of the Select Committee on the said Bills in the ~~ of the Lord North- 
bourne ; read, and agreed to. 
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Airdrie and Coatbridge Tramways Bill ; Hoylake and West Kirby 
Improvement Bill ; Widnes and Runcorn Bridge Bill—Brought from the 
Commons ; read 1¢; and referred to the Examiners 2 


Gas and Water Orders Confirmation Bill [H.L.] ; a Bill to confirm certain 
Provisional Orders made by the Board of Trade under the Gas and Water 
Works Facilities Act, 1870, relating to Hoylake and West Kirby Gas 
and Water, Manningtree and Mistley (Essex) Gas, South Elmsall, South 
Kirby, and North Elmsall Gas, and Steyning and District Water—was 
presented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the Lord Balfour) ; read 1¢; to be 
printed ; and referred to the Examiners. (No. 52.) dite 54 


RETURNS, REPORTS, dc. 


Navy (EsTIMATES, 1899-1900).—Statement showing the original and revised 
programme of estimated expenditure in cash, and in net value of stores to 
be issued for shipbuilding, etc., during the year 1899-1900. 


MINES AND QUARRIES—Reports of Her Majesty’s Inspectors for the year 
1899 si ‘ ju sabe ss és sad 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (RoYAL ComMIssion)—Final Report of the Royal Com- 
mission on the Administration of the Expenditure of India (Vol. IV.), and 
Minutes of Evidence (Vol. III.) es ae we oe ¥ 


AGRARIAN OFFENCES (PROVINCES) (IRELAND)—Return for the year ended 31st 
December, 1899 aes WO ne fs hs a A 


Eaypt, No. 1 (1900)—Reports by Her Majesty’s Agents and Consul-General 
on the finances, administration, and condition of Egypt and the Soudan in 


1899 


ArricaA, No. 3 (1900)—Correspondence respecting Slavery and the Slave 
Trade in East Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba [in continua- 
tion of Africa, No. 8. (1899)]. 


Cutna, No. 2 (1900)—Correspondence with the United States Government 
respecting foreign trade in China si 


Trabe Reports (ANNUAL SERIES) —No, 2396. Turkey (Trebizond and 
Sivas, 1899) sas 


InpIA (USE OF GOVERNMENT CHURCHES)---Papers relating to the use for 
Presbyterian and Wesleyan services of garrison churches in India 
which have been consecrated for the service of the Church of England. 
Presented (by command), and ordered to lie on the Table... 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899—Regula- 
tion for the appointment of Members of the Council of Agriculture, the 
Agricultural. Board, and the Board of Technical Instruction a 


SUPERANNUATION—Treasury Minute, dated 3rd April, 1900, declaring that 
for the due and efficient discharge of the duties of the posts of Senior 
Examiner and of Junior Examiner in the Board of Education (Science and 
Art Department), professional or other peculiar qualifications not ordi- 
narily to be acquired in the public service are requisite. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 
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Finance Bill—Read 2¢ (according to order); Committee negatived ; then 
Standing Order No. XXXIX. considered (according to order), and dis- 


pensed with. Bill read 3¢, and passed sae Js . 1504 
Army (Annual) Bill—-Read 3° (according to order), and passed __... we 1504 
Public Libraries Bill {11.1.}—Read 3¢ (according to order); Amendments 

made ; Bill passed, and sent to the Commons eo eae Bee ... 1504 
Census (Ireland) Bill——Read 3 (according to order), and passed... ... 1504 

NEW BILL. 
County Courts (Investment of Deposits) Bill [H.1.|—A Bill to amend 
the law with regard to the investment of money paid into a county court 
Was presented by the Lord Chancellor; read 1°; and to be printed. 
(No. 53.) ise a ay een a ae bys yi .-» 1506 
House adjourned during pleasure. 
House resumed. 
ROYAL ASSENT. 
Commission--The following Bills received the Royal Assent—l. Finance. 
2. Army (Annual). 3. Census (Ireland). 4. Military Lands Provisional 
Order. 5. Colonial Bank... mes . 1504 


House adjourned at twenty minutes past Three of the 
clock, till Monday the 30th instant, 


COMMONS: MONDAY, 9th APRIL, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE Bits | Lords] (STANDING ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY INQUIRED INTO 
CoMPLIED WiITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the 
following Bills, originating in the Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
thereof, the Standing Orders not previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied with, viz..—Army and Navy In- 
vestment Trust Bill [Lords]; Cleethorpes Gas Bill bontel Cowes Pier 
Bill [Lords]; Edinburgh Distriet Lunacy Board Bill [Lords] ; Falkirk and 
District Water Bill | Lords}; Great Berkhampstead Water Bill { Lords] ; 
Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amendment Bill [Lords] ; Imschenetzky’s 
Uralite Patent Bill [Lords]; Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation Bill 
Lords]; Motherwell Water Bill aa New Russia Company Bill 
Herds ; Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords]. Ordered, That the Bills he 
read a second time... sae os = bs pe aS ... 1505 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE)—Mr. 
SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the case of the following Bill, referred 
on the First Reading thereof, no Standing Orders are applicable, viz. :— 
Local Government Provisional Orders (No. 2) Bill. Ordered, That the 
Bill be read a second time upon Thursday, 26th April... aie ... 1505 
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PROVISIONAL ORDER BriLts (STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 

CoMPLIED WITH)—Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Report from one of 
104 the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, referred on the First Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
04 which are applicable thereto have been complied with, viz. :—Electric 
Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 3) Bill. Ordered, That the Bill be read 
a second time upon Thursday, 26th April : he ‘ee - 


04 
MESSAGE FROM THE Lorps—That they have passed a Bill intituled, “An 
04 Act to confirm the issue by the Rhymney Lron Company, Limited, of 
certain shares credited as partly paid up.” Rhymney lron Company Bill 
| Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘An Act to enable the Manchester Ship Canal 
Company to acquir2 the Manchester Racecourse and other lands, and to 
construct a new dock, railway, and works; to establish a thrift fund for 
their officers and servants ; and for other purposes.” Manchester Ship 
4 Canal Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “‘ An Act to authorise the Urban District Council 
of Mountain Ash to construct additional waterworks and gasworks ; and 
for other purposes.” Mountain Ash Water Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to confer further powers upon the Cor- 
poration of Burnley and neighbouring authorities with respect to tramways 
and street improvements within and beyond the borough; and for other 
purposes.” Burnley Corporation Bill {Lords}. 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘“‘ An Act to extend the boundaries of the City and 
Royal Burgh of Edinburgh and County of the City of Edinburgh ; to 
authorise the Lord Provost, Magistrates, and Council of the City to pur- 
chase and acquire lands at Saughton; to erect and maintain a ‘l'ramway 
Power Station at Portobello; to construct works and Tramways; to 
acquire lands; to amend Acts; and for other purposes.” Edinburgh 
Corporation Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to make new provisions with respect to 
the Governing Body of the Schools of King Edward the Sixth in 
Birmingham, and with respect to the management of the Schools property 
and revenues under their control ; and to confer further powers on the 
said Governing Body; and for other purposes.” Birmingham (King 
Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Billintituled, “ An Act to transfer all the property and liabilities 
of Mason University College, in the City of Birmingham, to the University 
of Birmingham, and to repeal the Mason University College Act, 1897 ; 
to confer certain powers on the said University ; and for other purposes.” 
Birmingham University Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Kingston-upon-Thames 
Gas Company to raise additional capital, convert their existing capital, 
acquire lands, amend their existing Acts; and for other purposes.” 
Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [Lords]. 


Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for empowering the Dorking Water 
Company to raise additional capital ; and tor other purposes.” Dorking 
Water Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to authorise the Exmouth Urban District 
Council to purchase the undertaking of the Exmouth and District Water- 
works Company, and to supply water within their district ; and for other 
purposes.” Exmouth Urban District Water Bill [Lords]. 
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And also a Bill intituled, “An Act to enable the Fishguard Water and 
Gas Comnrany to extend their limits of supply, to construct additional 
waterworks and gasworks, to change the name of the Company ; and for 
other purposes.” Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [Lords] ... 


Rhymney Iron Company Bill | Lords] ; Manchester Ship Canal Bill [Lords] ; 
Mountain Ash Water Bill [Lords]; Burnley Corporation Bill [Lords] ; 
Edinburgh Corporation Bill [Lords]; Birmingham (King Edward the 
Sixth) Schools Bill [lords]; Birmingham University Bill [Lords] ; 
Kingston-upon-Thames Gas Bill [Lords]; Dorking Water Bill Horde: 

Exmouth Urban District Water Bill [Lords]; Fishguard Water and Gas 

Bill [Lords]. Read the first time ; and referred to the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills 


Charing Cross, Euston, and Hampstead Railway Bill; Glastonbury 
Corporation Gas Bill; Hastings Harbour Bill; Maidenhead Gas Bill ; 
Universal Life Assurance Society Bill [Lords]; Wellingborough and Dis- 
trict Tramroads Bill. As amended, considered ; to be read the third 
time 


Governments Stocks and Other Securities Investment Company Bill 
[Lords]; Lincoln Corporation Tramways Bill [Lords]; Newport (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas Bill [Lords] ; Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill. 
Read a second time, and committed ioe es is sii ; 


Private Bitts—Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 129, and 230 be sus- 
pended, and that the time for depositing Petitions and Memorials against 
Private Bills, or against any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or 
Provisional Certificate, and for depositing duplicates of any Documents 
relating to any Bill to confirm any Provisional Order or Provisional Cer- 
tificate, be extended to the first day on which the House shall sit after 
the Recess.—(The Chairman of Ways and Means.) 


Tottenham Urban District Councii Bill—Petition for additional Provi- 
sion; referred to the Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 


MESSAGE FROM THE LorDS—That they have agreed to—Finance Bill ; Army 
(Annual) Bill; Census (Ireland) Bill, without Amendment. That they 
kave passed a Bill intituled, “An Act to amend the Acts relating to 
Public Libraries, Museums, and Gymnasiums, and to regulate the Liability 
of Managers of Libraries to Proceedings for Libel.” Public Libraries 


Bill | Lords] 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Commissioners. The House went ; and, being re- 
turned, Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent to—l. Finance Act, 
1900 ; 2. Army (Annual) Act, 1900; 3. Census (Ireland) Act, 1900; 4. 
Military Lands Provisional Order Confirmation Act, 1900; 5. Colonial 
Bank Act, 1900 ; re 


PETITIONS. 
Agricultural Holdings Bill— Petition of the Scottish Chamber of Agricul- 


ture, in favour ; to lie upon the Table 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill—Petitions in favour, from 


Earlston ; Weem ; and Haddington ; to lie upon the Table... en isi 
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Local Authorities Officers’ Superannuation a Petition from en 
in favour ; to lie upon the Table : : . a 


LONDON GOVERNMENT Act, 1899 (BorouGH OF HACKNEY Drarr ORDER IN 
CounciL)—Petition from Hackney, against alteration ; to lie upon the 
Table : bee 


Public Houses (Scotland) Later esitaitien Bill—Petition from Edinburgh, 
against ; to lie upon the Table = a ie ~ 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors on Sunday Bill——Petitions in favour, from 
Portsmouth ; and Peckham Rye ; to lie upon the Table bs: - 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill and Sunday Closing 
a Bil]—-Petition from Gainsborough, in favour; to lie 
upon the Table.. i bs sa aes RF 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children Bill—Petitions in favour, 
from Garstang; West Hartlepool; Bolton; Ulster; Ripon; Preston ; 
Southport ; and Batley ; to lie upon the Table a a “vi mn 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children (No. 2) Bill—Petitions in 
favour, from Sheffield (thirteen); Oldbury; Peckham; Swansea; 
Gloucester ; Manchester ; Bristol ; and Penrith ; to lie upon the Table ... 


Sale of Intoxicating Liquors to Children ( eee Bill—Petition 
from Churnside, in favour ; to lie upon the Table ... ‘ 


Sunday Closing (Monmouthshire) Bill—Petitions in favour, from Ripon ; 
Saxilby ; Garstang; Earby ; Manchester; Preston; Gloucester; and 
Swansea ; to lie upon the Table as itt 


Town Councils "ond Bill—Petition from Kinross, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table as $i ah ads ee a ™ 


Veterinary Surgeons Amendment Bill—Petition of Highland Agricultural 
Society of Scotland, in favour ; to lie upon the Table , 


VivisecTION—Petition from Hornsea, for prohibition ; to lie upon the Table... 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


INDIAN EXPENDITURE (RoyAL Commission)—Copy presented, of Final 
Report of the Royal Commission on the Administration of the Expendi- 
ture of India (Vol. IV.), and Minutes of Evidence had saan to lie 
upon the Table ee is . a 


MINES AND QUARRIES—Copy presented, of Reports of Her Majesty’s 
Inspectors of Mines for the year 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table ‘ - 9 as sa sas aa es - 


AGRARIAN OFFENCES (PROVINCES) (IRELAND)—Copy presented, of Return 
by Provinces of Agrarian Offences in Ireland for the year ended 31st 
December, 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table ‘ 


ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS (IRELAND)—Return presented, relative thereto 
{ordered 15th March; Mr. William enn: to lie upon the Table, and 
to be printed. [No. 131. ned ee vs whi ss 
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AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) AcT, 1899—Copy 
presented, of Regulations for the Appointment of Members of the Council 
of Agriculture, the Agricultural Board, and the Board of Technical 
Instruction [by Act]; to le upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 


MERCHANT SEAMEN-—Copy presented, of Report of a Committee appointed by 
the Board of Trade on the Question of Continuous Discharge Certificates 
for Seamen, with Minutes of Evidence, — and Index [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table : ‘ sad ’ 


East INpIA (UsE OF GOVERNMENT CHURCHES (N INDIA)—Copy presented, 
of Papers relating to the use for Presbyterian and Wesleyan Services of 
Garrison Churches in India which have been consecrated for the service 
of the Church of England [hy Command]; to lie upon the Table ... 


SUPERANNUATIONS—Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, dated 3rd April, 
1900, declaring that for the due ’and efficient discharge of the duties of 
the posts of Senior Examiner and of Junior Examiner in the Board of 
Education (Science and Art Department), professional or other peculiar 
qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired in the Public Service are 
requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table 


Crown’s NOMINEE AccouNt—Abstract Account presented,) of Receipts and 
Payments of the Treasury Solicitor, in the year ended 31st December, 
1899, in the Administration of Estates on behalf of the Crown, and 
Alphabetical List of Intestates’ Estates in respect of which Letters of 
Administration were granted to the Treasury Solicitor as Crown’s Nominee, 
and of other cases (partial Intestacies, etc.) in which Accounts were opened 
in the Books of the Treasury Solicitor in the same year in respect of 
moneys received by him as Crown’s Nominee [by Act]; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 133.] bis — ie - 


Cuina (No. 2, 1900)—Copy presented, of Correspondence with the ge 
States Government respecting Foreign Trade in China [by Command] ; 
lie upon the Table... 5s see aes " = 


Arrica (No. 3, 1900)—Copy presented, of Correspondence respecting Slavery 
and the Slave Trade in Kast Africa and the Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba 
(in continuation of Africa, No. 8, 1889) [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table 5 : ae pee = 


TRADE Reports (ANNUAL SertEs)—Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2396 [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table mm ee ea ke sin = id 


Eaypt (No. 1, 1900)—Copy presented, of Reports by Her Majesty’s Agent and 
Consul General on the Finances, Administration, and Condition of Egypt 
and the Soudan in 1899 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table 


Navy (ESTIMATES, 1899-1900)—Copy presented, of Statement showing the 
original and revised Programme of Estimated Expenditure in cash, and in 
net value of Stores to be issued for Shipbuilding, etc., during the year 
1899-1900 [by Command] ; to lie upon the Table Wes 


CoaL TasLes—Copy ordered, ‘“‘of Statement showing the Production and 
Consumption of Coal, and the Number of Persons employed in Coal 
Production, in the Principal Countries of the World, in each year from 
1883 to 1898, as far as the particulars can be stated ; together with a 
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Statement showing the Production of, and Trade in, Petroleum in the 
United States and in the Russian Empire for a series of yerrs (in continua- 
tion of Parliamentary Paper, No. 118, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. Ritchie.) — 
Copy presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


[No. 134.] 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (MONTHLY STATEMENT)-— Return ordered, 
“of monthly comparative statements of the number of Paupers of all 
classes (except lunatics in asylums, registered hospitals, and licensed 
houses, and vagrants) in receipt of relief in England and Wales on the 
last day of every week in each month of the several years from 1857 to 
1900, both inclusive (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 100, of 
Session 1899.”)—(Mr. 7. W. Lussell.) 


Return presented accordingly; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 135.] ; be 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) (HALF-YEARLY STATEMENT)—Return 
ordered, “of Statement of the number of Paupers relieved on the 1st 
day of January, 1900, and similar Statement for the 1st day of July, 
1900 (in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, No. 100, of Session 
1899).”—(Mr. 7. W. Russell.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 136.] ... us ahd “s 


Poor ReLter (ENGLAND AND WALES)—Return ordered, “of Statement of the 
amount expende <1 for In-maintenanee and Out-door Relief in E ngland and 
Wales during the half-year ended Lady Day, 1900. 


“And similar Statement for the half-year ending Michaelmas, 1900.” 
—(Mr..T. W. Russell.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 137.] ; i me 


HousiInG OF THE WorkING CLAsSsEs—Returns ordered, “showing, (1) in 
respect of the local authorities in England and W ales who have carried 
out or are carrying out improvement or reconstruction schemes under 
Parts [. and II. of the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, the size 
of the area included in each scheme ; the number of persons of the working 
classes who were resident on such area at the date of making the scheme, 
and the number provided for or to be provided for under the scheme ; 
the nature of the accommodation provided ; the amount authorised to be 
borrowed, and the amount actually borrowed for the purpose of the 
scheme; the rate of interest thereon ; the periods allowed for repayment ; 
the amount of loans outstanding on the 3lst March, 1900; the esti- 
mated or actual expenditure under the scheme in respect of (a) ) land, (b) 
buildings ; the income from rents or other sources during the year ended 
on the 31st day of March, 1900, and the expenditure (other than that 
defrayed out of borrowe »d money) during the year in respect of the scheme, 
the amount expended in repayment of the loans and interest thereon 
being distinguished ; and (2) the names of the local authorities in 
England and Wales who have adopted Part III. of the Act and as regards 
each of those authorities who have provided or are providing lodging 
houses for the working classes under that part of the Act, the number 
of lodging houses acquired, erected, or being erected, the number of 
persons provided for ‘or to be provided for, the amount authorised to 
e borrowed for the. purpose of the purchase of land or the acquisition 
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or erection of lodging houses and the amount actually borrowed, the 
rate of interest thereon, the periods allowed for repayment, the amount 
of loans outstanding on the 3ist day of March, 1900; the estimated or 
actual cost of (a) land, (b) buildings; the income from rents or other 
sources during the year ended on the 31st day of March, 1900; and the 
expenditure (other than that out of borrowed money) during the year, 

the amount expended in repayment of loans and interest thereon being 


distinguished.” —( Mr. Hazell.) 


Contracts For LocaL AvuTHORITIES (WAGES) (IRELAND)-—Return ordered, 
“showing, in respect of each County Council, County Borough Council, 
Rural and Urban District Council, body of Town Commissioners not an 
Urban District Council, and Poor Law Union in Ireland, whether the 
Contracts entered into by the Authority for the execution of works specify 
anv-conditions as to the Wages to be paid by the Contractor, or other 
conditions with regard to persons employed by him ; and, if so, what are 
the conditions so specified.” —(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


LAND Reeistry (New Buitpincs) [ADVANCES|—Committee to consider of 
authorising the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, of such sums as may 
be required for the purposes of any Act of the present Session for the 
acquisition of property for building a new Land Registry Oftice and other 
Public Offices in London, and of authorising the Treasury to borrow 
money by means of Terminable Annuities, such Annuities to be paid out of 
moneys to be provided by Parliament, and, if those moneys are insutticient, 
out of the Consolidated Fund (Queen’s Recommendation signified), upon 
Thursday, 26th April.—(Seeretary Sir Matthew White Ridley.) 


Contracts For LocaL AvutiHorities (WAGEs)—Return ordered, “ showing, 
in respect of each administrative county and each vie Law Union in 
England and Wales, whether the Contracts entered into by the Authority 
for the execution of works specify any conditions as to the Wa wes to he 
paid by the Contractor, or other conditions with regard to persons em- 
ployed by him; and, if so, what are the conditions se specified.” —(Si) 
Charles Dilke. eas 


QUESTIONS. 


South ArricAN War—Borr Prisoners—PiLace or Custopy— Question, 
Mr. William Abraham (Cork, N.E.); Answer, The First Lord of the 
Treasury (Mr. A. J. Balfour, Manchester, E.) 


Kkoorn Spruit Disaster—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien (Kilkenny) ; Answer, 
The Under Seeretary of State for War (Mr. Wyndham, Dover) 


Care RAILWAY MANAGEMENT—Question, Mr. McKenna (Monmouthshire, N, ) 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MILit1A—OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES—(Question, Dr. Farquharson (Aberdeenshire, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


MILITIA REGULATIONS—Question, Mr. Lambert (Devonshire, South Molton) ; 
Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


INNS OF Court RirLe VOLUNTEERS —Question, Mr. Lees Knowles (Salford, 
W.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 


STRENGTH OF VOLUNTEER BarraLions—Question, Mr. Gretton (Derbyshire, 
S.); Answer, Mr. Wyndham 
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VoLUNTEER ButLpincs—Loans—Questions, Mr. C. J. kei: iti 
Answer, Mr. Anstruther (St. Andrews Burghs) 


InpIA— Usk OF GOVERNMENT CHURCHES FoR Miiirary SERVICES—Question, 
Mr. Carvell Williams (Nottinghamshire, Mansfield); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for India (Lord G. Hamilton, Middlesex, Kaling) 


West INDIES—FEE FOR REGISTRATION OF INDUSTRIAL BANKS AND ASSOCIATIONS 
Question, Mr. Channing (Northamptonshire, E.); Answer, The 
Secretary of State for the Colonies (Mr. J. Chamberlain, Birmingham, W.) 


SERRA LEONE—CRIMINAL JURISDICTION AND APPEALS—Question, Mr. 
Hedderwick (Wicks Burghs) ; Answer, Mr. J. Chamberlain 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION—WESTERN AUSTRALIA—PROPOSED DIVISION OF 
THE CoLONY—Question, Mr. Hogan (Tipperary, Mid); Answer, Mr. J 
Chamberlain : a 


AusTRALIAN Matis —CaALLinG Ports—Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr. 
J. Chamberlain 


Paciric CABLE CoMMITTEE — Question, Mr. Hogan; Answer, Mr. J. 
Chamberlain 


UGANDA RAILWway—Question, Mr. Labouchere (Northampton) ; Answer, The 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs (Mr. Brodrick, Surrey, 
Gu.dford) 

THEATRICAL CENSORSHIP—Questions, Mr. Samuel Smith (Flintshire) and Mr. 
T. B. Curran (Sligo, 8.); Answers, The Secretary of State for the Home 
Department (Sir M. White Ridley, Lancashire, Blackpool) 


Houses OF PARLIAMENT—DEcORATION OF CENTRAL Loppy—Questions, 


Lord Balearres (Lancashire, Chorley) and Dr, Farquharson ; Answers, 
The First Commissioner of Works (Mr. Akers Douglas, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s) 


Lonpon County Councin—Case or Mr. BALEAN—Question, Mr. Flower 
(Bradford, W.); Answer, The ne General (Sir Richard Webster, 
Isle of Wight)... 


Foor AND Mourn DiskASE—ARGENTINE IMportrs-——Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien; Answer, The President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Long, 
Liverpool, West Derby) 

ScorrisH PoLICE—ALLEGED NEGLIGENCE—CasE OF LAWRENCE HENDERSON 

Question, Sir Charles Cameron (Glasgow, Bridgeton); Answer, The 
Lord Advocate (Mr. A. Graham Murray, Buteshire) 

Post OFFICE RETIREMENT RULES—Question, Mr. Steadman (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther 

Post OFFICE -HEALTH STATISTICS-——PHTHISIS—Question, Sir Walter Foster 
(Derbyshire, Ilkeston); Answer, Mr. Anstruther 

AmenicA MAIL Servick—-WHITE STAR LINE —Question, Mr. Lonsdale (Armagh, 
Mid); Answer, Mr. Anstruther 

Post Orrick.-- Risk ALLOWANCES —Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair (Essex, 
Romford) ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther 
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Post OFFICE—TELEGRAPHISTS’ INCREMENTS—Question, Mr. Louis Sinclair ; 
Answer, Mr. Anstruther ihe 





Post OrricE—Wesr Cren7TraL District Orrice MEn’s GRIEVANCES 
Question, Mr. Steadman ; Answer, Mr. Anstruther 


LIVERPOOL PosTAL STAFF— Question, Mr. Steadman; Answer, Mr. 
Anstruther 


CLoNEs Post OFFicE—Question, Mr. Macaleese (Monaghan, N.): Answer, 
Mr. Anstruther 


IrisH MONITORS AND CIVIL Servick APPOINTMENTS —Question, Mr. Patrick 
O’Brien; Answer, Mr. Anstruther 


MINISTRY OF TRADE FOR [RELAND—{Question, Mr, Patrick O’Brien ; Answer, 
The Attorney-General for Ireland (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, N.) 


KILKENNY Unton—LaApourrrs’ Corraces—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson , 


MgATH County Counc. Secrerarysuip—Question, Mr. Patrick O Brien ; 
Answer, Mr. Atkinson 


IrisH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ SALARIES—Question, Mr. Patrick O’Brien ; 
Answer, Mi. Atkinson 


THE FRENCH GOVERNMENT AND THE LATE Sin’ D. SEWART—Questions, 
Mr. Buchanan (Aberdeenshire, E.) and Mr. Courtney (Cornwall, Bodmin} ; 
Answers, Mr A. J. Balfour 


METROPOLITAN BoROUGHS —Question, Mr. Causton (Southwark, W.) ; Answer, 
The Secretary to the Local Government Board (Mr. T. W. Rassell, 
Tyrone, 5.) 


BUsINEsSs OF THE Houser. Questions, Mr. Asquith (Fife, E.), Mr. Steadman, 
Mr. Flower, Mr. John Redmond (Waterford), and Mr. Channing ; Answers, 


Mr. A. J. Balfour 


PUBLIC BUSINESS. 


SITTINGS OF THE House (EXEMPTION FROM THE STANDING ORDER), 
Ordered, That the proceedings on the Agricultural Holdings Bill, if under 
discussion at Twelve o'clock this night, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order, Sittings of the House.—(Vr. Balfour.) 


NEW BILL. 


Pook RemMovaL.—-Bill to amend the Law relating to the removal of Paupers 
from England to Lreland, ordered to be brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell, 
Mr. Chaplin, and Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 


Poor Removal Bill. —‘‘l'o amend the Law relating to the removal of Paupers 
from England to Lrelaad,” presented accordingly, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Monday, 30th April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 176. | sae 

Agricultural Holdings Bill.—Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be now read a 
second time. —(Lhe President of the Board of Agriculture.) 
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Amendment ah 


“To leave out from the word ‘ That,’ to the end of the Question, in order 
to add the words ‘it is desirable that legislation relating to agricultural 
holdings in Scotland should proceed on the lines hitherto followed ; and that 
it is highly unsatisfactory to legislate on that subject for England and for 
Scotland in one and the same measure’ instead thereof.”-—(J/r. Ure.) 
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DISCUSSION :- 
Mr. Munro Ferguson (Leith Capt. Sinelaar (Forfarshire) .«« LOES 
Burghs) .. .. 1611 
The Lord Dita (Mr. A. 


(rrahum = Murray, Bute- 
shire)... — .. L613 


Question put— 
The House divided :---Ayes, 115 ; Noes, 30. (Division List No. 100.) 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 
Bill read a second time. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, “That the Bill be committed to 
the Standing Committee on Trade, &e.”—(Mr. Long.) 


DISCUSSION :— 


Mr, Caldwell sabia Mr. Warner (Staffordshire, 
Mid). ss ... 1618 Lichfield)... ss ..- 1620 

Col. Milward (W. urwickshire, Mr. Long fos Sas ... 162] 
Stratford-on- Avon) sve LOLD 

Sir Brampton Gurdon (Nor- 
folk, N.)... ei ... 1620 


Question put. 
The House divided :—Ayes, 110 ; Noes, 35. (Division List No. 101.) 


In pursuance of the Order of the House of the 6th day of this instant 
April, Mr. Speaker adjourned the House without Question put. 


Adjourned accordingly at five minutes before Twelve of the clock 
till Thursday, 26th April 
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PUBLIC BILLS 
DEALT WITH IN VOLUME LXXXI. 
Those marked thus * are Government Bills. The figures in parentheses in the 


last column refer to the page in this volume. “[H.L.]” following title indicates that 
the Bill was originated in the Lords. 





(A.) House or Lorps. 


Title of Bill. 


| Brought in by Progress. 

Ancient Monuments | -———-—- Read 1¢ 5 April (1236) 

Protection | 

*Army Annual | Marquess of Lansdowne Read 1“ 3 April (1047) ; Read 
| 2¢ 6 April (1384); Read 
| 3%, Royal Assent 9 April 
| (1504) 

British Museum [H.L. | | Viscount Peel ' Read 1¢5 April (1236) 

*Census (Great Britain) | Marquess of Salisbury Read 2 22 Mar. (7); Com- 
| mittee Report, 23 Mar. 
| (156); Read 3¢ 26 Mar. 
| (303); Royal Assent 27 
Mar. (417) 

*Census (Ireland) | cose Read 1¢ 30 Mar. (783) ; Read 


2¢ 6 April (1385) ; Read 34; 
| Royal Assent 9 April 





(1504) 
Coal Mines (Prohibition —_—— Read 1” 3 April (1047) 
of Child — Labour 
Underground) 
“Consolidated Fund | Marquess of Salisbury Read 1 23 Mar. (150) ; Read 
(No. 2) 2¢ and 3¢ 26 March (303) : 
Royal Assent 27 Mar. 
(417) 
Copyright [H.1. | Lord Monkswell Second Reading (adjourned) 


26 Mar. (303); Read 2¢ 
29 Mar. (606) 





Copyright (Artistic) | Lord Monksiell Read 2 29 Mar. (609) 
[1L.L.. | 
*County Courts (Invest- | Lurl of Halsbury Read 1¢ 9 April (1504) 
ment of Deposits) 
[H.L. } 
*Education (Scotland) | Lord Balfour of Burleigh Motion for Return of Funds 
(11.1. | available 29 Mar. (618) 
*Electoral — Disabilities —— Read 1¢ 3 April (1047) 


(Military Service) 


Murquess of Salisbury Read 1° 6 April (1386); 
Read 2* and 3¢; Royal 
Assent, 9 April (1504) 
Lord James of Hereford Read 3 22 Mar. (5) 


*Finance 


Money Lending [H.L.] 


*Police Reservists (AI- ene Read 1¢ 6 April (1386) 
lowances) 
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N 
Title of Bill. Brought in by | Progress. _ 
Prevention of Corrup- | Lord Russell of Killowen | Read 1¢ 22 Mar. (5); Read 2¢ 
tion [H.L. | 2 April (919) 
Public Libraries [H.L.] — Lord Windsor | Committee, 25 Mar. (150) ; 
| Report 2 April (925); 
| Third Reading (adjourned) 
6 April (1385); Read 3¢ 
9 April (1504) 
Sale of Intoxicating Lord Sudley | Read 1¢ 29 Mar. (627) 
Liquors to Childrer ! g 
(Ireland) [11.1.. | 
*War Loan Murquess of Sulishury ; Koval Assent 27 Mar. (417) 16 
| 
Youthful Offenders Lord James of Hereford — | Report 22 Mar, (7); Read 3¢ ‘ 
[H.1. | | 27 Mar. (418) 
| 15 
(B.) Hovusr or Commons. 10 
No. Title of Bill. Brought in by Progress. 
at be —_—_-—— 16 
121 |*Agricultural Holdings Mr. Long Read 2’ 9 April 
| (1534) i 
141 | Agricultural Holdings (No. 2) Mr. Channing Read 1° 23 Mar 
| (201) IL 
8i | Ancient Monuments Protec- | Lord Balearres Committee 22 Mar. 
| tion (148): 27 Mar. 
| (544): Report 2 
April (1044) ; Con 
sid’n, Read 2°, 4 
| April (1231) 
135 |*Army Annual mar en Committee 29 Mar. 
(776): 2 April e: 
(1033); Read 3 
2 April (1036): 
Royal Assent 9 15 
| April (1504) lt 
175 | Bank Holiday Acts Amend- Mr. Fuith{ull Bega Read 1 6 April (1447) 
ment 
28 | Beer Retailers’ and Spirit | Mr. Wm. Moore Read 2° 5 April (1376) Ili 
| Grocers’ Licences (Ireland) 
(No. 2) ae: 
143 |*Burial Grounds Sir M. White Ridley | Read 1° 26 Mar. (335) 
93 |*Census (Great Britain) Mr, Chaplin Royal Assent 27 Mar. 11 
|} (417) 
120 en (Ireland) Mr. Atkinson | Read 2” 22 Mar.(141): 
| Committee, Report, 154 
| Read 3° 29 Mav. 
(779): Royal Assent 168 
9 April (1504) 
105 |*Charitable Loans (Ireland) Mr. Atkinson Read 2° 22 Mar. (141): 
109 | Coal Mines (Prohibition of | Sir Charles Dilly Second Reading (a! 40 
| = Child Labour Underground) journed) 22) Mar. 
| (147): Read 2° 29 
Mar. (780); Com- 145 
mittee, Report, Read 
| 3° 2 April (1044) 
| \ 
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No. Title of Bill. 
20 Coal Mines 
Amendment 


Regulation Acts 


— *Consolidatcd Fund (No. 2) 


5 Corporal Punishment 


99 County Courts 


Court of Criminal Appeal 

83 *Keelesiastical Assessments 
(Scotland) 

Lducation (Schoo! Attendance) 
(Scotland) 

106) *Electoral Disabilities 


155 


(Mili 


130) tary Service) 

l42 * Elementary Education 

166 Executors (Sceouland) 

140 Factory and Workshop Act 
(1878) Amendment (No. 2) 

115) *Finanee 


Act 


S2 Highways and Bridges 
(1891) Amendment 


Industrial Schools 
“Inebriates Amendment 
land) [H.L. 


151 


149 (Seot 


118 *Land Charges [1.1 | 


‘52 *Land Registry (New Buildings) 


110. Local Government (Scotland) 
Act (1894) Amendment 

154 Local Government (Scotland) 
Act(1894)Amendment No.) 

168 Local Government (Seotland) 
Act (i894) Amendment 
(No. 3) 

140 *Lunacy Board — (Scotland) 


(Salaries, ete.) 


145 Merchant Shipping Acts 


Amendment 


VOL. LXXXI. | FourrH SERtEs. | 


Brought in by 


Mr. Wharton 
Mr. Moul: 


Mr. Pickersgill 

Mr. A. Grahain Murray 
Captain Sinclair 

Sir M. White Pidley 


Sir John Glorst 


Mr. Thomas Shaw 
Mr. Tlarwood 


Mr. J. W. Lowther 


Mr. Jeflre Ys 


Mr. Flower 


Mr, Akers Dougqlus 
Mr. EK. Poli ylson 


( ‘aptain Sinclair 


Mr. Alex. Cross 


Mr. A . 
Murray 


Graham 


Mr. Field 


Progress. 


Second Reading (ad- 
journed) 28 Mar. 
(595) 


Read 3° 22 Mar. (141); 
Roya: Assent 27 
Mar. (417) 

Second Kteading (put 
off for six months) 
28 Mar. (547) 

Second Reading (ad- 
journed) 3. April 
(1174) 

Read 1°30 Mar. (830) 


Read 2° 2 April (969) 
Read 1° 27 Mar. (457) 


? 


Consid’n, Read 3° 2 
April (1043) 

Read 1" 26 Mar. (334) 

Read 1’ 2 April (1044) 


Read 1° 23 Mar. (201) 


Mar. 
Mar. 


Committee 26 
(337); 27 
(458): 29 Mar. 
(720);  Considera- 
tion 2 April (959) ; 
Read 3’ 6 April 
(1447); Royal As- 
sent, 9 April (1504) 

Committee 28 Mar. 
(599) 


Kead 1° 27 Mar. (456) 
Read 1° 27 Mar. (431) 


Read 2° 6 
(1488) 

Read 1° 27 Mar. 
(456); Read 2° 6 
April (1497) 

Second Reading 
(House adjourned) 
6 April (1498) 

Read 1° 27 
(457) 

Read 1° 3 April (1079) 


April 


Mar. 


Read 1’ 22 Mar. (145); 
Read 2° 2 April 
(1009) 

Read 1° 26 Mar. (416) 
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144 
161 


169 


170 


36 
165 


114 


_ 


14 
165 


Title of Bill. 


Merchant Shipping (Liability 


ot Shipowners) 


Midwives 


Money Lending | H.1. | 


*Naval Reserve (Mobilisation) 


*Palatine Court otf 


| H.L. | 


Petty Customs Abolition (Scot- 


land) 


*Police Reservists (Allowances) 


*Poor Removal 


Durham 


Brought in by 


Sir Donald Currie 


Mr, Tatton Egerton 


Mr. Macartucy 


Captain Sinclair 


Sir M. White Ridley 


Mr. T. IV. Pussell 


*Railways (Prevention of Acci- Mr. Litchie 


dents) 


*Reformatory 
Schools (Scotland) 


*Sea Fisheries 
Shop Hours 
Amendment 


Acts 


Smaller Dwellings (Scotland) 


and = Industrial Wr. Jesse Collings 


Mr. Ritch i 


(1892) Vr. Steadinun 


Mr. Alerunder Cross 


Temperance Reform, Threefold = Mr. Parker Siwith 


Option (Scotland) 


Tenantsin TownsImprovement — Mr. Jacalvese 


(Ireland) 


Town Councils (Scotland) 


Vaccination 


*War Loan 


Mr. Asher 
Mr. Pickersqill 


Mr. J. WW. Lowther 


Workmen’s Compensation Aet = Col, Chaloner 


(1897) Amendment 
Workmen’s Compensation Act 


(1897) Extension 


Mr. Marry Foster 


Progress. 


Reported from Stand- 
ing Committee 3 
April (1077) 

Reported from Stand- 
ing Committee 27 
Mar. (456) 

Read 1° 29 Mar. (719) 


Second Reading (ad- 
journed) 2 April 
(1043): Read 2 6 
April (1473) 

Read 1° 29 Mar. (719): 
Second Reading 
(adjourned) 2 April 
(1038) 

Read 1°27 Mar. (457) 

Committee, — Report, 
2 April (1041); 
Considera’n 5 April 
(1376); Read 3) 6 
April (1473) 

Read 19 April (1534) 


Second Reading (ad- 
journed?) 22) Mar. 
(145): Read 2° 5 
April (1278) 

Read 1° 22 Mar. (59) 


Read 1°26 Mar. (336) 
Read 1° 30 Mar. (830) 


Read 1° 3 April (1079) 
Read 1° 3 April (1079) 


Second Reading (put 
off for six months) 
4 April (1178) 

Read 2° 2 April (1044) 

Read 1° 30 Mar. (831) 

Royal Assent, 27 Mar. 
(417) 

Bill withdrawn 4 April 
(1178) 

Reported from Stand- 
ing Committee, 2 


April (958) 
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VISCOUNT GORT. 

teport made from the Lord Chancellor, | 
that the right of John Gage Prendergast, | 
Viscount Gort, to vote at the elections of | 
Representative Peers for Ireland has been | 
established to the satisfaction of the Lord | 
Chancellor ; read, and ordered to lie on | 
the Table. 


| 

| 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. | 

| 

| 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 

House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upou the Table the Certificate 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- | 
ing Bill have been complied with : 


RUGELEY GAS. 
The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


LONDON COUNTY TRAMWAYS (No. 1) 
BILL. 


The order referring the Examiner’s 
Certificate of non-compliance with the 
Standing Orders to the Standing Orders 
Committee, discharged. 
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| WHITECHAPEL 


| LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL 


OF SESSION 1900. 


AND BOW RAILWAY 


BILL [H.L.}. 


MERSEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


|GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 


BILL [H.L.]. 


Committed: The Committees to be 
proposed by the Committee of Selection. 


ORDER 
BILL [H.L.}. 

Committed to a Committee of the 
Whole House To-morrow. 


CHURCH’S PATENT BILL [H.1.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with amendments. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR BOARD 
BILL [H.L.]. 


LINCOLN CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Reported with amendments. 


eT ee GAS BILL 
[H.L.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, no 
parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 
Table: The orders made on the 27th of 
February and on Monday last discharged ; 
and Bill committed. 


A 








3 Returns, 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [1.1.}. 
Report from the Select Committee, 

That the Committee had not proceeded 

with the consideration of the Bill, no 

parties having appeared in opposition 
thereto ; read, and ordered to lie on the 

Table: The orders made on the 23rd of 

February and on Monday last discharged ; 

and Bill committed. 


OTLEY URBAN DISTRICT 


WATER BILL [H.1.]. 
DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 


LANCASHIRE INEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 


Read 3¢, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


COUNCIL 


GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [H.L.}. 
Standing Order No. 92, considered 

(according to order) and dispensed with, 

with respect to a petition of the Viscount 

de Vesci. Leave given to present the 
said petition. 


COLONIAL BANK BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; Read 1¢; | 


and referred to the Examiners. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CIL BILL. 

Commons Message considered (accord- 
ing to order). 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morey): The object of 
the Resolution which stands in my name 
is that the Dublin Corporation Bill and the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill, which 
closely depends on the larger measure, 
shall be referred to a Joint Committee of 
Lords and Commons. This course is not 


an unprecedented one, though I admit it | 


is quite unusual. The great importance 
of the interests concerned in the question 
of the proposed extension of Dublin 
renders it desirable that the Bill should 
be referred to jas strong a Committee 
as possible, and I think your Lordships 
will find that in a Joint Committee of 
the two Houses you have an apt tribunal 
to deal with so important a measure. 
The Bill had a somewhat checkered career 
last year, and it is desirable, in the 


{LORDS} 


| 
| 1. Expenditure from 


Reports, ke. 2 


interests of all parties, that there should 
be no inconvenient differences of opinion 
between the two Houses on the question, 
This will be achieved by the course I 
propose, which will also save a great deal 
of expense. I understand from my right 
hon. Friend in the House of Commons 
that he agrees with me that a small Com- 
mittee will deal with this matter better 
than a large one, and I would propose 
that three, or, at the outside, four Members 
of this House should join with a like 
number of Members of the House of 
Commons. I have made these few 
remarks because the course suggested is 
an unusual one, but I think that, in the 
circumstances of the case, I can without 
hesitation recommend it for your Lord- 
ships’ adoption. 


Moved, That this House do concur in 
the following resolution communicated by 
the Commons, viz., “That it is expedient 
that the Dublin Corporation Bill and the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill be 
committed to a Joint Committee of Lords 
and Commons” (The Chairman of Com- 
mittees); agreed to; and a message 
ordered to be sent to the Commons to 

acquaint them therewith. 





| a 
| 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ée. 


| EDUCATION (ENGLAND AND WALES)— 


RETURN SHOWING :— 
the grant for 
| public education in England and Wales in 


‘the year 1899, and expenditure from 1839 
to 1899 ; 


| 2. Number of public elementary day 
| schools on the Annual Grant List on the 

August 31st, 1899; accommodation, 
{number of scholars, and average attend- 
| ance in those schools ; 


3. Detailed statistics of inspected 
| schools, 1898-99 : Public elementary day 
| schools, evening continuation schools, and 
| certified efficient schools ; accommodation, 
‘number of scholars, average attendance, 
| teachers employed, particulars of grant 
‘earned, income, expenditure, ete. ; 

| 4. Summary 
statistics ; and 


tables of educational 





5. Number of school boards under 


| various heads of population : 
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5 Money Lending {22 Marcu 1900} Bill. 6 


TREATY SERIES, 1900. | House, I wish to say one word with 

No. 7. Convention and Declaration | regard to it. I was not here when my 
between the United Kingdom of Germany | noble friend introduced it, so that I do 
for the settlement of the Samoan and | not know whether he did or did not act 
other questions; signed at London, | upon a suggestion which I made to him last 
November 14th, 1899 (ratifications ex- | session.* This is what I call thoroughly 
changed at London and Berlin, February | retrograde legislation. It fixes the price 
16th, 1900) ; | of money. I suggested last year that 





No. 8 Convention between the United | Whenever any member of this Govern- 


Kingdom, Germany, and the United 
States of America for the adjustment of | 


questions relating to Samoa ; signed at | 


Washington, 2nd December, 1899 (ratifi- | 


cations exchanged at London, Berlin, and | 


Washington, 16th February, 1900) ; 

No. 9. Treaty between the United 
Kingdom and the Republic of San 
Marino for the mutual extradition of 
fugitive criminals; signed at Florence, 
16th October, 1900 (ratifications ex- 
changed at Rome, December 5th, 1899). 


TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
No. 2390. Italy (1898 and 1899). 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 
1896. 


Order, dated the 14th of March, 1900, 
relating to the conveyance of animals by 
the Steamship “ Aldworth.” Laid before 
the House (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NEW BILL. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 
A Bill to check corruption—Was pre- 
sented by the Lord Russell of Killowen ; 
read 1¢; and to be printed. (No. 35.) 


MONEY LENDING BILL [H.1.]. 
[THIRD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- 


ing read. 


Moved, “ That the Bill be now read for 


the Third Time.”—(The Lord James of 


Hereford.) 


Tue Eart or WEMYSS: My Lords, 
before this Bill leaves your Lordships’ 


/ment brought in a retrograde measure, 


he should appear in the costume of 
the period to which legislatively he 
asked us to revert. My noble and learned 
friend is now asking Parliament to retro- 
| grade to the Dark Ages—to, I think, the 
customs of the 14th or the 13th 
centuries, when all these usury questions 
were in the hands of the clergy ; and, as 
I ventured last year to say, my noble 
friend would, if he had followed my 
suggestion, have appeared in the dress 


|of the Bishop of Hereford of that 
|period. I do not know whether he 
‘followed that very excellent and 


'valuable suggestion. If he had done 
| so it would, I think, have been a warning 
as to what this kind of legislation really 
_means. If you fix the price of one article 
_—and money is the article probably most 
|current in the world—why should you 
| stop at that? Why should you not fix 
| the price of other things? We all know 
| what exceptional legislation means. The 

landlords have had a pretty good turn of 

it with regard to exceptional legislation in 
| the matter of land. I remember hearing 
| Mr. Gladstone, when he brought in his 

Bill in 1870 which interfered with con- 
| tractsin Ireland, say, in eloquent language, 
| that it was purely exceptional legislation, 
'and that his hearers should not for a 
/moment imagine that it was going to 
-extend to other parts of the United 
| Kingdom. But it had not been passed 
| more than a year or two before it moved 
across the Irish Sea and settled in Scot- 
land, and our socialistic Government has, 
‘I believe, got another Bill for further 
/amending the law with reference to 
‘agricultural holdings. The point of my 
| argument is this. When once you begin 
| this sort of thing you never know where 
it will end. I recollect at that time 
| holding strongly the other view, that it is 
| not the duty of the State to make men’s 
contracts or to interfere with them, and I 
also remember pointing out to those who 

thought they were not interested because 
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7 Municipal Trading— 

they were not landlords, that they | 
could depend upon it, if this princi-| 
ple was once broken through, that 
the so-called exceptional legislation | 
would extend to almost everything. 


I have in my hand a copy of a Bill, 


entitled the Wages Boards Bill, the object 
of which is to “provide for the establish- 


ment of wages boards with power to fix | 


the minimum rate of wages to be paid to | 


workers in particular trades, the social- 
istic Home Secretary of the day having the 
power to say what those trades are to be. 
Such a Bill as this is the direct conse- 
quence of the legislation proposed by my 
noble and learned friend. The 
peculiarity of this Bill is the third clause, 
which says— 

“ A wages board shall consist of a Chairman 


and such number of other members, not more 
than four nor less than ten.” 


Who drafted that Bill I do not know, but 
these are the persons who have such great 
powers of calculation and who will fix the 
wages in every trade which the Home 
Secretary desires. The names at the 
back of the Bill are Sir Charles Dilke, 
Mr. Burns, Mr. McKenna, Mr. Tennant, 
and Mr. Trevelyan. Mr. Burns admitted 
to me, at a discussion at the Society of 
Arts last year, that the object he and 
those who worked with him had in view 
was that all the instruments of produc- 
tion should be in the hands of the State, 
and that private enterprise should be done 
away with. 
the rapid way in which this is being 
brought about. The Bill which my noble 
and learned friend is now 


great | 


I wish to call attention to | 


asking the | 


House to read a third time met with a | 
timely end in the House of Commons last | 


year, ‘and I hope it will meet with a like 
fate during the present session. 


Bill read 3¢ 
Amendment 
to the 


On Question, agreed to ; 
(according to order); an 
made; Bill passed, and sent 
Commons. 


YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [H.1.]. 

Amendment reported (according to 
order) ; and Bill to be read 3¢on Tuesday 
next. 


CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) BILL. 


Read 2¢ (according to order), and com- | 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole | 


House to-morrow. 


The Eari of Wemyss. 





Proposed Joint Committee. 8 


MUNICIPAL TRADING — PROPOSED 
JOINT COMMITTEE. 


THE EARL or MORLEY: My Lords, 
I beg to ask Her Majesty's Government 
whether it is proposed to appoint a Joint 
Committee of the two Houses to consider 
questions relating to municipal trading. 
I must at once admit to the House that | 
have asked this question not so much 
with a view of obtaining information as 
with a view of urging on Her Majesty's 
Government the importance of appointing 
as soon as possible a Committee to inquire 
into what is generally called municipal 
trading. There are a large number of 
Bills which, to some extent, deal with 
| this question, and I refer especially to 
| Bills by which municipalities take powers 
very largely to extend their tramways or 
electrical undertakings bey ond the borough 
limits. It is very difficult for Committees 
to whom these Bills are referred, if they 
are opposed, or for myself, in the case of 
unopposed Bills, to know quite how to 
deal with them without having some 
guidance from Parliament. It is also 
not quite fair to those who are 
introducing Bills that they should 
not know definitely what they will 
be allowed to do and what they 
will not be allowed to do. There- 
fore, I would very strongly urge upon 
the Government the necessity in the 
public interest that the Committee which 
was promised last year should be 
appointed as soon as possible, so that we 
may have some means of judging before 
the end of the session how these ques- 
tions of large and widespread importance 
should be dealt with. 


THE EARL oF WEMYSS: Before my 
noble friend answers the noble Earl, | 
should like to say that I am very glad 
this question has been put. Last night 
I had the honour of being asked to dine 
with the London Chamber of Commerce, 
where municipal trading was the question 
for discussion after dinner. The almost 
' unanimous feeling was expressed that it 
was necessary that some such Committee 
| as this should be appointed, in order to 
‘draw the line beyond which municipal 
| trading should not extend, for munici- 
| palities now enter into almost ev ery kind 
of trade. My own view is that it is by 
| private enterprise that our commercial 
country has attained its present position, 
and that national progress depends upon 
| private enterprise, and not upon the 
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municipalisation of inventions when they 


come out. 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY) : 


I presume from the fact that my noble | 


friend at the table has addressed this 
question to Her Majesty’s Government 
that he holds Her Majesty’s Government 
responsible for arranging these private 
Bills in this proposed manner. Now, I 
have always been taught that the Govern- 


ment takes no side in private Bills, and | 


that private Bills are left to the manage- 
ment of the very able Members in both 
Houses of Parliament who devote them- 
selves to that task. 
able as a member of the Government to 
give any answer to my noble friend. If 
he asks me individually I say it is very 
desirable that such a Committee should be 
appointed. 
channels of information: that a similar 


sentiment was expressed by the Leader of | 


the other House of Parliament, but we do 
not accept it as a Government measure. 


The House of Lords is perfectly willing 
to do its part in the appointment of this | 


Joint Committee, and as soon as the 


House of Commons has come to a similar | 
resolution I hope the Joint Committee | 


will set on foot what I have no doubt 
will be its very salutary deliberations. 


House adjourned at a quarter be- 
fore Five of the clock, till 
To-morrow, half-past Ten of 
the clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 22nd March, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


{22 Marcu 1900} 


I am not, therefore, | 


I observe in the ordinary | 





Business. 16 


| HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 

| As amended, considered ; to be read the 

| third time. 

| 

LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL 
(BY ORDER). 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


Mr. STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton), 
having been called upon, began to address 
the House 





Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
Perhaps I may be allowed to intervene in 
order to make an appeal to the pro- 
moters and opponents of these Water 
measures to postpone the consideration 
to another day, as the Irish Members 
have obtained this day, by arrangement 
with the Government, for the discussion 
of the financial relations between Ireland 
and England. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 1 
| would point out to the hon. Gentleman 
that he cannot take advantage of this 
| permitted interruption to raise a debate 
| on a motion for adjournment. 


| Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I had no in- 
tention of promoting a debate ; I simply 
desire to point out that this day has been 
| obtained by the Irish Members for the 
| discussion of a grave Irish matter, after 
| many difficulties and prolonged negotia- 

tions with the Government. I am sure 
| that when the First Lord of the Treasury 
| gave the Irish Members this day the right 
/hon. Gentleman was not aware that a 
large portion of the sitting, perhaps three 
or four hours, would be devoted to a dis- 
cussion on contentious private Bills. It 
would be a matter of grave injury to the 
Irish Members to take from them any of 
the precious time which they have 
obtained at so much trouble for the dis- 
cussion of this question. I appeal to hon. 








Report from one of the Examiners of Gentlemen interested in these Bills to 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the | postpone them for a few days, and to 
case of the following Bill referred on the | remove them from a position into which 
First Reading thereof, no Standing | by some mischance they have got. 

Orders are applicable, viz. :— | eli. ica hat 
Metropolitan Common Scheme (Peter- | Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Ly or on ; 
sham) Provisional Order Bill. |I would point out that the Bills have 
been set down for Second Reading “ by 


Ordered, That the Bill be reada second | order.” Surely that ought to settle the 
time to-morrow. 


| matter. 
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*Mr. SPEAKER: What does the hon. 
Gentleman in charge of the Bill propose 
to do? 


Mr. STUART: I hope that under the 
peculiar circumstances if I reply to this 
appeal I shall not lose my right of 
speech on the Bill itself. The London 


Water Bills were put down before any | 


arrangement had been arrived at with 


regard to the Irish question. Neither the | 


promoters nor the opponents of the Bill | 
are therefore responsible for the present | 
position. It will be remembered that | 
there was a good deal of disappointment | 
owing to the repeated postponements of 
the Bills last year, and I undertook that 
there should be no further postponement 
of the matter this year. However, I am | 
quite in the hands of the House, and am 
prepared to shorten the debate or post- | 
pone it. I will take the course the House | 
deems most convenient. 
| 
Mr. BOULNOIS (Marylebone, E.): | 
It is entirely by accident the Bills were 
put down for to-day. This is really the 
third postponement, and if we do not go 
on now it would be extremely hard upon 
those hon. Members who have come down | 
to-day. We have already lost a quarter | 
of an hour, but as far as we are concerned | 
on this side we will promise not to unduly | 
prolong the debate. | 


| 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Some of our 
men have been brought from Kerry. 
*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow any | 
further debate on this matter. It is not | 
strictly in order. The question put by | 
the hon. Member for Waterford has | 
been answered. | 
| 


Mr. STUART rose | 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Go| 
on, then. A very inconvenient course | 
has been taken, and one which will not | 
conduce to the progress of debate. Our 
men have come from Kerry ; those men 
have come from London. A penny ’bus 
fare against a £5 note. 











*Mr. SPEAKER: It is my duty to see 
that the ordinary course is followed, and | 
that the Orders of the House are carried | 
out. The Order is that this Bill shall be 
now read, and that must be done unless 
there is an agreement to put it off. 


| 
i} 





Business. 12 


MONS} 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): We only get an Irish day once in a 
| blue month. 


| Mr. STUART again essayed to speak, 
| but his voice was drowned with cries of 
| * Divide.” 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.): On a 
point of order, can I move, without any 
remarks, that the Bill be read a second 
time ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have already put 
that question. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): | 
would appeal to the President of the 
Local Government Board to guide the 
House in this difficulty. 


Mr. STUART again rose to speak, and 
was received with Nationalist cries of 


“ Divide.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I hope hon. Members 
will not drive me to a course which I 
should be extremely sorry to adopt. But 
I shall have to enforce the rules of the 
House, and such a course must deprive 
Members of the opportunity of discussion 
altogether. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Go on, then; go 
on. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I wish 
to ask you, Mr. Speaker, respectfully, in 
view of what has taken place, whether it 
is not in order to cry “ Divide.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in itself 
disorderly to ery “ Divide ” ; but the ery 
may be so raised as to become disorderly. 


Mr. STUART, speaking amid great 
interruption, said: I will occupy the 
shortest amount of time possible. I have 
no option now but to goon. I am nota 
free agent, but am in the hands of the 
House. It is not possible for me to with- 
draw the motion, for I gave a promise 
that I would not further postpone the 
Bills. Iam in an unfortunate position, 
having to speak amid great interruptions. 
I do mot know whether the Government 
will consent to postponing the Bills, 
seeing that they put the Irish debate 
down for this day. Perhaps the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board can 
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give the House some advice in the { adjourned, so that the promise of the 
matter. | First Lord may be kept in the spirit as 
| well as the letter. 

THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapuin,| Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): I hope, if I re-| Send for Balfour. 
spond to the appeal of the hon. Gentle- | 
man, I shall not be precluded from speak-| Mr. CHAPLIN : In the absence of the 
ing later in the debate. | First Lord of the Treasury I can give the 

House the positive assurance that there 
*Mr. SPEAKER: The right hon. was no idea on the part of my right hon. 
Gentleman can do so by the indulgence friend that the day given to the Irish 
of the House. Members should be curtailed. I have 
reason to believe that the debate on these 

Mr. CHAPLIN: Then I may say it} Water Bills will not take long if it is 
appears to me that this is a question to be allowed to proceed, and I am sure my 
settled, not by the Government, but by right hon. friend will not allow the Irish 
the promoters and opponents of the Bill.’ Members to be in the least damnified by 
So far as I am individually concerned I | these proceedings. 
should have thought they would have had 
no objection to the adjournment, but lam| Mr. STUART: I hope to be able to 
bound to say that after the attitude of shorten the discussion on these Bills, and 
hon. Members below the gangway on the will at once proceed with the task of 
Opposition side the position is entirely moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
altered. Hon. Members opposite have which deals with the question of the pur- 
attempted by threats [ Nationalist cries of chase of the London Water Companies. 
“No” | to coerce the House of Commons The necessity for a long debate has been 
and to prevent debate upon a subject | obviated to a large extent by the Report of 
which the House has ordered to be the Royal Commission which was recently 
debated this afternoon. In these cireum- issued. The Commission was asked 
stances if the House was to yield to the whether it recommended increased con- 
coercion of hon. Members below the gang- | trol, and the Report of that Commission is 
way, I cannot imagine a proceeding more | distinctly in favour of purchase, and in 
ill-calculated for the future good order of | consequence it is not necessary on the 
the House. present occasion for me to argue that 

question. For ten years in this House I 

Mr. JOHN REDMOND: The sense have argued it, and the question of pur- 
of fairness of the House will allow, chase is a foregone conclusion —-— 
me to say a few words. We had con- [Interruption. | 


siderable trouble in getting a day from the sin _ . 
Government. It now appears that these Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : On a point 
of order, having regard to the repetition 


Bills were set down before the appoint- . ; . 
ment was made, and it is clear that the of this scene, will the Government send 
for the First Lord of the Treasury ? 


Government, either intentionally or un- 
intentionally, has taken an unfair advan-| yy A. J, BALFourR here entered the 
tage of the Nationalist Members. I feel House, and Mr. Sruart resumed his 
sure, especially after what was said last | speech ; but his remarks were not intelli- 
evening, that the Leader of the House is gibly heard in the Gallery, owing to the 
in no way responsible for it. Tand my | noise proceeding in all parts of the 
colleagues have no desire to use threats or | {oyse = 

coercion ; but, naturally, having brought a 

Members from the most distant parts of . Mr. CALDWELL — (Lanarkshire, 
Ireland for the discussion of a very im- Mid): As I understand it, the question 
portant subject, on a day given by the has been put from the Chair that the Bill 
Leader of the House, we feel sore at find- be now read a second time. That being 
ing that another debate is to take place | so, is it not competent for a motion to be 
which will destroy the value of the con- | made that the debate be now adjourned ? 
cession made to us by the Government. | 

The House will see the reasonableness of | *Mr. SPEAKER: There is nothing to 
our demand that this debate should be prevent any Member who is in possession 


P] 
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of the House from moving such a motion, 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 16 


|Governments constantly find themselves 


but there is no right on the part of a| when an important discussion is to come 


Member to interrupt another Member in 
order to move the adjournment. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I am most 
anxious that this scene should not con- 
tinue, but I think the question could be 
settled by the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he would intervene and suggest the 
postponement of these Bills for a couple 
of days. Such a postponement could do 
no harm to the promoters or the oppo- 
nents, and it will have the effect of 
enabling the First Lord to keep his word 
to the Irish party in the spirit as well as 
the letter. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I am not sure, but, as a direct appli- 
cation has been made to me by the hon. 
Member, with the permission of the 
House, I might say how the matter 
stands, so far as the Government is con- 
cerned. What the hon. Gentleman has 
stated to the House is absolutely correct 
to the letter. There is no doubt what- 
ever that, when I arranged with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite and the House that 
to-day should be devoted to a discussion 
of the financial relations of Great Britain 
and Ireland, I intended that, so far as in 
me lay, it should be a full Parliamentary 
day. But the hon. Member for Water- 
ford has forgotten one circumstance, 
which I recall to his recollection, and 


that is that the private Bill business of the | 


House is in no sense under the control of 
the Government. I am not sure that 
that is a good system, but itis one which 
has long obtained in the House. The 
Government is never consulted and is 
never even informed as to the particular 
day on which the promoters of private 
Bills had arranged to bring them on. 
The result has constantly been that great 
inconvenience had arisen, certainly to the 
Government, and I think even to the 
House, by some important debate of 
national interest being postponed for 
hour after hour in consequence of a 
wrangle over a private Bill or set of Bills. 
If it rested with the Government to 
arrange private Bills for the general con- 
venience of the House these accidents 
would not occur. The hon. Member for 
Waterford will see, therefore, that the 
position in which he finds himself is only 


a repetition of the position in which | 


Mr. Speaker. 


| on. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: But we have 
only one day. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When the 
Government say, with regard to their 
own business, that such and such a Bill 
will be taken as the first Order on such 
and such a day, it is always understood 
to mean that that is subject to the 
exigencies of private business, over which 
the Government have no control. That is 
the broad position as regards Parlia- 
mentary business, and I think hon. Gentle- 
men opposite will agree that I have 
neither overstated nor misstated the case, 
As to the particular case now before the 
House, my own view is that the pro- 
'moters of these Bills would do well, in 
_ the peculiar circumstances of the case, to 
consent to a postponement, unless it can 
be shown that either the promoters or the 
opponents will suffer some substantial 
and incalculable loss by such a postpone- 
ment. I have no power of controlling 
their action, but that is my view, having 
regard to the fact that a large section of 
the House understood that this day was 
being giving over to them as far as the 
. Government could give it to them. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): The promoters have 
already made that offer. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The hon. 

, Member for Waterford will see that it is 
impossible to do anything more than make 

the appeal which I am now making to the 

promoters and opponents. Personally I 

hope that appeal will be met on both 

sides of the House, but, as the hon. 

Gentleman is aware, this is not a matter 

in which the Leader of the House has, or 

ought to have, any control. 


Mr. STUART : I believe, Mr. Speaker, 
I am still in possession of the House. I 
can only say, under the circumstances, I 
most heartily respond to the appeal of 
the right hon. Gentleman. I may say 
that this Bill was adjourned on several 
‘occasions last session. I was much found 
fault with, and I then undertook to pro- 
ceed with it when it next came on, but 
‘under the circumstances, if the House 
‘desires, I will move the adjournment 
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of these Bills. I am sure my own| 
personal position in the matter will not 
be found fault with, for I have done my | 
best to carry out what I believe to be | 
right. I beg to move that this debate be | 
adjourned until this day week. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | 
“That the debate be now adjourned.” — 
(Mr. Stuart). 


*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea) : 
this date was selected for the Second 
Reading of the London Water Bills I can 
assure the hon. 


this day had been allocated to them. 
We took every care we could at the time 
to fix upon a day for the general conveni- 
ence of the House, and we had not the 
least idea that this day was given up for 
Irish business or we would certainly have 
avoided this day. These Bills have been 
too often postponed, not only in this | 
session, but in other sessions, and we 
understood definitely and positively that 
they would be taken when we came | 
down to the House this afternoon. I | 
doubt very much whether the Leader 
of the House quite understands what g 
ow position in this matter is. I, 
should have been only too glad to con. | 
form to the agreement, and I would not | 
have had a word to say if--— 


{22 Marcu 1900} 


When | 


Members from Ireland | 


that we had no sort of conception that | 
| proceeded with. 


Business. 18 


every possible desire to give every kind 
indulgence to hon. Gentlemen’ from 
Ireland. But we come here to find our- 
| selves interrupted at the very outset of the 
| time set apart for private business. I do 
| not want to inflame passion; but, un- 
| doubtedly, the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Waterford must know that 
| the attitude of his supporters has been 
| provocative in the extreme. We are: 
now asked to acquiesce in the wish of the 
Leader of the House. But to a great 
extent that conclusion has been arrived 
| at by clamour and tyranny. It will be a 
bad precedent, and for my part I wish 
that the Bill set down for to-day had beem 


CotonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I would appeal to hon. Members 
on that side of the House who represent 
Ireland to give us three-quarters of an 
hour. In that time all our Bills would 
be finished. Now the Leader of the 
House apparently is going to give way, 
because we have been coerced by a certain 
section of the House. If business is 
to be conducted in that way, it will be 
open for any section above or below the 
gangway to prevent any private business. 
from going forward, 


*Sir FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
| LAND (Middlesex, Uxbridge): As one 


'who has lodged an opposition to one 


An Hon. MemBer: It was discussed | 
yesterday. 


*Mr. WHITMORE: As one of those 
responsible for fixing this day for the 
Second Reading of the Bill, I had not 
heard a single word of remonstrance from | 
any Irish Member. These Bills are 
important to us, and we were prepared to 
discuss them to-day with the greatest | 
possible brevity. What happened? We 
have now got to a quarter to four and 
not one single step forward has been | 
made. Really, if the hon. Gettleman | 
opposite had trusted us a little more, it is | 
probable that by this time we would have 
gone a considerable way towards the. 
Second Reading. Personally, I should , 
like to say to the House that I believe, if | 
they would give us their kindly indul- 
gence, we might finish both these Bills in 
a very short time. What I wish the 
Leader of the House to understand is that | 
we feel we have done nothing incon- 
siderate or irregular, and that we have 








| agree 


of these Bills, I hope the House will 
with the feeling of the First 
Lord of the Treasury. I cannot for- 
get that the Irish Members could have 
taken a great deal of the Budget night, 
and that they did not take that course. 
It was really an honourable understanding 
that they should have this day for them- 
selves. I cannot help thinking ‘that 
neither party knew in the least that these 
Bills were down. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I 


really must protest against the course 
proposed. Asa London Member I have 


/to say that we are as numerous as the 


Irish Members. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: 


| stolen your Parliament. 


Mr. BARTLEY: The only difference 
between us and them is that we are sup- 
porters of the Government. [Interrup- 
tion.] We have come here on this im- 
portant question of the water supply of 


We have not 
(Interruption.) 
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London, and for any section of this House 
—[Cries of ‘No section,” and interrup- 
tion]—to come down here—{Cheers, and 
interruption|—and simply to make a 
noise and prevent English legislation 
being carried out is, as my hon. and 
gallant friend says, a great scandal. I 


do think the House is coming to a very | 
{Hear, hear, and inter- | 


low ebb indeed. 


ruption.]| Of course, when a day was 


given to the Irish Members, and I must. 
say 1t was a very great concession to give | 


—[Cries of “ Oh !” and renewed disorder. } 
There is no other section of the House 
that have got a day. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: We had a Parlia- | 


ment instead of a day, and you robbed us 
of it. (Cheers, and interruption. | 


Mr. BARTLEY: I do say that it | 


seems a regular outrageous scandal that 
we should be treated in this way by a 
certain section of the House. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: It is no section. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I don’t know what | 


the hon. Member means by “no section.” 


Mr. 'T. M. HEALY: We are the Irish | 


nation. (Cheers, and disorder. } 


Mr. BARTLEY: It is certainly a 


section that has not set an example in the | 


way of the orderly conduct of business. 
{Renewed interruption.] It is not a 
section whose loyalty should give it 
privilege, and I say emphatically we 
ought to protest against this, and I hope 
we will decide against it. The time has 
not yet come when the House of Com- 
mons is to be dictated to by a rabble. 
[Interruption, and cries of “ Withdraw !”] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
will see that the expression is not one 
which he ought to have used. 


Mr. BARTLEY : If you, Sir, rule that 
this is not a rabble, I will withdraw the 
expression. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a proper 

form of withdrawal, and I must call on 
the hon. Member simply to withdraw 
the word. 


Mr. BARTLEY: Upen your ruling, 
Sir, I will withdraw the word. 


Mr. Bartley. 


{COMMONS} 


Business. 20 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not 
‘sure that I shall be able to con- 
tribute anything material to heal or 
cool down the passions which have 
unfortunately been stirred in this 
debate, but I will endeavour to do so, 
and I cannot help thinking that 
hon. Members will for a moment give 
me their attention. There are two 
quite distinct and separate cases before 
the House. One of these cases appeals 
to hon. Gentlemen opposite and [| 
think a good many on this side. The 


other case appeals to my hon. friends 


the Members for West Islington and 
Chelsea, and others who take that side. I 
think there is justification in both. Let me 
state what I understand to be the case of 
my hon. friends first. They say in the 
first place that they took all the ordinary 
| steps, and more than all the ordinary 
steps, to let it be known that these im- 
portant private Bills would come up to- 
day, and that when they came up to 
carry out their Parliamentary duties in 
the matter they were met by hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite, who without justifica- 
tion interrupted them with great clamour, 
and threatened that nofurther proceedings 
should take place, and if further proceed- 
| ings were attempted the speakers would 
not be allowed to be heard. I was not in 
| the House when these most regrettable 
threats were made, but at all events I 
_understand they were made, and conse- 
| quently my hon. friends on this side of 
the House cannot be said to be without 
| justification in the protest they have 
‘made. Having stated, not unfairly, what 
the case of my hon. friends is, let me state 
to the House what the case of the other 
side is. There is no justification for such 
threats, which are most regrettable. In 
‘fact their only possible excuse is 
that they were made in the heat 
/of passion, when expressions escape us 
| which sometimes we are sorry for after- 
| wards. When my hon. friend who has 
| just sat down states that it was a mere 
/matter of favour to give the Irish Mem- 
bers an opportunity for discussing the 
| financial relations, he had not the full 
| circumstances of the case before him. 
| What exactly occurred was this. It 
| appears that every Member has the right 
1on Budget night to put down a motion, 
| and that motion is in order if it be rele- 
| vant to any question connected with 
|finance. The result of that is, that but 
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9] Private Bill 


for the courtesy and consideration of hon. 
Members it would have been impossible for 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to lay be- 
fore the country his Budget proposals, not 
only to the great inconvenience of the 
House, but very likely great loss to the 
national Exchequer. In this particular 
case the loss to the Exchequer would 
probably have been calculated by hundreds 
of thousands of pounds. Under these 
circumstances the [rish Members undoubt- 
edly, to use a vulgar expression, had the 
Government ina cleft stick. They had 
amortgage on the Government time ; they 
had a bond for the full liquidation of which 
they were entitled to ask. Under these 
circumstances I cannot honestly say that 
it was a matter of favour to grant the Irish 
Members a day. When, therefore, the 
Irish Members found that there was the 
prospect of a debate which would take a 
long time—which, in previous years, had 
taken a long time—a sense of grievance 
naturally arose in their minds. In the 
heat of passion some threats were made, 
and some expressions were used which 
ought not to have been used. But I 
must ask my friends to consider the 
position in which the Government is 
placed. I quite agree that they 
have reasonable grounds of complaint. 
I quite agree that when the debate 
was interrupted by threats a natural 
and legitimate sense of grievance 
arose. That, I think, must be admitted 
on all sides. But that feeling is met by 
a not less legitimate grievance on the part 
of hon. Members opposite, and I cannot 
help thinking that under the circum- 
stances the House would be well advised 
in accepting the motion which has been 
made by the hon. Gentleman. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I do not know that it is necessary to say 
a word in support of the appeal made by 
the right hon. gentleman, but I have one 
advantage which he does not possess to 
the full, namely, that I have sat through 
the whole of these proceedings. It is 
evidently, on both sides, a mere matter 
of misunderstanding from beginning to 
end. The Irish Members suddenly dis- 
covered that this important private Bill 
was to come on in front of their motion. 
Hon. Members opposite say that if they 
had had three-quarters of an hour it would 
have been sufficient. We know by long 
experience of what hon. Members are 
capable, and that the discussion on a 
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private Bill, which excites strong feelings 
—almost hereditary strong feelings—in 
the way that this Bill does, might go on 
until it occupied nearly the whole sitting 
of the House. It was perfectly natural 
for the Irish Members to be alarmed 
as to their prospect. It may be said that 
they should have noticed that the Bills 
were down “by Order” for to-day, and 
raised this point before. But Members 
must remember that notices of private 
business do not attract the same atten- 
tion as notices of public business, and 
apparently it was not until last night 
they discovered this fact. In that case 
what are we todo ? It is quite impossible, 
as the right hon. Gentleman has said, 
that the Irish Members can, with any 
show of justice, be deprived of a full 
night for their discussion. On the other 
hand, Members who are interested in the 
London Water Bill divide themselves into 
two classes: those who are in favour of 
the Bill are quite willing that the debate 
should he postponed ; therefore, the 
matter rests with the opponents of the 
measure. How can they expect the 
House to look upon them with any great 
sympathy if, after all that has occurred, 
they insist on going on with the Bills to- 
day? I would therefore appeal to them 
in the strongest fashion not only to 
allow this motion to be carried, but to 
agree to it without a division. [* No, 
no!”] I would point out that they have 
no fault to find with the way in which 
the hon. Member behind me has behaved. 
If this motion is lost, my hon. friend will 
lose the chance, which he certainly 
deserves as well as any Member of this 
House, of taking part in the discussion. 
Though that is a small and_ personal 
point, I think it is one of some weight, 
and I trust that hon. Members, in addi- 
tion to all other considerations, will not 
be guilty of a certain discourtesy to my 
hon. friend who has had a rather difficult 
part to play to-day. 


Lorp HUGH CECIL (Greenwich) : 
As a Member who signed a circular sug- 
gesting that hon. Members of this House 
should vote against this Water Bill, 
perhaps I may venture to appeal to some 
of my hon. friends not to divide against 
the motion which has been made for the 
adjournment of the debate. As I under- 
stand, if there had been no altercation at 
the opening of this discussion, the interest 
of those who are opposed to these Water 
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Bills would have been equally served by | several parties to blame. In the first place, 
a discussion on some subsequent occasion. , no doubt, hon. Members from Ireland have 
Indeed, I apprehend they would have | somewhat misjudged the situation with 
been better served than to-night, because regard to the debate on the Water Bill. 
the Irish Members would probably not | I can assure them, as one who is consider- 
be here, and we should make a still! ably interested in this London water 
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better division list than on the present 
occasion. It seems to me that it is to 
our interest to have an adjournment, and 
I believe that everyone would have taken 
that view but for the way in which the 
matter has been pressed by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite. 
in such a circumstance as_ this 
another direction. We can console our- 
selves by the reflection that it was due to 
the action of the Unionist Members that 
there was not in existence a Parliament 


which would habitually demean itself as | 


hon. Members opposite have done. No 
one can sit in this House for very long 
and hear Irish Members discussing public 
business without coming to the conclusion 


that the whole of the proceedings of a_ 


Home Rule Parliament would be an 
absurdity and a scandal. That may do 
something to induce us to agree to this 
motion. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 


sincerely trust that neither the House nor | 


any part of it will be influenced by 
the remarks of the noble Lord who 
spoke last, but I hope the House will 
respond to the greater claim which the 
First Lord of the Treasury has to make 
an appeal to it. The right hon. Gentle- 


man has earned the right to make that | 


appeal by the work he has done not only 
for his country, but as Leader of this 


House, and he has appealed to us, not | 


from the motive or for the reason the 
noble Lord assigns, but in the interests 
of public business, and for the efficiency 
of good government, and, above all, for 
the dignity of the House of Commons. I 
trust that in the interest of that dignity 
the appeal of the First Lord will be 


responded to by the most intelligent | 


Members who support the Government. 


Sm W. HART-DYKE (Kent, Dart- 


ford): I have sat here undergoing con- | 


siderable pain in view of all the circum- 


stances of the case, and it is utterly im- | 


possible for any hon. Gentleman, be he 
a young Member or an old Member, to 
look upon these scenes with anything 
like complacency. As usual when there 
is any uproar and unrest, there are 


_ Lord Hugh Cecil. 


3ut our true consolation | 
is in} 


‘question, they have completely mis 
judged the time that the debate would 
have occupied. We _ were’ entering 
upon a discussion of great moment to 
this metropolis. At the same time, the 
question had arrived at such a stage that 
the dealing with it, to use a common 
expression, lay in a nutshell. The Report 
of the late Royal Commission had 
brought the whole matter into so narrow 
a focus that anything like a lengthy de- 
| bate was impossible. I might also men- 
tion that just when entering the House | 
was consulted in the lobby by a number 
of hon. Members of this side of the 
House who are considerably interested in 
this question, and we came to an agree- 
ment that not one of us should utter a 
single syllable during the aebate. There- 
fore I contend that I am right in saying 
hon. Members opposite completely mis- 
| judged the prospects of the debate. At 
the same time, I acknowledge that they 
/may have had some ground for a sense of 
soreness—for a feeling that they had been 
| given by the right hon. Gentleman the 
| Leader of the House something which 
was in reality a sham. But unhappily 
they proceeded on most unwise lines to 
urge their protest on the House, and I am 
bound to say they treated hon. Members 
on this side of the House with great want 
of courtesy. We are not disposed to be 
impatient with hon. Members from Ire- 
land. I know that, so far as my public 
life is concerned, not one of those hon. 
Gentlemen can say I have ever treated 
‘them unfairly. We have listened to 
speeches from those benches during this 
session which have given many of us 
great pain, but we have _ listened 
to them with patience, and_ neither 
in this House nor out of it have 
we said one word against them. There- 
fore, I think they should treat us witha 
little more patience than they have done 
on this occasion. Their method of inter- 
rupting this debate has, no doubt, created 
vast irritation on these benches, and lam 
not surprised that a number of my hon. 
friends are very likely prepared to vote 
| against this motion. If they like to do so 
| asa protest, surely no man of common 
sense can object to their conduct. But 
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J would make one appeal. 


Marcu 1900} 
There are {| ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie 
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other things to consider besides this irri- | and Mr. Hanbury. 


tation. 
Chair, Sir. I dislike to see you put to| 
the strain to which you have been put to- | 
day. As one who loves all the precedents | 
which surround the Chair in which you | 
sit, I venture to make an appeal to hon. 
Members—on your behalf, as one of the 
best representatives who has sat in that 
Chair, and on behalf of my right hon. 
friend the Leader of the House, as one of 
the best, surest, and most straightforward 
guides. On these grounds I venture to 
appeal to hon. Members to let this scene 
end, and to allow this debate to be 
adjourned. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Debate adjourned till Thursday next. 


CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 


“To amend The Central London Rail- 
way Act, 1891, with reference to cheap 
fares for labouring classes,” read the first 
time, and referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills. 


SHANNON WATER AND ELECTRIC 
POWER BILL. 

Ordered, That the Shannon Water and 
Electric Pow er Bill be committed to the 
Committee to be nominated by the Com- 
mittee of Selection for the Consideration 
of other Private Bills relating to electric 
power.—(Lord Balcarres.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional | 


Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 


relating to Basingstoke, Erdington, Farn- | 


ham, Felixstowe and Walton, Leek, 
Littleborough, Maryport, Nantwich, 


Ormskirk, and Penrith, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2). 

3ill_ to confirm certain 
Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, 
Cleethorpes - with - Thrunscoe, 
Exmouth, Newark, Penzance, Prestwich, 


Redcar, Sowerby Bridge, and Whitefield, | 


There is your position in the | 


Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
relating to Brierley 


Provisional | 


relating to Brierley Hill, | 
Elland, | 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Basingstoke, Erdington, 
Farnham, Felixstowe and W alton, Leek, 
Littleborough, Maryport, Nantw ich, 
Ormskirk, ‘and Penrith,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. (Bill 137.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
and 1888, 
Hill, Cleethorpes- 
with-Thrunscoe, Elland, Exmouth, New- 
ark, Penzance, Prestwich, Redcar, 
Sowerby Bridge, and Whitefield,” pre- 
sented, and read the first time; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. (Bill 
138.) 





PETITIONS. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 


Petition from Falkirk, against 
upon the Table. 


; to lie 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Hastings, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 


Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions, in favour, from King’s 
Lynn ; Chichester, Old Walsoken ; West 
| Walton ; Wisbech (two) ; and Chatteris ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 

etitions, in favour, from Rochdale ; 

Salford; Miles Platting; Trawden 

Glasgow; London; Upper Norwood ; 


owed 's 
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Croydon (two); and Wanstead; to lie! San Remo for the mutual extradition of 
upon the Table. fugitive criminals. Signed at Florence, 
Tee - , maa _ | 16th October, 1899.  Ratifications ex- 
SUNDAY piceke > niggas THSHIRE) changed at Rome, 5th December, 1899 
oe . oan by Command] ; to lie upon the Tab 
Petitions, in favour, from London and [by J; P _ 
Rochdale (two) ; to ie upon the Table. TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES), 
Copy presented of Diplomatic and Con- 
sular Reports, Annual Series, No. 2390 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


TEINDS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of the United Presbyterian 
Synod, against ; to lie upon the Table. 
Paper laid upon the Table by the Clerk 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
\ ) Ms of the House— 


Petitions, in favour, from Barrow- 


. P » rahawe- } 
stounness and Pollokshaws ; to lie upon BRIDLINGTON PIERS AND 
the Table. HARBOUR. 
Copy of Abstract of the General 
?ETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. Annual Account for the year ending 26th 


: July, 1899 [by Act}. 
NAVAL WORKS ACTS, 1895, 1896 AND oe 


1897. 
ee 
Account presented, showing the amount ewe be sap dialeneraei —— 
of money issued out of the Consolidated Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


Fund; the amount and nature of the to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
securities created in respect thereof ; the 
amount of the surplus of income over 
expenditure for the financial year ended MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
31st March, 1896, and the amount of — That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
money expended in pursuanee of the “An Act to amend the Law relating the 
Acts during the year ended the 31st Court of Chancery of the County Pala- 
March, 1899, together with the Report of tine of Durham.” Palatine Court of 
the Comptroller and Auditor General Durham Bill. (Lords. ] 

thereon [by Act]; to lie upon the Table, 


and to be printed. [No. 108.] And, also, a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
a a i further amend the Acts relating to the 
TREATY SERIES (No. 7, 1900). Harbour of Dundee ; and for other pur- 


Copy presented of Convention and poses.” [Dundee Harbour Bill, 1.1.] 
Declaration between tthe United King- 
dom and Germany for the settlement of 
the Samoan and other questions. Signed DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [u.1.] 
at London, 14th December, 1899, Ratifi- Read the first time; and referred to 
cations exchanged at London and Berlin, tn Rastnlaees of Petitions foc Petvits 
16th February, 1900 [by Command]: to py, 
lie upon the Table. ; 





AMWAYS (No. 2 
TREATY SERIES (No. 8, 1900). | - aaciaeaaiiad cine he. 
Re ae i f a perio | Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
the United Kingdom, Germany, and the to Jie upon the Table, and to be printed 
United States of America for the adjust. | P ee er 
ment of questions relating to Samoa. ae 
Signed at Washington, 2nd December, F 
1899. Ratifications exchanged at London, | QUESTIONS. 
Berlin, and Washington, 16th February, | Sine 
1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—LORD 


4 


LONDON COUNTY ' 
BI 


Table. METHUEN, GENERAL WAUCHOPE, 
AND COLONEL GOUGH. 
TREATY SERIES (No. 9, 1900). Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 


Copy presented of Treaty between the S.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
United Kingdom and the Republic of State for War whether any investigation 
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is to be made into the charges against 
Lord Methuen brought by Colonel Gough 
and other officers; and 


been assented to by the War Office. 
*THeE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, Dover): No 
charges have been brought against Lord 
Methuen by Colonel Gough, or any other 
officers. Colonel Gough has been in- 
formed that an inquiry will be held into 
his case, but that it cannot be held while 
the officers who will have to report are 
actively engaged in conducting operations 
in the field. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: As a matter 


of fact, is Colonel Gough not at present 
at home ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not think 


that arises out of the question. 

Mr. SWIFT MaAcNEILL: Very well. 
I will put it to-morrow. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the attention of the authorities 


of the War Office has been directed to | 
the statement in Lord Methuen’s des- | 


patch, with reference to the battle of 
Magersfontein, that General Wauchope 
had told him that he quite understood his 
orders, and made no further remark ; and 
has Lord Methuen been asked whether 


Major-General Wauchope expressed _ his | 


difference of opinion as to the scheme of 


operations which, in obedience to his | 
commanding officer, he was ordered to | 


carry out. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first question is in the affirmative, and 
to the second in the negative. 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT— 
LORD METHUEN’S DESPATCHES. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
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| fought, when the leading incidents are 
| fresh in the memory ; was Lord Methuen 
whether an | 
inquiry demanded by Colonel Gough has | 


requested to furnish his despatch with 
reference to the battle of Magersfontein 
by the military authorities at home both 
by cablegram and letter ; how often were 
| these requests made to Lord Methuen, 
and what are the dates on which they 
were made; and what were Lord 
Methuen’s replies either by telegram or 
by letter thereto. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I regret that I am 
unable to reply in detail to the hon. 
Member’s questions. I may, however, 
point out that a despatch is a formal 
document submitted by the officer in 
command, from which subordinate reports 
should, as a rule, be excluded. Sir R. Buller 
originally sent home a communication from 
Lord Methuen which covered a number of 
such reports, dated 4th January. Lord 
Roberts was accordingly asked (6th Feb- 

| ruary) to direct Lord Methuen to embody 
these in a formal despatch. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Then am I 
to understand that the despatch dated 
15th February is not the original despatch 
sent by Lord Methuen, but an amended 
despatch ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
is to understand that this is a despatch, 
and that the previous communications 
were not despatches. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Well, but 
were these previous communications from 
Lord Methuen? I appeal to you, Mr. 
Speaker. Am I not entitled to press this 
question ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
Under Secretary has answered the 
| question on the Paper fully, though not 


perhaps to the satisfaction of the hon. 
| Member. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: No, Sir. 


ask the Under Secretary of State for War | 


what explanation, if any, has the War) 


Office to offer for the interval that has 


elapsed of more than two months between | 


the battle of Magersfontein on 10th and 
11th December, and the writing of the 
official despatch describing that battle by 
Lord Methuen, which is dated 15th Feb- 
ruary ; whether it is the practice that 
despatches describing engagements should 
be written by officers in command imme- 
diately after the engagements have been 


SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—MR. RHODES 
AND COLONEL KEKEWICH. 
|. Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
| shire, Eifion): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that during the siege of Kimberley 
| Mr. Cecil Rhodes’ organ, the Diamond 
| Fields Advertiser, was suppressed by the 
| military authority on account of its 
| attacks on British generals, and that Mr. 
| Cecil Rhodes, owing to his interference 
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with the local military authority, was 
threatened by such authority with arrest, 
and by whose orders was it that the arrest 
was not carried out. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have no know- 
ledge of these incidents. 


PRIVATE PROPERTY 1N THE SOUTH 
AFRICAN REPUBLICS. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether the declaration made 
by Sir Alfred Milner is intended to mean 
that forfeiture of landed property by the 
Transvaal Government made after the 
10th October, 1899, for non-payment of 
ordinary taxes, or for any other cause, 
will be annulled by the British Govern- 
ment, or whether that declaration is 
intended to apply only to non-payment of 
war tax ; and if the latter is the meaning, 
what facilities, if any, are to be afforded 
to British subjects to pay the ordinary 
taxes and to obtain receipts, having 
regard to the fact that the ordinary 
channels for such purposes are not avail- 
able. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): The notice issued on 
26th January covers cases of confiscation 
for the non-payment of ordinary rents or 
licences, as well as those for failure to pay 
the new War Tax. The War Tax must 
not in any ease be paid, but Her Majesty’s 
(Jovernment raise no objection to the 
payment of ordinary rents or licences 
under contracts made prior to the com- 
mencement of the war. 


Mr. KIMBER: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say by what means or by 
what conduit persons owing ordinary 
taxes can pay them, and to whom ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: No, I do 
not think it is my business to suggest by 
what conduit or how they should pay 
taxes to the Transvaal Government. If 
the rates of pay are subject to contract 
prior to the war Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment will not take any proceedings 
against them. 


WIRE NIPPERS. 
Sir LEWIS M‘IVER (Edinburgh, 
W.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office what is the total num- 
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' ber of pairs of barbed wire nippers which 
have been supplied to units or despatched 
in bulk to the Forces in South Africa ; 
and does the War Office contemplate 

| sending out a substantial addition to the 
supply now at the Cape. 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.) : 8,688 pairs 
have been sent out or supplied to units, 
All demands from South Africa have been 
more than complied with, but further 
supplies will be sent as they are received 
from the trade. 


GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : 
Have any complaints been received about 
these wire nippers 4 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: Not 
that I know of. 


BOOTS FOR THE TROOPS. 

GENERAL RUSSELL (Cheltenham) : 
I beg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether any reports have 
been received from South Africa to the 
cffect that the boots supplied to the in- 
fantry have again proved to be of inferior 
quality ; and whether large reserve stores 
of boots are now stored there, and whether 
more will be forwarded. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
foreign service handsewn steel-billed boot 
and the hob-nailed boots received from 
India and Egypt have proved satisfactory 
for infantry ; but Lord Roberts has com- 
plained of the home-pattern clump-soled 
boot. We have sent out, in round num- 
bers, 108,000 home and 132,000 foreign 
pattern ; and more will be sent as fast 
as they can be procured. The hand-sewn 
boot trade seems to be an expiring indus- 
try, and we are endeavouring to obtain a 
pattern of machine-sewn boot which shall 
be equally suitable for home or foreign 
wear, 


QUICK-FIRING GUNS. 

Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether he is aware that in 
September, 1890, there was an exhibition 
by the firm of Gruson, of Magdeburg, 
Prussia, of quick-firing guns and of car- 
riages adapted for being easily got in and 
out of position, and that General Joubert 
and his staff attended on behalf of the 
South African Republic ; and whether he 
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has any information as to the purchases 
then made on behalf of the said Republic. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The exhibition was 
attended by British officers, who duly 
made their reports ; in these it is men- 
tioned that General Joubert was present. 
It is not known whether he made any pur- 
chases at the time. 


PROPOSED WAR RECORD COINAGE. 

Mr. AIRD (Paddington, N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer if he 
will consider the desirability of placing 
a distinctive mark upon the remainder of 
the present year’s coinage, or upon some 
portion of it, as a record of the war in 
South Africa. 

THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I am afraid I cannot 
entertain the suggestion of my hon. 
friend. It has not been the practice 
to make alterations in the designs 
of the coinage in order to record the wars 
in which this country has been enaged, 
and [ do not know of any reason for 
making an exception in the case of the 
war in South Africa. 


WAR FUNDS — PROVISION FOR 
RELATIVES OF INDIAN CAMP 


FOLLOWERS. 

sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe) : I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether the Transvaal Refugees’ 
and other War Funds, to which our 
Indian fellow subjects have subscribed, 
will be available for the relief of the 
wives and families of the killed and 
wounded amongst the Indian camp 
followers, who have been and are serving 
with Her Majesty's troops in South 
Afriea; and, if not, whether he would 
use his good offices to enable this purpose 
to be achieved. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. HAmitton, Middlesex, 
Faling): I have been in communication 
with the Patriotic Fund Commissioners, 
and am informed that arrangements are 
being made for the grant of relief to the 
wives and families of Indian camp 
followers incapacitated on account of 
service in South Africa. 

PRESS CENSORSHIP—SUPPRESSED 

CABLEGRAMS. 

Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon) : 
Lbeg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
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for War whether he can now state why a 
cablegram sent on the 14th February last 
by Mr. Mackarness, chairman of the 
South Africa Conciliation Committee, tc 
the South African News, Cape Town, 
recording a resolution passed at a Liberal 
Conference in London, was stopped by 
the Government Censor at Cape Town ; 
and why no notice of its having been 
stopped was given for more than a fort- 
night to the sender. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The — military 
authorities at Cape Town have full dis- 
cretion to censor any telegram, and there 
is no intention to interfere with their 
exercise of that discretion. 


BRITISH WOUNDED PRISONERS. 

Mr. LEES KNOWLES (Salford, W.) : 
[I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if Her Majesty’s Government 
will communicate with Lord Roberts with 
a view to obtain at once the release from 
the Boers of such prisoners as those who 
were wounded at Glencoe and left at 
Dundee under the Geneva Convention, 
proposing, if he is unable to obtain the 
release of all upon conditions, to obtain 
at least the release of those who are in 
need of special medical or surgical treat- 
ment, upon their giving their word under 
certain conditions to place themselves 
again at the disposal of their captors. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
K.): A communication has been made to 
Lord Roberts in the sense suggested by 
my hon. friend. 


CONDUCT OF GERMAN SAILORS AT 
PORTSMOUTH. 

Mr. NICOL (Argyll): In the absence 
of the First Lord of the Admiralty I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary a ques- 
tion of which I have given private notice, 
as to whether the attention of the 


| Admiralty has been called to a statement 


in the public Press, that three cheers for 
the Boer Republics were given by the 
sailors of the German _ battleship 
“ Deutschland,” at Portsmouth, under the 
eyes of their own officers, and whether 
there is any confirmation of this state- 
ment. 

*Tuk SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. MACARTNEY, Antrim, 8.) : 
Yes, Sir, the attention of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty has been called to the 
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statement contained in my hon. friend’s 
question. He has caused inquiries to be 
made at Portsmouth, and as the result of 
those inquiries, he believes the report to 
be a pure fabrication without any founda- 
tion whatever. 
AND MILITIA—OFFICERS’ 
ALLOWANCES. 

Masgor RASCH (Essex, S.E., on behalf 
of the hon. Member for Bath, Colonel 
WynpHAM Murray): [ beg to ask the 
Under Secretary otf State for War 
whether officers of the Reserve who have 
retired on a gratuity earned during past 
service, and who have now volunteered 
for duty with the Royal Reserve batta- 
lions, have been informed that a deduc- 
tion will be made from their pay ona 
caleulation according to the value of such 
gratuity, and whether notice was given 
of such deduction before their services 
were accepted ; aud whether officers who 
return to mounted duty with reserve 
battalions will receive a proportionately 
larger allowance for the provision of 
horses and saddlery than those returning 
for company duty. 

Coronet M‘CALMONT (Antrim, E.): 
I beg at the same time to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether 
Militia officers who have served in the 
Army, and retired on receipt of gratuity, 
subsequently joining the Militia, are now 
on embodiment mulcted at the rate of 5 


RESERVE 


per cent. on such gratuity, thus reducing , 


the pay in the case of a commanding 
officer who had served in the Army by 
£60 to £70 a year, as compared with one 
who had never served. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: No officer is 
allowed to draw both retired pay and full 
pay ; and it has always been held that 
the gratuities given to officers on retire- 
ment are a commutation or capitalising of 
retired pay. Therefore, unless a deduc- 
tion is made, it is held that the officer 
who retired with a gratuity is unfairly 
favoured as compared with the officer who 
retired on a pension. But the question 
is now being again considerel. In reply 
to the second paragraph of the question 
of the hon. Member for Bath, mounted 
officers receive higher rates of pay to 
cover their greater expenses, and no 
special allowance will be made to them. 

CADET BATTALIONS — PROPOSED 

CAPITATION GRANT. 
Mr. WARR (Liverpool, E., Toxteth) : 
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State for War whether, having regard to 
the desirability of giving further encour. 
agement to the formation and efficient 
maintenance of cadet battalions, he will 
in the new Volunteer Regulations con- 
sider the desirability of giving to these 
battalions, besides the official title and 


_the loan of rifles and camp equipment, to 


which Government assistance is now 
limited, a capitation grant for each 
exlet complying with conditions of 


etticiency, a grant for camp attendance, 
and a gratuitous issue of ammunition, 
ball and blank, and travelling expenses to 
a range for at least one annual atten- 
dance. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: This question of 
eadet battalions has been thoroughly con- 
sidered, and it has been decided not to 
increase the assistanee now given. 


SANDHURST CADETS COMMISSIONS. 

Sm CHARLES CAYZER (Barrow-in- 
Furness): I beg toask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War when the cadets 


. who passed for Sandhurst in June last 


will receive their commissions, having 
regard to the fact that they have had six 
months military training and are generally 
older than the public school boys who 
have been given commissions at the age 
of eighteen. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The cadets at the 
College who joined last August should 
leave next June. No commissions have 
as yet been given to the public schools, 
nor is it intended to give any until the 
course at Sandhurst shall have been com- 
pleted. 


INSPECTOR-GENERAL OF AUXILIARY 
FORCES. 

CoLtonEL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, in selecting officers for the 
post of Inspector-General of Auxiliary 
forces and Recruiting, it has been the 
practice to attach more weight to their 
general efliciency as staff officers than to 
their special knowledge and experience 
of the Auxiliary forces ; and whether it is 
intended, in filling the new posts on the 
headquarter staff that will deal with the 
Auxiliary forces, to select from those who, 
by serving as adjutants of Auxiliary 
forces, or by being otherwise employed 
with them, have acquired special know- 
ledge and experience of those forces. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM : In reply to the first 

paragraph the officers have been selected 
for their general suitability for the 
various duties entrusted to them. <A 
special acquaintance with the Auxiliary 
forces will guide the selection of the new 
staff referred to in paragraph two. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mason RASCH (Essex, S.E.): [ beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that Messrs. 
Underwood and Sous, Limited, are also 
trading as Hood and Moore, Mr. Under- 
wood, jun., being managing director, and 
whether the latter firm contracts for Her 
Majesty’s Government; whether he is 
also aware that the firm trading under 
the name of Brown is identical with 
Underwood ; and whether, seeing that 
Mr. Underwood, sen., is a Justice of the 
Peace for Brentford, he proposes to take 
any action in the matter, 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
solicitors of Hood and Moore’s Stores, 
Limited, inform me that a Mr. H. Ty 
Underwood, one of the directors of that 
company, is a2 junior partner in the firm 
of Underwood and Son. Hood and 
Moore’s Stores are not on the War Office 
list of contractors. The solicitor of Mr. 
John Brown informs me that he has com- 
menced an action against Underwe od and 
Son, Limited, in connection with the 
“Manchester Port” hay. This circum- 
stance would seem to dispose of any sug- 
gestion that Brown and Underwood are 
identical A Mr. Edwin Underwood 
who, as late as October, 1898, held shares 
in Underwood and Son, Limited, is a 
Justice of the Peace. 

Mason RASCH: Has the Department 
vet received the advice of the law officers of 
the Crown with reference to prosecutions 
in this case ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : 


Sir, but I am expecting it to-morrow. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheftield, 
Hallam): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office whether on 
12th March, when the Return No. 94, 
Government Contracts, was signed, the 
War Office were aware that the con 
tractors, whom in the said Return they 
named as J. E. Bennett and Sons, were 
really a limited liability company, with 
the registered statutory name of Under- 
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wood and Co., Limited, or Underwood and 
Son, Limited. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Some 
days before the presentation of the return 
a statement reached the War Office 
pointing to the conclusion that there was 
a connection between J. I. Bennett and 
Sons and Underwood and Son. But 
there was no evidence which would have 
justified us in stating in a Parliamentary 
Paper that the two firms were in reality 
one and the same. The name given in 
the Return was, therefore, the name 
which was upon the War Office list. It 
has since appeared that Underwood and 
Bennett are identical, and an amended 
Return will be furnished. 


Mr. STUART-WORTLEY : On what 


date was proof obtained of the identity of 


Messrs. Bennett with Messrs. Under- 
wood 7 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
Return was laid on the Table on the 


12th, and it was not until four or five 
days after that date that evidence was 
received which would have justified the 
inclusion of Underwood’s name. 


MILITIA MEDICAL STAFF CORPS 


PAY. 


Sir HERBERT MAXWELL (Wig- 
ton): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 


of State for War whether the pay of 
privates in the Militia Medical Staff Corps 
is lower than that of the regular Medical 
Staff Corps by 2d. a day; and if so, 
whether there is anything in the nature 
of the duties of the Militia Medical Staff 
Corps during embodiment to justify the 
difference being maintained. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: My hon. friend is 
under a misapprehension. On embodi- 
ment the rates of pay are the same. 


SOUTH CORK MILITIA—NON-PAY- 
MENT OF BOUNTY. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Oftice what is the cause of the delay 
in paying the bounty to which the men 
of the South Cork Militia (3rd Battalion 
Royal Munster Fusiliers), recently called 
out for special service and since dis- 
charged, are entitled in respect of such 
service, and when the bounty will be 
paid. 


B 2 








39 (uestions. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: [ am 
sorry I must again ask my hon. friend 
to postpone this question. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: May I call 
attention to the fact that this question 
has been now on the Paper fora fortnight, 
and that the delay in answering it is a 
great aggravation of the grievance com 
plained of. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: 1 
admit that that is so,and I greatly regret 
it. [have done all I could to get the 
question answered, but unfortunately | 
have failed. The matter has not been 
lost sight of, and notice will be taken of 
the delay. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Will the 
hon. Gentleman ask if the delay in giving 
this bounty to the soldiers has heen deli- 
herately contrived in order to punish 
them for not volunteering for the front ? 


[No answer was given. | 


MILITIA—OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES. 

COLONEL M‘CALMONT : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
why the bonus of £100 given to officers 
of Militia regiments on disembodiment 
instead of mess allowance is to be with- 
held from adjutants and quartermasters. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : r 

given on disembodiment to all officers 
sent back to civil life after a period of 
temporary employment. There are no 
grounds for giving it to officers who are 
continuously employed on full pay. 


This gratuity is 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR RECRUITING 
AGENTS. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War when the revised in- 
structions forthe employment of recruiting 
agents will he issued. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The revised in- 
structions are in the hands of the printer. 
It is hoped that they will be issued in a 
few days. 


MAGAZINE RIFLES. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether having regard to the 
importance in modern warfare of rapidity 
of loading, to the admitted inferiority in 
that particular of the service rifle now 
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supplied to our troops, and to the sums 
voted by Parliament for the equipment 
of the Army, the War Office will con- 
sider the propriety of taking immediate 
steps to bring the British service rifle in 
respect of its loading arrangements up to. 
an equality with the rifle in use by the 
Boers, and with the other well-known 
rifles, so that our soldiers may not be 
placed at a disadvantage in the field as 
compared with the soldiers of other 
Powers. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: ft is not admitted 
that the British rifle is inferior in rate of 
continuous fire to the rifle of any other 
Power. Experiments are, however, being 
made to secure greater expedition in the 
process of replenishing the — existing 


magazine. It should be remembered 
that our rifle is intended to be used 


normally as a single-loader ; the magazine 
with its ten cartridges being kept as a 
reserve. 


LIGHTHOUSES IN THE RED SEA. 
Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver: 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs if 
he can say what progress has been made 
in the construction of the four new light- 
houses in the Red Sea—tiamely, those at 
Mocha, Zebair, Abu Ail, and Jebel Teir, 
which, it was stated last year, had beer 
arranged for by the Porte with the Ad- 
ministration des Phares. 
*Mr. BRODRICK: No 
regard to the construction of these four 
new lights has been reported to Her 
Majesty's Government. 


progress If 


RUSSLA AND TURKEY—RAILWAY 
CONCESSIONS. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs have Her Majesty's 
Government received any information 
relative to the demand made of the 
Government of Turkey by the Russian 
Government of an exclusive concession of 
the railway line from Kara Ourghan to 
Erzeroum, and the further demand of the 
concession of a railway from Samsoun to 
Siwas ; have they any information to the 
effect that M. Zinoview, the Russian Am- 
bassador at Constantinople, has informed 
the Turkish Government that Russia 
forbids Turkey to grant to any other 
person or government than Russia any 
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railway concession whatever in the north 
of Anatolia : did the British Ambassador 
at Constantinople have an audience of 
His Majesty the Sultan on the 2nd 
March, and were the Russian demands 
then made the subject of communications ; 
and can he say what attitude Her 
Majesty’s Government proposes to adopt 
with regard to these demands. 


Eart PERCY (Kensington, 8.) : [beg 
at the same time to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, 
whether the Russian Government has 
applied to the Porte for a concession 
eonfering upon them the right of vetoing 
the construction of railways in the 
northern provinces of Asiatic Turkey ; 
and, if so, whether, in view of the fact 
that the exercise of any such right must 
seriously impede or render impossible the 
amelioration of the condition of the 
population of these provinces, Her 
Majesty’s Government have made any, or 
intend to make, any representations to 
the Turkish or Russian Governments on 
the subject. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Her Majesty's 
Government are unable to give infor- 
mation to the House respecting the 
negotiations between Turkey and Kussia, 
which are understood to be of a confi- 
dential nature, nor would it be convenient 
to make any declaration of policy with 
regard to them. Sir N. O'Conor had an 
audience of the Sultan on the date 
mentioned. It is contrary to usage to 
make public the subjects treated on such 
“occasions, but no reference was made to 
Russian claims or demands. 


TREATIES WITH FOREIGN POWERS. 

Mr. HEDDERWICK: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether he will state the number 
of treaties and conventions that have been 
concluded between Great Britain and 
Foreign Powers sinee Ist January, 1899, 
and give the names of the Foreign 
Powers with whom such treaties and con- 
‘ventions have been concluded. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The hon. Member 


will find in the library various treaties 


and conventions which have been con- 
cluded between Great Britain and 


Foreign Powers since Ist January, 1899. 
They are about twenty in number. 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK: Have any 
treaties or conventions been concluded 


which have not been published / 


[The answer was inaudible. | 


UGANDA RAILWAY CONTRACTS. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): [ beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if, in arranging freight 
for transport of material for the Uganda 
Railway, the Crown Agents for the 
Colonies employed any firm of ship- 
brokers ; if so, who were they, and what 
commission was paid such firm of brokers ; 
and did the Crown Agents charge their 
one per cent. on such Commission. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : The Crown Agents 
for the Colonies have employed their 
shipping agents, Messrs. J. and A. B. 
Freeland, in arranging freight for Uganda 
Railway materials, and have paid them 
sixpence per ton for their services. The 
answer to the second part of the question 
is in the negative. 


BRITISH CONSULATE AT 
BUTLIS. 

Earn PERCY: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether it has heen decided to 
abolish the British Consulate at Bitlis ; 
and, if not, whether any steps have been 
taken since last October to fill the 
vacancy. 


ARMENIA 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The British Vice- 
Consulate at Bitlis has not been abolished. 
The post is at present vacant, but Is 
visited as oceasion arises by Her Majesty's 
Vice-Consul at Van, and if events should 
occur in Armenia rendering an appoint- 
ment desirable, Her Majesty’s Ambassa- 
dor at Constantinople has authority to 
take the necessary steps. 


COLONIAL GOVERNMENTS AND THE 

DRAFT COPYRIGHT BILL. 
*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : I 
heg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether any replies have yet 
been received from the Colonial Govern- 
ments to which the draft Copyright Bill, 
which passed the House of Lords last 
year, was forwarded : and, if so, what is 
the nature of those replies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The only 


replies at present received are those of the 
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Cape Colony, Natal, and South Australia. 
South Australia, in view of the approach 
of Australian federation, desires at present 
to express no opinion on the provisions of 
the Bill. Cape Colony and Natal report 
favourably on the Bill, but suggest cer- 
tain modifications in points of detail for 
its improvement, which it would be im- 
possible to explain within the limits of an 
answer to the hon. Member’s question. 


THE WAIMA CLAIMS. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
Districts): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor 
of the Exchequer whether he has caused 
to be paid to relatives of the British 
officers killed in December, 1893, at 
Waima the sum of £200 in part satisfac- 
tion of their claim for compensation 
pending the termination of the negotia- 
tions with the Republic of France ; and 
whether, seeing that some of these rela- 
tives are still in difficult and straitened 
circumstances, he will now arrange to pay 
them such compensation as the Govern- 
ment might have reasonably claimed, or 
still may reasonably claim, from the 
Republic of France hy way of indemnity. 

Tue CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): The sum named in the first para- 
graph of the question has been paid. It 
was recommended by the Foreign Office 
to be paid by way of temporary relief, 
and I agreed to the recommendation on 
learning from the Foreign Office that the 
French Government were prepared to 
accept arbitration and admit the principle 
of an indemnity to the British sufferers, 
if it was established that Waima was in 
British territory, a matter which, in the 
opinion of the Foreign Office, was no 
longer in doubt. Iam not aware, how- 
ever, that any progress has been made in 
the matter since which would justify the 
request made in the latter part of the 
question. 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: Cannot the 
right hon. Gentleman grant a further 
sum, seeing that some of these people are 
in somewhat straitened circumstances ? 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I think not. 
It must be remembered that they have 
already received more than is given to 
the relatives of officers killed in action. 


STAMP DUTY ON DEBENTURES. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
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whether he is aware that the Board of 
Inland Revenue in March last demanded 
from a large number of companies pay- 
ment of extra stamp duty upon deben- 
tures and other securities in respect of 
the premiums at which the companies had 
reserved the option of redeeming such 
debentures ; and, under threat of penalties 
being inflicted, a large number of com- 
panies paid such demand, and at great 
expense and commercial inconvenience 
got in such debentures and had them 
extra stamped ; will he explain why, see- 
ing that in December last the Court of 
Appeal decided that the demand of the 
Inland Revenue Department was illegal, 
the Department has refused to refund the 
extra duty unless the companies will 
again call in the debentures and produce 
them to have the stamps obliterated, 
which the companies have no power to 
compel the holders to do, and in many 
cases cannot do, and much further expense 
and commercial inconvenience would be 
occasioned thereby to thousands of in- 
vestors and holders ; whether he has con- 
sidered or will be advised by the Law 
Officers upon the question of the legal 
liability of the Crown to repay the money 


without imposing the condition in ques- 


tion ; and whether he can see any way of 
affording relief to those aggrieved. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The first 


paragraph no doubt refers to a circular 


which the Board issued in March, 1899, 
although it hardly describes the Board’s 
proceedings accurately. In December, 


1899, the decision of the High Court, to 


which the circular relates, was reversed 
by a judgment of the Court of Appeal. 
The Board have decided to acquiesce in 
this latter judgment, and they have 
agreed to repay duty that was paid under 
protest, or with any implied understand- 
ing that the question of amount of duty 
might be reconsidered after the appeal 
had been decided. In considering claims 
for repayment, the Board have felt com- 


yelled to waive exact compliance with the 
lled t t ] th th 


provisions of the Stamp Duties Manage- 
ment Act, 1891, for allowances on stamp 
duties paid in error, in respect of certain 
minor details. But they have not felt at 
liberty to carry their concession to the 
length of repaying duty on instruments 
not produced for cancellation of stamps. 
It must be borne in mind that from the 
middle of December, 1898, when the 


decision in the Divisional Court was 
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delivered, until December, 189, when 
the decision was reversed in the Court of 
Appeal, the Board had no option but to 
act on the interpretatian of the law which 
had been declared by the High Court. 


Mr. KIMBER: Does the right hon. 
Gentleman see any way of wiving relief to 
parties aggrieved ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not see 
any way of dealing with the matter. 


INCREASED EXCISE DUTIES 
CULTIES OF CLEARANCI 
Mr. KIMBER: I beg to ask Mr. Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer whether he is 
aware that, on the day preceding the day 
on which the new duty on tea and other 
articles came into force, over 100 firms 
presented themselves at the Customs, 
money in hand, to withdraw goods out of 
bond within the usual hours of the 
Customs offices being open for that pur- 
pose, but were unable to do so in time in 
consequence of the office being closed 
prematurely, and many who were there 
in time were thereby prevented from 
paying their money, and in consequence 
have had to pay a higher rate of duty ; 
whether any instructions were given by 
the Treasury to the Customs officers 
authorising them to reduce the time or 
facilities for paying such duties; and 
whether Her Majesty's Government are 
under obligation at all times to provide 
such facilities (that is, clerks or tellers 
and office accommodation) as will enable 
traders to freely withdraw their goods 
from bonded warehouses. 


DIFFL 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: A large 
number of firms attempted, unsuccess- 


fully, to pay duty, at the London Custom 
House, on the 5th inst. within the usual 
hours. ‘They were prevented from _pay- 
ing not by a premature closing of the 
office (which was not closed before the 
usual hour), but by the crowd. The 
instructions given by the Treasury to the 
Board of Customs, with regard to both 
London and the whole country, were not 
to reduce the time or facilities for pay- 
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SOUTH-EASTERN AND CHATHAM 
RAILWAY—WORKMEN’S TRAINS. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, N.): I beg to 

ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, his attention has been drawn to 
a letter written by the general manager 
of the South-Eastern and Chatham [ail- 
way Company, in which it is stated that 
cheap tickets for workmen are not in- 
tended to be issued to workmen who are 
not in constant daily employment ; 
whether he has noticed a case in which a 
cheap ticket has been refused to a 
working woman who comes regularly 
once a week to work in London; and 
whether, by legislation or otherwise, he 
can take steps to prevent such limitation 
of the benefit of the Cheap Trains ‘Act. 


Toe PRESIDENT or THe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rrrcnte, Croydon) : 
have been in communication with the 
managing committee of the South-Eastern 
and Chatham and Dover Railwaysand have 
received a reply to the following effect : 
The managing committee found that a 
large number of persons who were not 
working men or women within ‘any pos- 
sible construction of the Act were obtain- 
ing “ workmen’s tickets,” and it therefore 
became necessary to issue special instruc- 
tions to the committee’s servants with a 
view to stopping the practice. Unfortu- 
nately a mistake was made with regard 
to the particular case to which the hon. 
Member’s question refers, and since the 


facts have been made known to the 
managing committee, orders have been 


given that a workman’s ticket shall be 
issued in future. It would appear, there- 
fore, that the occurrence referred to was 
an accidental one, and that there is no 
intention on the part of the companies 
mentioned to limit in any way the opera- 
tions of the Cheap Trains Act or of the 
provisions respecting workmen’s tickets 
contained in the recent Amalgamation 
Act ; as evidence of this the company 
informs me that during the past year 
more than a million and a quarter work- 
men’s tickets were issued in excess of the 


/ number for the previous twelve months. 


ment, but to abstain from extending the | 


same. Her Majesty’s Government “hold 
that the obligation to provide facilities to 
traders for the withdrawal of their goods 
from bonded warehouses is limited by 
the ordinary conditions of hours and staff. 


THE COMPANIES BILL. 

Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade, having regard to the clauses in 
the Companies Bill which give unsecured 


_ereditors preferential right of payment 


over creditors secured by debentures and 
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debenture stock, whether he will give 
the House a week’s notice of bringing on 
the Second Reading instead of inserting 
it in the Orders every day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
draw your attention, Sir, to this question. 
Is it not disorderly, as it embocies the 
opinion of the hon. Member as to the 
construction of an Act of Parliament! It 
is in precisely the same words as a 
motion which the hon. Member has put 
down. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The question is 
whether the right hon. Gentleman will 
give the House a week’s notice before 
taking the Second Reading of a certain 
Bill. That is not a matter of opinion. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With 
great respect, Sir, the sentence beginning 
“having vegard” embodies a matter of 
opinion. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: It does not follow 
because words which introduce the ques- 
tion suggest an opinion that the question 
becomes one as to a matter of opinion. 


Mr. RITCHIE: My right hon. friend 
the Leader of the House said the other 
day that to undertake to give a wee 
notice of the taking of a Bill would 
seriously inconvenience business, and I 
therefore cannot undertake to give it 
in thiscase. As much notice as possible 
will be given. 

Mr. BRYCE: (Aberdeen, 8.): May 
I take it that there is no intention of 
taking the Bill before Easter ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I do not think the 
right hon. Gentleman can assume that. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Did not 
the First Lord promise at least three days 
notice ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: I think he said some- 
thing about that. 


PRISONS—FLOGGING REGULATIONS. 

Sirk CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Deparument whether 
there are any and what regulations pro- 
viding for the special medical examination 


of persons sentenced to flogging as to | 


their fitness to undergo such punishment, 
before it is inflicted ; whether the gaol | 
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| surgeon or any other officer has power to 
suspend or dispense with such a sentence, 
ifin his opinion the constitution of the 
person sentenced to flogging is not fit to 
bear it; and what precautions are tzken, 
and in whom is the duty vested to ascer- 

| tain whether juvenile offenders sentenced 
'to whipping are able to bear it without 
danger to health. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripzey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
Rule 87 (Local Prisons Rules) directs that 
corporal punishment shall not be inflicted 
unless the medical officer has certified 
that the prisoner is in a fit condition to 
undergo the punishment. Rule 182 (1) 
also directs that before a prisoner is sub- 
jected to corporal punishment the medical 
officer shall examine him and _ certify 
whether or not he is fit for the punish- 
ment. Rule 182 (2) directs that the 
instructions of the medical officer for pre- 
venting injury to health by corporal 
punishment shall be obeyed. These rules 
apply also to juvenile offenders sentenced 
to whipping when such whipping is 
carried out by the prison authorities. 
Whippings administered by the police 


k’s are subject to similar police regulations. 


The rules for convict prisons contain 
similar provisions to those in force in 
local prisons with respect to convicts 
ordered to be flogged for prison offences. 


INCOME TAX SURVEYORS’ DISTRICTS. 

Mr. HEYWOOD JOHNSTONE 
(Sussex, Horsham): I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, in view of the 
increase in the rate of income tax, what 
steps have been taken to increase the 
number of surveyors’ districts, and 
whether any, and what, number of 
new districts have been at present 
constituted ; whether the position and 
prospects of the surveyor’s clerks will 
be improved in any degree ; and whether 
| provision will be made that the pro- 
motion of other officers shall not be preju- 
diced by the retention on public grounds 
of those who have passed the limits of 
age and service laid down in the order of 
the Board of Inland Revenue, No. 10, of 
1897 (18th June). 


Mr. HANBURY: The increase in the 
rate of income tax does not necessarily 
involve any considerable increase in the 
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surveyors’ duties. The real cause of diffi- 
culty in recent years has been the in- 
crease of abatements. But, apart from 
this, an addition of twenty-five surveyor- 
ships was approved by the Treasury in 
1898, and nine new districts have already 
heen created under this authority. 
Arrangements are now being made for 
creating eleven more as soon as the Board 
have officers qualified to fill them. It is 
hoped that this will be in the course of 
the next few months. The other matters 
referred to are under the consideration of 
the Board of Inland Revenue. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING —CONTRACTS 
FOR LIVE STOCK TRANSPORTS. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I beg 

toask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that shipowners 
compel consignors of live stock to sign 
contracts or consignment notes which 
absolve the shipowners from their legal 
liabilities as carriers ; and whether he will 
consider the advisability of amending the 
law in this respect. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No, Sir, | am not 
aware that shipowners compel, or are able 
to compel, any class of traders to sign 
contracts absolving them from their legal 
liabilities, and I am certainly not pre- 
pared to propose any legislation on the 
subject. 


POST OFFICE ANNUITIES. 

sin JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether he would take 
into consideration the question of revising 
the scale of payments for immediate 
annuities payable to persons above the 
age of eighty years, so that persons above 
that age should be able to obtain a re- 
duction in the cost of an annuity corre- 
sponding to their more advanced age. 


Mr. HANBURY: The matter is not 
one for the Post Office, but for the 
National Debt Commissioners. I can add 
nothing to the answer given to a similar 
question by my right hon. friend the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on May 10, 
1897,* which ran as follows— 

“Very few complaints have reached either 


the Post Office or the National Debt Com- 
hussioners with regard to the point to which 





* See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xlix., page 104. 
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[ will con- 
sider the matter, but I cannot undertake to 
amend the table of annuities in the manner 
desired. There is a difficulty about securin 
proof as to the age of very old people, and 
wm told that the chances of life are not 
diminished in proportion to the difference 
between the ages of 80 and 85. I understand 
that insurance companies find similar precau- 
tions necessary to prevent loss on annuities at 
these great ages.” 


TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS. 

Sir EDWARD SASSOON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that a considerable 
grievance exists among the commercial 
communities, notably in Liverpool, in con- 
sequence of the regulation requiring the 
transmission to their destination of cable 
messages received from America through 
the Post Office, and that this system 
necessarily involves delay and waste of 
time, entailing the loss of transactions, 
especially in cases where the messages are 
received about the closing hours of busi- 
ness; and if he would undertake so to 
modify this regulation as to permit the 
cable companies thetnselves to send the 
messages through the telephone direct to 
their destination, in view of the boon to 
the trading communities, the saving of 
Post Oftice labour, and the ease with 
which the number and cost of all such 
telephonic messages could be checked by 
a system of daily supervision of the 
accounts of the telephone company. 


Mr. HANBURY: Arrangements have 
already been made at Liverpool for tele- 
phoning the American cable messages 
direct to subscribers of the National 
Telephone Company from the Exchange 
Branch Post Office, which immediately 
adjoins the offices of the cable companies. 
The suggestion made by the hon. Member 
would involve a modification of the terms 
of the National Telephone Company’s 
licence, and it is obviously undesirable to 
take such a step to meet a limited local 
requirement, 


MANCHESTER POSTMEN’S STRIPES. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the Postmaster General will 
cause the additional stripes to be given 
to two Manchester postmen, namely, 
A. Hill and A. Guard, which are overdue 

if their junior service is counted as half. 
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Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. It is 


largely the men’s own fault they have 
not received them already. 


Mr. SCHWANN : Did they not send 
a memorial to the Postmaster General 
twelve months ago ! 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes; but they 
asked that the whole of their previous 
service should count for stripes, whereas 
the Tweedmouth Committee recommended 
that only half should count. 


CABLE DELAYS TO RUSSIA. 

Mr. A. G. H. GIBBS (London) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that fresh delays 
have arisen in the transmission of tele- 
grams from Russia through the Great 
Northern Company’s cable at Newcastle, 
and whether the Postmaster General can 
give any guarantee that steps will be 
taken by the Post Office to prevent these 
constant interruptions, and when will he 
be prepared to state what steps will be 
taken by the Post Office. 


Mr. HANBURY : The delays to which 
the hon. Member refers are attributable 
to the interruption of the land wires of 
the Great Northern Telegraph Company 
caused by the fresh snowstorms which 
occurred a few days ago. The Postmaster 
General is afraid he cannot give any 
guarantee against such interruptions. 
They are happily not of the constant 
nature assumed in the hon. Member's 
question, but the Postmaster General will 
be glad to consider whether, by altering 
the route of one of the wires or in any 
other way, the risk of total interruption 
can be diminished. 


LABOURERS (IRELAND) ACT—ATHY 
UNION CHARGES. 

Mr. ENGLEDEW (Kildare, N.): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the charges 
in the Athy Union outstanding under the 
Labourers Acts at the time of the passing 
of the Local Government Act of 1898 
are district charges, specific areas having 
been fixed by special resolutions of the 
guardians from time to time as the several 
schemes were being promoted, and which 
were approved of by the several Provi- 
sional Orders of the Local Government 
Board prior to the passing of the Local 
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' Government Act ; and whether the Local 
Government Board had power under the 
Local Government Act, 1898, to alter the 
areas already charged under the Labourers 
Acts in cases where all the expenses had 
been incurred and loans made before the 
passing of the Act. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Atkinson, Londonderry, 
N., for Mr. G. W. BaLrour) : The reply 
to the first paragraph of the question is 
in the affirmative. The Local Govern- 
ment Board have been advised that by 
the combined effect of the 44th and 57th 
Sections of the Local Government Act 
charges for labourers’ cottages, whether 
erected before or after the passing of the 
Act, became district charges leviable off 
the district. They were so held to be in 
fixing the amount of the Agricultural 
Grant. Had the hon. Member’s conten- 
tion been adopted they would, as special 
expenses, have been excluded from that 
calculation. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION APPEALS. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): I beg 
toask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
is he can state on what principle the Land 
Commission acts in accelerating the hear- 
ing of appeals in particular cases ; and is 
there any rule for the guidance of litigants 
anxious to have their cases heard before 
their turn arrives in ordinary course. 


Mr. ATKINSON: All fair rent 
appeals from each county or district are 
listed for hearing in the order in which 
the notices of appeal are received in the 
office of the Land Commission. Any 
application to have a case taken out of 
its turn must be made to the Commis- 
sioners sitting in court in Dublin upon 
notice to the opposite party. There is 
no prescribed rule bearing on the subject, 
every case must depend on its special 
circumstances, 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: Is the acceleration 
done behind the backs of the parties / 

Mr. ATKINSON: Not that I am 


aware of. If the hon. Gentleman will put 
a question down I will inquire further. 


LADYSMITH DISTURBANCES IN 
BELFAST. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
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whether he is aware that 
Catholic, named Francis Mooney, died 
suddenly at Douglas Street, Belfast, 
owing, it is alleged, to injuries inflicted 
upon him by Orangemen in Belfast on 
the occasion of the relief of Ladysmith ; 
and whether he can state what course the 
Government intend to take to bring the 
guilty parties to justice in this case. 


Mr. ATKINSON: An_ inquest was 
opened in this case on the 20th inst., and 
stands adjourned to the 26th inst. Pend- 
ing the finding of the coroner’s jury I do 
not consider it desirable to make any 
statement as to the circumstances attend- 
ing the man’s death. After the inquest 
has terminated I shall endeavour to answer 
any question the hon. Member may put 
to me on that subject. 


CLONES POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
is the portion of the general shop in 
Clones which is used as a post office in 
that town partitioned off in any way from 
other parts of the premises ; what is its 
area in square feet ; and can he say how 
many post office employees are engaged 
about the place. 


Mr. HANBURY: The answer to the 
first paragraph is—No. The area used 
for post office purposes is 178 square feet. 
There are six indoor officers, twelve post- 
men, and two boy messengers. 


MONAGHAN POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, how 
inany officials, including the postmaster, 
money order clerks, telegraphists, letter 
deliverers, telegraph messengers, rural 
messengers, and mail car drivers, are 
employed in and about the Monaghan 
Post Office; of these how many are 
females ; what is the cubic feet space of 
the usable portion of the building; and 
what are the sanitary arrangements, and is 
provision made for separate accommo- 
dation of the sexes ; and will he direct a 
report to be made upon the sanitary state 
of the post office in question. 


Mr. HANBURY: There are twenty- 
one men and one woman. I do not 
understand the third paragraph. The 
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cubic content of the rooms used for 
otticial purposes is 10,000 feet, exclusive 
of the space used for stores, batteries, 
ete. The only woman employed is at the 
railway station. The sanitary condition 
of the office was investigated a short time 
since, and what was considered necessary 
has been done. 


IRISH SUB-POSTMASTERS’ DU'TLES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I heg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether the new regulations, extending 
the hours during which sub-post offices in 
Ireland are kept open on Sundays for 
telegraph business and the sale of stamps, 
has doubled the Sunday duties of sub- 
postmasters without allowing any addi- 
tional remuneration ; and whether it is 
intended to compensate sub-postmasters 
for this additional work. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General has already sanctioned payment 
according to authorised rates to sub-post- 
masters 1 Ireland whose attendance on 
Sundays has been increased, and such 
payment will take effect from the date in 
each case on which the new arrangements 
came into operation. 


DUBLIN POLICE AND THE LICENSING 


LAWS. 
Mr. HARRINGTON (Dublin, Har- 
bour): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 


General for Ireland whether he is aware 
that a feeling of dissatisfaction prevails 
among the licensed vintners in Dublin at 
the manner in which the metropolitan 
police exercise their right to visit public 
houses in search of breaches of the 
Licensing Laws; whether it is with the 
sanction of the Commissioners that the 
houses of respectable traders are being 
constantly visited by a sergeant accom- 
panied by one or two constables, the 
customers at the bar interrogated and 
called upon to stand up to see if they are 
sober; if he can say how many such 
visits have been made in the metropolian 
police district within the past year ; how 
many in the district comprehended by 
the C Division, and the number of 
prosecutions arising out of these visits ; 
and whether steps will be taken to stop 
this practice. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I have no informa- 
tion that the fact is as alleged in the first 








' 


D! 


LS 


dyuestions. 


paragraph. The practice of inspecting 
pubhe houses is not peculiar to Dublin. 
In the year 1899 there were 23,047 such 
visits made within the metropolitan 
police district. In Liverpool in the same 
period the number of visits made by the 
police of that city was 101,723. This 
duty in Dublin is performed under the 
direction of the Chief Commission of 
Police. All classes of licensed premises 
are visited, irrespective of the respecta- 
bility or otherwise of the proprictor. 
Customers are only interrogated or re- 
-quired to stand up when there is reason 
to think they are to some extent intoxi- 
cated. In the C Division there are 154 
public houses, which were visited 3,218 
times, resulting in thirty prosecutions in 
the past year. The Chief Commissioner 
«loes not propose to make any change as 
suggested, If the hon. Member is aware 
of any particular case in which the police 
are alleged to haye acted improperly, | 
will be glad to cause inquiry to be made 
upon being furnished with particulars of 
the case. 


Mr. HARRINGTON: I shall draw 
-attention to this objectionable practice on 
the Estimates. 


INNISKILLEN ASSIZES—ASSESSMENT 
ON COUNTY CAVAN. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
heg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether his attention has been called 
to the fact that at the recent assizes at 
Inniskillen, being the assize court in and 
for the county of Fermanagh, the judge 
assessed a sum of £30 on two divisions of 
county Cavan, although neither the clerk 
of the rural district or the county council 
of Cavan were apprised by notice of such 
claim on their district ; and whether by 
legislation or otherwise he will take steps 


to provide redress to councils in such 


Lases. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Judge of 
Assize exercised, on the occasion men- 
tioned, the same jurisdiction as that 
formerly exercised by the Judges of 
Assize ander the Grand Jury System. 
The practice having worked well, it is 
not proposed to alter it by legislation, 


AAND VALUATION—ANNALY ESTATE. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whetber he is aware that six tenants on 
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the Annaly (Rathcline) Estate signed 


}agreements to have their rents fixed 


by the Court Valuers, but the latter have 
not yet (although these agreements were 
signed some months ago) visited or in- 
spected the holdings or given their 
decision; and will he call for an explana- 
tion of such conduct. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
has been misinformed. In the only cases 
of the nature mentioned from this estate, 
the holdings have long since been in- 
spected and the rents fixed. 

KERRY COUNTY 
SECRETARY. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Local 
Government Board have ordered the 
Kerry County Council to pay to their 
Secretary, Mr. R. Fitzgerald, who is a 
transferred officer from the old Grand 
Jury, previously in receipt of a full legal 
salary of only £293 per year as Secretary 
and Acting Treasurer, a salary of £1,000 
for the year ending 31st March, 1900, 
although the Secretary to the Local 
Government Board for Ireland — only 
receives £900 per vear; whether Mr. 
Fitzgerald was in receipt of any legal 
emoluments or statutory fees in addition 
to his salary ; and, if so, what was the 
amount per annum ; and whether he can 
state on what grounds the Local Govern- 
ment Board ordered the Kerry County 
Council to increase the salary from £295 
to £1,000 tor the vear ending 3lst 
March, 1900. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Mr. Fitzgerald is a 
transferred ofticer from the Grand Jury. 
His salary as secretary to that body, 
exclusive of statutory fees and other 
emoluments, was £293 a year, but his 
total salary and emoluments, as a 
reference to Parliamentary Return No. 
237 of the session of 1898 will show, 
amounted to £987 per annum. ‘The 
duties of the post are very difficult and 
complicated owing to the large number 
of separate charges due to railway 
guarantees, ete., and for his increased 
duties under the Local Government Act 


COUNCIL 


Mr. Fitzgerald only receives £15 per 


annum, that is to say the difference 
between £987 and £1,000. [| may 
mention that the County Council were 
almost evenly divided on the question 
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whether Mr. Fitzgerald’s salary should 
be £800 or £1,000, and that they decided 
to offer him a salary at the former rate. 


Mr. DALY: Can the right hon. Gentle- 
man explain how it is that the Secretary 
of the Local Government Board, who has 
to deal with all the Irish counties, only 
gets £900 a year ! 

*Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the County Council 
by a large majority tixed the salary at 
£500 a year ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: 


must give notice. 


The hon. Member 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY EXTENSION. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether any contract has yet been 
entered into for carrying out the proposed 
railway extension at Baltimore to deep 
water ; and, if not, can he state the cause 
of the delay. 


Mr. ATKINSON: At the request of 
my right hon. friend, [I will reply to this 
question, The Irish Government are not 
aware that any contract has been entered 
into for the extension of the Baltimore 
Railway to deep water, nor are they 
aware that any company proposes to 
promote the construction of the railway. 
With regard to the question of financial 
co-operation on the part of the Govern- 
ment, | must refer to the reply given by 
my right hon. friend the Chief Secretary 
to the similar inquiry of the hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick’s Division of Dublin on 
the 24th July last*, to which IL have 
nothing to add. 


IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I beg 
tousk Mr. Attorney General for Iveland, 
as representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant for Ireland, whether he 
is aware that no representative of the 
South of Ireland at present occupies a 
seat upon the Congested Districts Board ; 
and whether steps will be taken to rectify 
the omission. 

Mr. ATKINSON: The constitution 
of the Congested Districts Board is regu- 
lated by the 34th Section of the Purchase 

* See The Parliamentary Lichetes [Fourth 


Series], Vol. Ixxv., pave s+. 
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of Land Act, 1891. I have no reason to 
believe that the interests of the congested. 
districts in the south of Ireland have 
been neglected, and there is, at present, 
no vacancy on the Board. 
IMPRISONMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF 
COURT. 

Mr. JAMES O'CONNOR (Wicklow, 
W.): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland what is the cause of the delay 
in printing the Report, laid upon the 
Table of the House on the 19th of 
February, setting forth the names of 
persons committed for contempt of court 
in Ireland, and when is the Report likely 
to be in the hands of Members. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Lam not aware that 
there has been any unavoidable delay in 
the printing of this Return. In any ease 
the matter is not one in which the Irish 
Government have any responsibility. The 
Return, I understand, will be ready for 
distribution in a few days. 


MEATH MAIN ROADS. 

Mr. GIBNEY (Meath, N.): I beg to- 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland. 
whether the Local Government Board for 
Ireland have refused the appeal of Navan 
and Kells Urban Councils against the 
decision of the county council of Meath 
to declare no main roads in the county :. 
and, if so, on what yvrounds the Loeal 
Government Board so decided. 


Mr. ATKINSON; The reply to this 
question is inthe atlirmative. The Loeal 
Government Board were of opinion that: 
these Urban Councils failed to establish a 
case for reversing the decision of the 
County Council—a decision which was 
approved of by seven of the eight Rural 
District Councils in the county. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN :- 
Can the Leader of the House state what 
the arrangements for business next week 
will be? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: On Monday 
we shall take Committee on the Budget, 
and we shall continue that de die in diem 
until it is finished. As I do not know 
how long it will last, | cannot give any 
further information. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 


Can the right hon, Gentleman with pro- 
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priety say anything as to the date or 
duration of the Kaster recess, or whether 


he will be able to make a statement on 
the subject on Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: IT am afraid 
that it is rather early to indulge in these 
agreeable and prophetic speculations. For 
my own part [ hope the holidays will 
begin early and will last long. That is 
my strong personal desire, but I cannot 
promise any such luxury to the House 
until I see what progress we are able to 
make with publie business. I ought 
perhaps to say, to correct any misappre- 
hension with regard to the answer which 
I have just given, that when I said that 
Committee will continue on the Budget 
de die in diem, tmeant on the nights on 
which the Government have the whole of 
the time. I did not mean to include 


Wednesdays. 


NEW BIL 
REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOGLS (SCOTLAND), 

Bill to authorise the transfer to the 
Secretary for Scotland of certain powers 
and duties under the Acs relating to 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Jesse 
Collings, Secretary Sir Matthew White 
Ridley, and the Lord Advocate 


REFORMATORY AND INDUSTRIAL 
SCHOOLS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To authorise the transfer to the 
Secretary for Scotland of certain powers 
and duties under the Acts relating to 
Reformatory and Industrial Schools,” 
presented accordingly, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday next, and to printed. { Bill 
139.] . . 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS (ENGLAND 
AND IRELAND), 

Mr. ARTHUR O’CONNOK (Donegal, 
K.): In rising to propose the resolution 
which stands in my name [ have first to 
express my acknowledgments to the 
Government for setting apart the evening 
for this purpose, and I think I may claim 
for myself some credit for not availing 
myself of the epportunity the discussion 
en the Budget proposals afforded, an 
opportunity even more suitable than the 
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present, because those proposals had 
reference to the whole financial arrange- 
ments of the year. I am not so foolish 
as to imagine thatif [ had made use of 
that occasion it would have affected the 
resolutions arrived at by the House, and 
[ content myself with entertaining a 
hope that the views that will now 
be put forward may have some 
effect. on future Budgets. [ forwent 
that opportunity by yielding to the 
diplomatic persuasions of the right hon, 
Gentleman the Member for Tiverton, and 
his representations that such a discussion 
would, by delaying the passing of the 
Budget resolutions, involve very  sub- 
stantial loss to the Exchequer, without, of 
course, any advantage to the purpose to 
be served. The motion which [ have put 
on the Paper refers to two subjects as 
ground for claiming some modification of 
existing fiscal arrangements between the 
two countries. One is to be found in the 
economic conditions in Ireland, and the 
other in the findings of the Financial Re- 
lations Commission which reported some 
years ago. I do not intend to quote 
many figures, and I will abstain from 
making long citations from the Report. 
A number of considerations relating to 
the economic condition of freland haye 
important and direct bearing on fiscal 
matters. These considerations deal with 
things perfectly well known and_ very 
simple, but many of them «do not receive 
the attention they deserve, and are not 
allowed the weight due to them in the 
fiscal arrangements now in operation. 
First there is the steady and_ serious 
diminution in the population of Ireland. 
[ take only figures from the present reign. 
In 1841 the population of Ireland was 
8,175,000. In fifty years, as the census 
for 1£91 showed, the population gradually 
dwindled to 4,704,000 ; and during the 
decade now drawing to its close the 
diminution has continued, and it may be 
assumed that the census of 1901 will 
show a population of less than 45 millions. 
Four millions of the population have gone 
from the island within the lifetime of 
most of the Members I am addressing. 
Yet the race is not failing. For every 
centenarian in England a dozen can be 
shown in Ireland. The disappearance is 
(ue to emigration: the people are going 
away. The number of emigrants between 
1845 and 1851 cannot, [ believe, he 


accurately ascertained, but between 1851 
and 1898 official returns show that the 
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number of emigrants from Ireland 


reached a total of 3,751,000. The stream 
of late years has not been running less by 
reason of diminution of the body from 
which it is drawn. In the decade 1871- 
1881, 629,130 left the country, while in 
the ten years from 1881 to 1891 no less 
than 768,105 people were drained away. 
When these figures are quoted, not the 
whole story is by any means told. To 
present their significance from a national 
and economical point of view it is neces- 
sary to realise how the stream is com- 
posed. Of the emigrants, male and 
female, between 1881 and 1891 no less 
than 61 per cent. were of ages between 
twenty and forty-five years, and of 395,000 
men emigrated in that decade 220,000 
were of ages between eighteen and thirty- 
five. In the fifty years between 1841 and 
1891 1,806,256 men went away, 60 per 
cent. of whom were of the ages I have men- 
tioned. What does this mean? It means 
first of all that if, instead of her popula- 
tion being gradually reduced by the 
unchecked process of emigration, Ireland 
had been tor the whole of that period 
engaged in war and had lost a complete 
army corps of 22,000 men in killed every 
year for fifty years, the country would not 
be worse off by a single man than it is 
now. Secondly, it means that of those 
who have gone away by the million the 
majority were in the flower of life and 
precisely those who, from a national and 
industrial point of view, the country can 
least afford to lose. With their departure 
many local industries drooped and died. 
To take a small illustration from rustic 
life, the occupation of the blacksmith ; 
these and their assistants in 1841 in 
Ireland numbered 24,000 ; now they are 
but 3,000. In all trades and professions 
the census returns show a falling off. 
One class only shows an increase, and 
this class is enumerated in the census 
returns under the heading “ Government.” 
In 1881 these figured at 5,868; in 1891 
they had gone up 20 per cent. to 6,900. 
What has been the experience of the chief 
industry of Ireland ? Of 20} million acres 
of which the surface of Ireland consists, 
crops of every kind, root crops, cereals, 
clover, meadowing, all taken together do 
not cover a quarter of the whole. More 
than half the country is returned as 
under grass. Much of it was once 
under crops ; most of it has deteriorated ; 


much that was grass some years ago 
has gone back to bog and _ waste. 
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I have by me figures which I should like 
to quote to the House of the total num- 
ber of acres under crop during the last 
six years. In 1894 there were 4,930 
acres: 1895, 4880; 1896, 4,843; 1897, 
4,745 ; 1898, 4,704; and in 1899, 4,623 
acres. There is an average loss of 60,000 
acres under crop per annum during that 
period. Her Majesty the Queen is about 
to visit Ireland. I trust that there may be 
nothing to impair the personal enjoy- 
ment of Her Majesty, and that the sun- 
shine of spring may be in harmony with 
the native courtesy of the people there, 
and that her visit will result in nothing 
but pleasure. Her Majesty has been in 
Ireland before—I believe on two occa- 
sions—on one occasion at any rate more 
than fifty years ago. ‘The circumstances 
of the present visit as compared with the 
circumstances of her earlier visit will 
exhibit what ? ‘A population diminished 
by half, industry languishing, the land 
going out of cultivation, and for the most 
part provincial townsand villages in decay. 
[ cannot help thinking of those words in 
the 14th chapter of Proverbs— 


“In the multitude of people is the King’s 
honour; but in the want of people is the 


°° 


destruction of the prince.” 


the facts, what, I would 
causes of so extraordinary 


These being 
ask, are the 


a depopulation? Is it that the 
people are glad and willing to go? 
There is no people on this earth 
more attached to their homes or 
more reluctant to leave the land of 


their birth. They go because they are 
obliged to go by stern necessity. They 
go regretfully, and they go because it 
is impossible for them to remain. They 
go for this reason, and for this reason 
only, that they cannot find in their own 
country the means of living, and this 
although even now there is more raised 
there for the sustenance of man than is 
necessary to keep them comfortably, and 
with such luxuries as would suffice to 
make them happy. But the reason for 
this is that so large a propertion of the 
product of industry is drained away 
from the country that there is not enough 
left for the decent maintenance of the 
producer. The drain is through various 
channels, some large, some small; but 
the chief channel is the one through which 
rent is conveyed elsewhere. I am not 
concerned now to consider the character 
of the land laws of Ireland. They may be 
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good or they may be bad, but I am con- 
cerned now with the relation between 
landlord and tenant, and the effect of the 
existing state of things upon Ireland 
as a community. 3ut in’ order to 
appreciate the significance of the problem 
betore us it is necessary to bear in mind 
first of all that agriculture is the chief 
industry in Ireland, and Ireland is an 
agricultural country. Seconcly we find 
that there is, and always has been in 
Ireland, a standard of rent which is 
artificial and exorbitant, and we tind that 
from that exaggerated fund of rent an 
immense proportion is drained away 
out of the country altogether, and this 
has an important bearing upon the fiscal 
conditions of the country as a whole. | 
wonder how many English Members 
practically know anything about how 
the present situation in Ireland arose. | 
wonder how many English Members at 
this moment are aware that the average 
Irishman was not allowed until the vear 
1878 even to take a long lease of land. 
I wonder how many English Members are 
aware that it was only a very few years 
before that that a great concession was 
made to the average Irishman that, in- 
stead of tilling the land which he was not 
allowed to own, he was allowed half an 
acre of arable land from the landlord on 
this condition, that he reclaimed fifty 
acres of bog for the landlord. Even then, 
all these holdings made legal by the 
Statutes I have referred to were sul)ject to 
a pre-existing condition, namely, that he 
should, in all cases, at least give two- 
thirds of the full improved annual value 
to the landlord. What was the result of 
those Statutes! Why this—that there 
was established an artificial and exorbi- 
tant standard of rent in [reland such as 
has never been known in any other 
country. And as for generations the 
Irish people remained practically tenants 
at will, and there came to be established in 
this way the present institutions of the 
country, and the right of taking two-thirds 
of the output of the soil as the land- 
lord’s portion. In England the majority 
of the landlords dealt with the farms as 
going concerns, and the English tenant 
when rents were highest paid only one- 
third of the produce of the land under the 
name of rent, and that fora farm rented as 
a going concern. but for generations the 
people of Ireland have been paying two- 
thirds of the total ontput of the land to 
the owners. When out of this immense 


Mr. Arthur O'Connor. 
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fund of rent a large portion has been paid 
away out of the country, as it has heen 
for 100 years or more, to absentee land- 
lords or to individuals living here or to 
corporate bodies; when we find that 
millions have been drawn away from a 
country with such limited resources, is it 
any wonder that chat country is impover- 
ished, and has that fact alone not a very 
important bearing upon the fiscal condi- 
tion which exists in the country! But 
there are other channels through which 
Ireland has been financially wrecked, 
Some years ago the Church of Ireland 
was disestablished, and all the ecclesiasti- 
cal and the lay officials and all these who 
had any claim upon the funds arising 
from Irish property were pensioned and 
received gratuities or allowances ; they 
were allowed to commute, and many did, 
What happened! Those who commuted, 
and many of those who are drawing pen- 
sions to this day, are no longer living in 
Ireland, although Trish funds have to fur- 
nish the money to meet those pensions. 
All this furnishes a continuous stream 

smal] compared with the stream of rent 

flowing always to this country from LIre- 
land. We have seen of late vears a third 
stream in connection with the purchase of 
land. There are people who consider 
this a very good thing, but [ am not 
concerned to discuss it now. But, 


looking at it from an — economi- 
cal point of view, what is the 


effect of the arrangement which has been 
entered into! The landlord sells his land, 
and he obtains from the Exchequer her: 
in England the amount of the purchase 
money, or, at any rate, a large portion ot 
it. He takes the money, but he does not 
remain in the place where his estate is. 
It may be that the landlord was an 
absentee before. He takes his money, 
but he does not invest it in Ireland, for 
he brings it over here. This establishes 
a charge upon those who remain in Ire- 
land which will have to be met by a 
great drain for the next sixty years. Is 
that not an acknowledged fact which 
ought to he present in the mind of the 
Minister whe is responsible for the fiscal 
arrangements of the country ! — Is it any 
wonder that Ireland is poor under such 
conditions? Is it any wonder that the 
English community should look with a 
certain amount of complacency upon this 


state of things, at any rate as far as thei: 


own interest is concerned, because what 
is drawn from Ireland is added to the 
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resources of England, and that which 
leaves Ireland impoverished and anemic 
comes to this country and fertilises and 
enriches England. — In a human body if 
any part or limb is hurt nature draws 
upon the whole system, making a com- 
pensatory effort to relieve the part injured. 
‘But in this bedy concrete of the United 
‘Kingdom is there to be no relief for the 
suffering limb called Ireland? The Ex- 
-chequer does not even leave the level of 
Irish resources as it was, but it makes a 
further drain on them to the extent of 
millions a year, rivalling the drain of rent 
itself. . I will not trouble the House with 
the figures. They can be found in the 
Report ef the Financial Relations Com- 
mission, and were furnished by the Trea- 
sury. They are figures eloquent of a 
state of things which is clearly unjust to 
acountry like Ireland. { am bound to 
confess that I myself should not have 


placed at quite so high a figure 
as many of the Commissioners 
did the amount of the overdraft, 


but even if I made a reduction it would 
not be a very substantial reduction, and 
would not reduce the overdraft much 
helow twe and a half millions; and we 
know that at anv rate in one year —1859- 
60—it amounted to between five and six 
millions. I recollect when the last Home 
Rule Bill was introduced I had occasion 
to study with some care the figures re- 
lating to the then proposed Budget for 
Ireland. [went through all the papers 

and they are very valuable and nume- 
vous—in the library of the House dealing 
with the financial relations between Ire- 
land and England, year by year, through- 
out the century, and according to the 
most careful calculation I could make, 
I arrived at the conclusion that from 
the date of the Union down to 
the vear 1890, there was drawn from 
Ireland inte Great Britain in the shape 
of over-taxation an amount 
equal to the immense war indemnity paid 


by France te Germany after the Franco- 


German war—namely, 200 millions 
sterling. Hon. Members are inclined to 
imagine that there has been a large ex- 
penditure ef English money in Ireland. 
There never was a greater delusion. Not 
one single penny of English money has 
ever been spent in Ireland. Grants may 
have been occasionally made, but they 
were mere thimblefuls taken from the 
stream of Irish money which first of all 
rolled in your direction. No English 
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/money has been spent in Ireland since 


the date of the Union. These drains supple- 
ment and complete a system of financial 
hemorrhage which has brought Ireland to 
the economic condition in which we now 
find her. Is it any wonder that her 
industries are decreasing, that her 
quarries and other resources remain un- 
developed, that her rivers roll their 
waters idly to the sea, and that her 
magnificent harbours are devoid of ship- 
ping? It is quite what is to be expected 
in a country where the cost of civil admi- 
nistration is 20s. per head of the popula- 
tion, whereas in Belgium it is only 15s. 
per head. I will not dwell—though 
the temptation is somewhat strong—on 
the many peculiarities and contrasts both 
with regard to taxation and expenditure 
between Ireland and this country : how, 
for instance, you put on whisky, one of 
the principal products of Ireland, a tax 
amounting to nearly 500 per cent. of the 
value of the article. But you do not 
treat English beer in the same way. 
Or turn again to the expenditure, and 
what a contrast we find. You was‘e the 
millions you take credit for spending in 
Ireland on the unproductive salaries of 
officials who are not wanted. In England 
you spend tens of millions—it is a matter 
of congratulation—in developing indus- 
try, in encouraging the mechanical arts, 
and in helping the productive classes. 
Is not that fact worthy of consideration 
at the hands of the Treasury?) I am 
afraid I am detaining the House too 
long, but I cannot sit down without 
referring toa matter to which I heard the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer allude some 
little time ago. He told us that a com- 
plete answer—that was the meaning he 
conveyed—to the spokesmen of Ireland 
on this matter was contained in an 
interesting Return relating to revenue 
and expenditure in the three parts of the 
United Kingdom which had been issued, 
but he said that the Irish Members would 


not consent even to consider it. I take 
issue with the right hon. Gentleman. 


We are perfectly willing to consider it. 
I, at any rate, have considered it very care- 
fully, and whatever store the right hon. 
Gentleman may set upon it, [am bound 
to say, without wishing to be at all dis- 
courteous, that the Return seems to me to 
be simply ridiculous. It is open to two 
fundamental objections. The first is that 
it is based on an assumption that a poor 
and backward country—backward in re- 


C 
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spect of industries and economic | 
resources—like Ireland is to be) 
treated on the same lines and dealt 
with in the same manner as a. 
country the population and wealth of 
which are increasing in a phenomenal 
manner. That, of course, is absurd. 
Further, it seems to me that this Return 
if properly looked at furnishes a complete 
refutation of the very proposition it was 
put forward to support. The Return is 
divided into three parts—the first part 
sets forth the revenue, the second the 
expenditure, and the third the contribu- 
tions to Imperial services. The first part 
purports to show that Ireland contributes 
to the revenue £6°88 to every £80 con- 
tributed by England. The second part 
purports to show that in respect of ex- 
penditure Ireland receives £5°5 for every 
£27-96 spent in England. Happy Ireland 
—how generously she is treated ! People 
would benaturally led to suppose that while 
Ireland pays £6°88 as against £80 paid 
by England, she receives in contributions 
£5'5, as against only £27°96 received by 
England. But what are the facts? This 
interesting Return, which never emanated 
from a man worthy of the name of 


financier, and which is nothing better 
than the dislocated elaboration of a 


pedantic accountant, affects to show how 
the revenue raised by the three members 
of the United Kingdom is spent, so much 
in England, so much in Ireland, and so 
much in Scotland. But, Sir, the figures 
do not make up the full hundred. There 
is a large balance. Where is that spent ? 
It is spent on “ Imperial services,” which is 
merelya euphemismfor England. It is Eng- 
land under another name, and the money 
spent on “ Imperial services” goes to Eng- 
lish dockyards, to Woolwich Arensal, and 
a half-dozen other places in England, but 
not to Ireland. What was the object in 
bringing forward this Return?! The 
original idea was to show that, although | 
a certain amount of money was raised 
in Ireland, there was a large amount 
of revenue spent in Ireland which 
must be dealt with as a_ set-off. 
But if this doctrine of set-off applies to 
revenue spent in Ireland, it must apply 
equally to revenue expended in England. 
It is England that has the benefit of the 
expenditure on these Imperial services to 
which Ireland has to contribute. Accord- 
ing to the last Returns asum of £1,725,000 | 
isdrawn away from Ireland to this country. 
I do not know how any fairly candid 
Mr. Arthur O'Connor. 
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mind can maintain that such a system is 
just to such a community as Ireland. | 
know that this is not an auspicious 
moment to bring forward this matter, 
We have heard lately resounding acclaim 
throughout this country in reference to 
the valour of the Irish soldiers in South 
Africa—|Hon. Members : Hear, hear !]- 
a recognition of that which is quite new, 
which is quite refreshing. But IL ask in 
what do these brave, honest soldiers at. 
the Cape differ from their countrymen it 
Ireland? They are brave, of course : 
because they are [rishmen. [HOon. Mem. 
BERS: Hear, hear!] Yes, 

Fortes creantur fortibus : et bonis ; 

Est in juvencis, est in equis patrum 

Virtus ; nee imbellem feroces 
Progenerant aquile columbam. 


They are brave, because they are Irish 

men. Irishmen are not as Englishmen 
in war, either as soldiers or as generals. 
But are they altogether undistinguished ! 
When you want to aid your soldiers and 
to obtain the most distinguished doctors. 
whom do you get but Sir William 
MacCormac ? Or, take your own Civil 
Service in this country: the Accountant 
General of the Army, Sir KR. Knox, is an 
Irishman ; the Aceountant General of the 
Navy, Sir Gerald Fitzgerald, is an Irish- 
man ; and your own officer of this House. 
the Comptroller and Auditor General, Sir 


Charles Ryan, is an Irishman. Then 
take your great men in Parliament: 
Grattan, Curran, Sheridan, and Burke. 


were all Irishmen. Were Cairns, your 
Lord Chancellor, or the present Lord 
Russell of Killowen, your Chief Justice, 
greatest diplomatist, Lord 
Dufferin, Englishmen ? You pretend to 
because domestic troubles, or 


pinch of hunger, has driven a certain 
number of recruits into your Army, that 
they are more than usually favourable 
specimens of Irishmen. Not at all. No, 
Sir; treat Irishmen fairly, and you will 
not have cause to complain. Give 
Ireland the same opportunity of indus- 
| trial development as Belgium has had, 
| and we will show the same Ireland 
| advancing in the same road as Belgium. 
Then, but not till then, will the people of 
Ireland, to use the words of Mr. 
Cobbett— 

“Go forward to win those social triumphs 
| which bring no sorrow in their train, and 
| which if less dazzling, are more enduring than 
the “ost brilliant achievements and feats of 
| arms.” 
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Sir, I beg to move the Resolution standing | 


in my name. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I have 
creat pleasure in seconding the motion 
proposed by my hon. friend. I wish to com- 
pliment my hon. friend on the tactics by 
which he has secured this day for the 
discussion of his motion—tactics which 
are well understood, and which the right 
hon. Gentleman the Leader of the House 
will recognise as perfectly legitimate. In 
discussing this motion we must bear in 
mind that we are instituting a comparison 
between, perhaps, the richest country in 
the world and the poorest country in the 
world, between a country with a teeming 
and an inereasing population, with an 
enormous and ever-increasing trade, and 
[reland, which, on the contrary, has a 
decreasing population and a languishing 
trade. If we wished, I think we could 
prove without much difficulty that that 
languishing trade is due to a great extent 
to British interference. I think we all 
bear in mind that Irish trade was killed 
by English navigation laws and differential 
duties. Looking at the condition of the 
two countries, the most astonishing fact 
is that, while you have in this great and 
prosperous country an increasing popula- 
tion, you have decreasing rates to pay— 
certainly a decreasing poor rate—whereas 
in Ireland you have a steadily decreasing 
population and the rates rising steadily. 
I may be told—I have heard it stated at 
meetings and elsewhere—that England to 
some extent recognises the claims of 
Ireland in this matter ; and that the Act 
which was passed a couple of sessions ago 
for Local Government in Ireland removed 
agreat part of our financial grievances. 
This point is to some extent of import- 
ance, and I wish to read a question and 
answer put in the House of Commons a 
few years ago.* The hon. Member for 
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South Somerset asked the Chief Secretary | 


to the Lord Lieutenant— 


“Whether the Irish Local Government 


Bill gives greater relief to local taxation in | 


Ireland than the English and Scotch Agri- 
cultural Rating Acts give in Great Britain ; 
and, if so, what is the amount of greater relief, 
and how is it given ?” 


And the reply of the Chief Secretary 


was that— 
“The agricultural grant proposed to be 
given to Ireland under the Bill is intended to 
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correspond generally with the grant assigned 
to England under the Agricultural Rating Act 
of 1896. It would not be easy to give a more 
wrecise answer than this to the question of the 
Nae Member, because the circumstances of 
England and Ireland differ in some important 
particulars, and no absolute measure of com- 
parison is possible.” 


Consequently, the assignment we have 
got in Ireland to the assistance of our 
‘ates has not removed one iota the griev- 
ances we complain of; the contrary is 
the case, because you do not give us in 
Ireland the assistance which you gave to 


England two or three years before that. 
We must acknowledge, therefore, that 
events have borne out that all the evils 
which the opponents of the Union fore- 
told would follow the Union have 
followed it. They predicted that taxa- 
tion would increase, that prosperity 


would diminish; whereas the advocates 
of the Union said that every good would 
come to Ireland, particularly financial 


good. - It isa remarkable fact that, while 
the taxation of Ireland sixteen years 


before the Union was only one and a 
half millions, sixteen years after the 
Union it amounted to over four millions. 
Mr. Pitt said that we would save im- 
mensely by the Union, but events 
have falsified his prediction. The ques- 
tion of the over-taxation of  Ire- 
land is no doubt an elaborate one, 
requiring great thought and study, which 
few people are in a position to devote to 
it. The question was raised in the House 
of Commons in 1815, again in 1820, and 
on various subsequent occasions, but no 
redress has yet been given. It is 
very difficult for private Members to 
master all the details of this very compli- 
cated question, and that being so, we 
pressed upon the Government to appoint 
a Commission to investigate the matter. 
That Commission was appointed, and has 
reported, and no efforts have been made 
to throw discredit on its findings. Many 
people maintained that the Commission 
had to some extent a political complexion. . 
Some of the gentlemen who sat upon it 


may have held strong political views, but 


the question was not political. No one 
who looks over the names can deny that 
it was an exceptionally strong Commis- 
sion, and that amongst its members were 
men of high distinction. In fact, when 


it was first appointed many people in 


*See The Parliamentary Debates, 3rd March, | 
1898 [Fourth Series], Vol. liv., page 487. 


Ireland were not satisfied with it, because 
it was notorious that several gentlemen on. 
it had earned distinction for themselves in 
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the Treasury, and it was imagined that 
consequently their views would be to some 
extent biassed against Ireland and in 
favour of the Department with which they 
had been honourably connected. Nearly 
all the evidence placed before the Com- 
mission was official evidence from your 


own officials, and although Sir David 
Barbour differed in some — respects 
from the other members, the Com- 
missios as « Whole maintained, 
and I think they had — good 


ground for maintaining, that from the 
evidence brought before them it was 
proved that Ireland was unable to pay 
more than a twentieth part of the expen- 
diture of this country, although she paid 
an eleventh. Although that finding was 
brought in some years ago, nothing what- 
ever has been dene to carry it out, and 
therefore that provides us with a great 
. grievance. You appointed your own 
Commission, you established vour own 
tribunal, you placed hefore it the evidence 
of your own officials, and although two or 
three gentlemen composing that Commis- 
sion had some prejudice against the Trish 
cause, you now, forsooth, finding the ver- 
dict of your own jury against vou, come 
whining to this House and to the country 
and complain of the jury you yourselves 
appointed. It does not surprise us in 
Ireland very much, for we are used to 
that sort of thing. I believe that your 
action here, as in many other respects, has 


been in keeping with your previous 
conduct, and that it is unjust, 
illegal, and unspeakably mean. What 


would have been the case if the 
findings had been the other way, and the 
Commissioners had found that Ireland had 
not paid a proper proportion of the taxa- 
tion, and we had raised a protest against 
it? Why, the right hon. Gentleman the 
First Lord of the Treasury would have 
said, ‘ That is Ireland all over. The jury 
have brought in a verdict against her, 
and now she finds fault with the decision.” 
{¢ is you who find fault with the decision 
of your own Commission. The Commis- 
sion has reported now some years, and 
every day our condition becomes worse 
and our debt becomes greater and our 
poverty becomes more crushing. It is 
only three years ago that the Chief 
Secretary had to introduce a_ large 
measure of public works in Ireland, so 
great was the poverty, and although the 
lowest wage given on those works was 
3s. and the highest only 6s. a week, he 


Mr. Power. 
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was able to obtain an enormous lumber of 
able-bodied men to work for such pitiful 
wages, and who were willing to walk 
many miles a day to and from their work, 
and if that is not a test of poverty I do 
not know what is. The large amount of 
expenditure involved by the conduct of a 
war which we consider to be unjust falls 
very heavily upon us, and will increase 
very largely the burden we have to bear, 
1 am not particularly sanguine of any 
good arising from this debate, and my 
experience of public life is that Ireland 
can obtain no redress in this House 
of any kind, there is a very 
vigorous agitation in Ireland at the same 
time. At the same time, this discussion may 
impress upon our people the necessity of 
organisation, and doing something to 
bring pressure upon this House. The 
lesson is burnt in on the minds of the Irish 
people that, no matter how just their 
claims may be, so long as they remain 
quiet nothing will be done to alleviate 
their sufferings. Those Mr. Speaker, are 
my views, and in conelusion I beg to 
second the motion of my hon. friend the 
Member for East Donegal. 


unless 


Motion made, and Question proposed 
“That in the economic circumstances of 
Ireland the disproportion between the 
taxation of Ireland and its taxable 
capacity, disclosed by the findings of the 
Royal Commission, demands the serious 
attention of the Government, with a view 
toa remedy. (Ur. Arthur OF ‘ounor.) 
*Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): The hon. and learned Gentle- 
man who introduced this motion, and 
who spoke in a very different tone to that 
of the hon. Gentleman who seconded his 
motion, called upon us to deal fairly 
with Ireland, and in his peroration used 
ah argument which will go home to us. 
He said in view of the action of Irish 
soldiers at the front, and the way that 
that action has brought us together 
we ought to be ready to deal with Ire- 


land fairly and justly. I certainly 
think we should be ready to deal 
not only = fairly but also — with 
liberality to Ireland in every way. 


The hon. and learned Gentleman 
called upon us to use the resources of the 
country to develop the industries of Ire- 
land. He pointed out that the funds 
paid in Ireland were used for the pay- 
ment of unnecessary salaries, and that the 
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funds spent in this country were used to 
develop the industrial undertakings of 
the country. I donot think the hon. and 
learned Gentleman is quite right in his 
facts. I think a great deal of money has 
heen spent lately in developing the re- 
sources of Ireland, though, no doubt, more 
ought to be done in that way. But I do 
ask the hon. and learned Gentleman and 
other Irish Members how far they have 
assisted any Government which has en- 
deavoured to reduce useless salaries for 
the purpose of using the money in a more 
beneficial manner. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): We did 
indeed, the very moment we got the 
promise to spend the money in other 
ways, and I myself moved to reduce the 
salaries of some of the judges. 
*Mr. PARKER SMITH: The hon. 
and learned Gentleman also said that no 
English money had been spent in Ireland 
since the date of the Union. I think there 
that he is entirely mistaken, and that he 
is going back on an old historical fallacy 
in connection with which I shall say a 
few words. I do not think this is 
a real grievance-—this financial grievance 
which is now being made nse of in 
Ireland. [t appears to me to be 
an arithmetica! grievance which could 
easily be reduced to absurdity by an 
arithmetical reply. So far as the 
£2,000,000 of over-taxation is concerned, 
that could be met by removing the income 
tax and the death duties from Ireland, 
which would undoubtedly — remove 
the grievance, but would not have the 
effect desired by hon. Members opposite. 
At the same time I believe Ireland 
deserves assistance in order that her 
people may be able to enjoy the prosperity 
that the years since the Union have 
brought to Great Britain. lIvish Home 


Rulers have put a construction upon 
the Act of Union with which I do 
not agree. They insist upon that 


technicality with a vigour that surprises 


me when I remember the storm 
which arose a few years ago when 


someone not in this House suggested 
that it was necessary to convince the 
predominant partner before anything 
could be done in regard to the alteration 
of the Act of Union. What was the 
position of Mr. Pitt when dealing with 
the Union ? 


He expressed himself very 
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clearly in his great speech of the 31st 
of January, 1799.* He said— 


“ What [ should hope would be found practie- 
able is that the system of internal taxation in 
each country might gradually be so equalised 
and assimilated on the leading articles as to 
make all rules of specific proportion unneces- 
sary, and to secure that Lreland shall never be 
taxed but in proportion as we tax ourselves.” 


And Lord Castlereagh’s view was equally 
distinct. He saidt— 


“ It were to be wished that there was not an 
unsurmountable bar to a common system, and 
a common treasury, and that we might become 
like countries of the same kingdom, subject to 
the same system of finances. Were our entire 
expenditure common (which would happen if 
neither country had any separate debts, or if 
their debts were in proportion to their ability) 
by no system whatever could they be made to 
contribute so strictly according to their means 
as by being subject to the same taxes equally 
bearing upon the vreat objects of taxation in 
hoth countries. Such, however, is the dispro- 
portion of debts of the two kingdoms to each 
other at the present that a common system for 
the present is impossible.” 


On those principles was the Act of Union 
introduced. The proportion of the pay- 
ments of each country was fixed by the 
Act of Union for twenty years, and it 
was then to be renewed at intervals— 

“Unless previous to any such period the 
Parliament of the United Kingdom shall have 
declared that the expenditure of the United 
Kingdom shall be defrayed indiscriminately by 
equal taxes imposed on the like articles in 
both countries.” 


The whole object of the Act of Union 
and the whole declaration of the framers 
of that Act was indiscriminate expendi- 
ture and indiscriminate taxation. The 
only obstacle to an immediate junction 
was the debt of each country, and in 
regard to that the provision of Article 7 
was as follows—lI am reading the essential 
words and leaving out all the redundant 
verbiage with which Acts at that date 
were clothed— 

“Tf at any future day the value of the re- 
spective debts of each country shall be to 
each other in the same proportion with the 
respective contributions of each country,it shall 
he competent tor the Parliament of the United 
Kingdem to declare that all future expense 
thenceforth to be ineurred with the interest 
and charges of all joint debts contracted 


*See The Parliamentary History, Vol. 
XXNXiv., page 289. 

{Speech of Lord Castlereagh in the Lrish 
House of Commons, February Sth, 1800. 
(Quoted in First Appendix to Report of Royal 
Comission on Financial Relations between 
Great Britain and Ireland (1895), page 326.) 
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previously to such declaration shall be so 
defrayed indiscriminately by equal taxes 
— on the same articles in each country, 
subject only to such particular exemptions or 
abatements in Ireland and in that part of 
Great Britain ealled Scotland, as circumstances 
may appear from time to time to demand.” 
Ireland and Scotland were placed in this 
matter on exactly the same footing, not 
of keeping up the proportion, but of  re- 
ceiving the consideration from the richer 
portion of the country. At the time of 
the Act of Union, Scotland was smaller 
and poorer than Ireland, andit has only got 
richer since that time mainly owing to 
the discovery of iron and coal, which has 
not yet been discovered in Ireland in any 
quantity. ‘That the proportion fixed by 
statute at the time of the Union was 
excessive has been admitted by states- 
men for a large number of years. 
Two to fifteen was more than 
Ireland could afford, but that was 
not known at the time. That ratio 
was fixed on a peace basis, but the war 
came on and enormously increased the 
expenditure, and the proportion of two 
to fifteen became impossible. Grattan 
said in relation to this— 

“ The truth is, the necessary and inevitable 
expenses of the war were beyond all possibility 
of calculation or foresight, and Ireland was not 
able to follow you.”* 

Of course it is a mere conjecture 
what Ireland would have 
there had been no Union, but in Great 
Britain a supreme effort was made and 
the revenue was more than trebled. 
The people of Ireland felt themselves at 
that time concerned over the struggle 
and they would have assisted as 
they had done before the Union. The 
strain of the war and the endeavour to 
contribute what they could was too great 
and nearly involved bankruptey. That 
could only be done by borrowing at 
an enormous rate. ‘The revenue of Ireland 
during the year following the Union was 
only half the expenditure and the debt 
increased enormously. The Irish Debt in 
1800 was only £32,000,000 and by 1816 it 
had increased to £112,500,000. Having 
reached that point and the bankruptcy of 
Ireland being imminent, the British Ex- 
chequer took over both the pre-Union 
debt and the debt incurred subsequent to 
the Act of Union. This put Ireland into the 





* 2ist April, 1818 ; from Grattan’s Speeches? 
1822 Edition, Vol. iv., page 411. See also Zhe 


Parliamentary Debates {First Series], Vol. 
XXXViil., page 260. 
Mr, Parker Smith, 
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same position as that which she would 
have occupied if the ratio at the time of 
the Union had been taken at one to fifteen 
instead of two to fifteen, and Ireland had 
continued to pay that. If the share of 
one to fifteen had been fixed by the Union, 
it is obvious from the observations of Pitt 
that the Treasuries would have been 
united at the time of the Union. It is 
admitted that the mode of dealing 
with Ireland adopted in 1817 was 
the most favourable that could be 
formed for Ireland, and that was the 
opinion of Mr. Chisholm in 1869, and 
it is hardly necessary to quote Mr. 
Plunket, who was one of the opponents 
of the passing of the Act of Union, and 
who said in 1822*— 

“T had been afraid that the interests of 
Ireland on the abolition of her separate consti- 
tution would come to be discussed in a hostile 
Parliament. But I can now state, and I wish 
when I speak [ could be heard by the whole of 
Ireland, that during the time [ have sat in the 
united Parliament, [ have found every question 
that related to the interests or security of that 
country entertained with indulgence and 
treated with the most deliberate regard.” 


In the Union Debate an amendment 
was moved in the Irish House of Com- 
mons to the effect that the propor- 
tion should be two-twentieths. Supposing 
that had been so, the Irish debt would 
have increased almost as rapidly, and the 
same result would have come about, 
and at the same time suppose the ratio 
had been fixed at 1 to 18, as the Irish 
peers (according to Mr. Sexton) desired. 
Then there would have been a_ joint 
Treasury from the first. How does the 
matter stand? The Act of Union looked 
to temporary fiscal separation but  per- 
manent union 

“ All future expense, together with the 
charges of all joint debts, shall be defrayed 
indiscriminately by equal taxes on the same 
articles subject only to exemptions.” 


That is the principle laid down by British 
statesmen at the Union, and carried into 
effect in 1817 without objection, and what 
has happened to change that position ! 
The old proposition is gone altogether, 
and if you go back, which is impossible, 
you go back on new ground, and must 
discriminate in the expenditure as well 
as revenue charges. If taken thus the 
contribution of Ireland to Imperial ser- 
vices, or to expenditure beyond her own 


*April 22nd, 1822. See Zhe Parliamentary 
Debates [Second Series], Vol. vi., page 1548. 
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bounds, is insignificant, and the result would 
be that Ireland would be found to be en- 
titled to nothing further. But thereare the 
Home Rule Bills of 1886 and 1892, and 
those who adhere to them are no doubt 
pledged to a different opinion. When 
the hon. Gentleman who seconded the 
Resolution speaks of the Financial 
Relations Commission as our jury it is 
nothing of the kind. The hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite who appointed the Com- 
mission are to blame, and we are not to 
be bound by the findings of the Commis- 
sion. But they very carefully guard 
themselves, so that any gentleman who 
signed the Report can say, “I was limited 
by my reference.” {An Hon. MEMBER: I 
would ask the hon. Member if those who 
appeinted the Commission were English- 
men.| Those who appointed the Com- 
mission were Mr. Gladstone’s Government 
of the day, but, as the general election 
which took place not long afterwards 


proved, they did not represent the 
opinions of Englishmen. How far are 
we bound to this principle? We 
are not bound at all. We neither 
accepted the jury nor the terms of 


reference, which we consider misleading. 
The enly ground alleged for tying us down 
to this principle is Mr. Goschen’s Com- 
mittee of 1890. Too much is built upon 
that. What happened was that there 
were very large local grants to England, 
and naturally you had to arrive at some 
idea—seeing that you had to spend the 
money @n a different class of objects 
—as te what equivalent you should 
give to other countries. But it was not 
intended in any way to deal with the 
matter as hon. Members from Ireland 
suggest. That specific point was raised 
by Mr. Sexton, who then took a leading 
part in the discussion of finance in these 
debates. Mr. Sexton suggested an Amend- 
ment* that it should have a retrospective 
effect, but Mr. Goschen said it should 
purely deal with questions of the present 
and the future. The object was to see 
what relief or what advantage should be 
given to Scotland or Ireland correspond- 
ing te what was being done in England. 
The pledge given was that there should 
be equal taxes on the same articles, sub- 
ject only to such exemption as cir- 
cumstances might from time to time 
demand. That was the pledge we gave 
in 1817, and that is the pledge we 





“See The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. ceexlviii., page 926. 


{22 Marcu 1900} 


(England and Ireland). 78 


/acknowledge now. I am not concerned 
to argue that all through the century 
Ireland has always received all the 
financial assistance which we think 
she ought to have had. There is no 
doubt that the taxation of the middle 
of the century pressed upon Ireland. 
Free Trade did her comparatively little 
good, and the great financial reforms of 
Mr. Gladstone made themselves felt in 
ireland in a way he did not anticipate. 
Mr. Gladstone thought he was relieving 
Ireland of something like an equivalent 
of the taxation imposed on her, and had 
the intention of doing what was fair 


and just to Ireland, although he 
put upon Irishmen by his financial 
reforms more than he intended. But 


he argued most strongly that taxation 
was to be regarded as a personal matter 
altogether, and not to be treated on 
geographical principles. That is the 
position taken up by all statesmen. 
It was taken up by the Committee of 
1864 and by Sir Stafford Northcote 
and Mr. Lowe in 1875. That being 
so, I feel that the historical financial 
grievance has no basis, and that it 
is a mistake for hon. Members to come 
forward with a claim to a_ debt 
swollen to an enormous amount. 
Hon. Members complain of our ignorance. 
For my part I think there are mistaken 
directions in which we spend money in 
Ireland. I wish they would come 
co help us, as they have on some 
occasions done. I wish they would 
explain where the expenditure is useless, 
and that they would advise us with some 
sense of responsibility in the matter. I 
admit that when they have done that they 


_ have not always received full encourage- 


ment. When a Bill was introduced by 
the hon. Member for Louth with respect 
to the utilisation of water power [ felt 
that was exactly the sort of measure 
which we should have done our best to 
encourage. I always felt regret at the 
premature failure of that Bill. On the 
other hand, the Government have not 
received the help they are entitled to in 
their desire to cut down useless expendi- 
ture. A deputation with regard to trans- 
port waited upon the Board of Agricul- 
ture, amongst the members being men 
of all parties. It included the Member 
for the St. Patrick’s Division — of 
Dublin, who has worked much on 
questions of this kind, and is much 
| interested in Irish railways. There is a 
| 
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vast deal to be said for making the [rish 
railways State railways. The problem is 
a totally different one from the one that 
exists in England. It is more like the 
problem that exists in Hungary, or 
in India, and it is well worth 
considering whether anything can be 
done to make an enormous saving 
to the producer in Ireland, with the 
assistance and capital of the British 
Government. There is one thing per- 
fectly obvious in regard to a question of 
this sort. The Lrish Members can  cer- 
tainly make it impossible if they do not 
There are many other 
schemes that this Parliament is fully 
prepared to consider if the Lrish Members 
will give us the help of their local know- 
ledge. We are not committed to any class 
ia Ireland, but we want to see fairness 
and justice to all classes, and we want to 
develop the resources of the country in 
every way we can. But as long as we 
have the suspicion in our minds that the 
irish Members, while desiring to gain an 
wdvantage for friends also wish to damage 
opponents, it is difficult to support them. 
lhe hon. Member opposite has said that 
this is a critical time. We hear of the 
horrors of war. Long after these are for- 
gotten, deeper effects will come trom this 
war. We have been brought closer to- 
gether, and we have worked more with 
one another under the pressure of this 
war, than in the comfortable times of 
peace. An enormous difference has been 
brought about in our relations with 
the colonies, and far-reaching constitu- 
tional changes in the government of the 
Empire may follow. Is Ireland the only 
place where this is to have no effect 
at all? Are we to stop at cheering the 
Irish soldiers or wearing the shamrock ! 
I hope the closeness of our feeling will 
not be forgotten. It has had one effect 
in this House. During past weeks we 
have listened with much patience to 
language from hon. Members opposite 
which we should have found it hard 
to tolerate. It makes us desire to show 
our brotherhood more practically and 
more prominently. If hon. Gentlemen 
who represent Ireland come to us with 
stories of ancient untold millions, and claim 
payment of a debt, we say No. If they ask 
for political changes which we believe 
would be ruinous to the Empire at large 
we can only say, as we have said before, 
No. If they come to us and ask us to 
assist in remedying the troubles of Ire- 


choose to assist. 


Mr. Purkei Suiith. 


‘COMMONS! 


(Knyland amd Ireland), SO 


land, which they attribute to the British 
Government, but are. [ think, in the 
order of nature and beyoud the control 
of the Government, they will find from 
the Members on this side of the House 
neither an unfriendly nor am unwilling 
answer. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): We ask for 


justice, we ask for our own in matters of! 


finance, and we ask you to stand by the 
pledges of vour forefathers as embodied in 
the Act of Union. The hon. Member 
for Partick, who has emerged out of the 


quietude shown since his opposition to. 


the Home Rule Bill, gives a lot 
of advice how the Irish Members ought to. 
conduct the Irish case and how we ought 
to behave. Wedo not desire or require 
the hon. Member’s advice, we certainly 
shall not take his instructions, and above 
all we strenuously disavow bis very paltry 
patronage. The question is not what the 
hon. Member for Partick thinks with 
regard to Free Trade. He admits himself 
that although Free Trade has been of 
enormous adyantage to Great Britain 
generally, it has been economically a great 
disadvantage to Ireland. That is a por- 
tion of our case. By the system of. 
taxation, no doubt wisely devised tor the 
benefit of Great Britain the system by 
which taxation on a large number ot 
articles has been changed, and taxation 
placed on a few articles—TIreland as a 
purely agricultural country is at a dis- 
advantage as compared with Great Britain. 
It is an economical problem that need 
only be stated to be understood. A. 
Royal Commission was appointed a 
few years ago to inquire into this 
question, and, speaking with all respect, 
I contend that no declaration from 
the front bench, or from any Chan 
cellor of the Exchequer or financier yet 
discovered, can overthrow or overturn the 
finding of that Royal Commission until 
you have something to substitute for it. 
It will be said that the Royal Commission 
was the ¢reation of a Home Rule Govern- 
ment. Well, granted ; but it was entitled 
to all the more authority for this reason, 
it Was not a committee of politicians. It 
was a Royal Commission 
mainly of experts. I do not now speak 
froma Home Rule or Nationalist point 
of view. It was a Commission appointed 
to inquire into the bookkeeping and ac- 


counts between the predominant partner 


and Ireland, and until you have some- 


consisting, 
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thing in its place of eqynal or superior 
authority you are bound to respect their 


findings. But it is not true to say that 
this inquiry was initiated by a Home 
Rule Government. It was the present 
First Lord of the Admiralty, then Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who in 1890 
appointed a Committee. ‘The Committee 
was appointad to inquire into the 
equity of the financial relations — he- 
tween England, Scotland, and Ireland. 
If the contention of the Government 
be true that indiscriminate taxation 
can press with no injustice on any of these 
countries, why, in the name of Heaven, 
was this Commission ever suggested ? 
This Royal Commission was a more com- 
petent and a more impartial tribunal than 
perhaps the Committee the First Lord of 
the Admiralty proposed. It was not 
composed of political partisans. Their 
conclusions were not arrived at in a hasty 
manner, They sat for many months 
taking evidence trom acknowledged 
Treasury experts, including such men 
as Sir Robert Giffen, Sir Robert Hamil- 
ton, and men, generally speaking, far 
above the ordinary commonplace indi- 


vidual. The men who gave evidence 
were men who had been authorities in 
economic science, and tor the hon. 


Member to get np and controvert  evi- 
dence of that kind is a species of audacity 
which is only possible in the House of 
Commons. What were the findings ! 
First of ail, that Ireland must, for the 
purposes of the inquiry, be considered a 
separate entity. 1 consider it a species 
of Parliamentary audacity for anyone to 


say that it is not a separate entity. 
It was proved to the hilt that 
the basis of taxation was entirely a 


miscalculation as regards the resources of 
Ireland, and that the increase of taxation 
since 1853 was not justified by the then 
existing circumstances. It was proved dis- 
tinctly and beyond controversy that when, 
in 1853, Mr. Gladstone imposed the income 
tax, he imposed it for a limited time. 
The income tax has continued ever since 
in Ireland—not that I think the income 
tax more unjust in Ireland than in Eng- 
land or Scotland, because IT think the rich 
should be made to pay their share of 
taxation in each of the tiree countries, 
but it is a tax which presses most heavily 
upon Ireland. That grievance has been 
emphasised and accentuated by this year’s 
Budget. I think, with all respect, this 
lies at the root of the whole controversy 
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that identity in the rate of taxation: 
does not involve equality of burden. 
Suppose, for the sake of argument, that 
England conquered France or that France 
conquered England, and suppose that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer were toimpose- 
a duty on coffee. Well, that might be sup- 
posed to be an equal burden ; but obviously 
on the Frenchman it would be a heavier 
burden, because in France coffee is more 
generally used. If a French Chancellor 
of the Exchequer were to levy a duty on 
tea, in England it would be an unequal 
burden, for that duty would press much 
more heavily on the English heusehold 
than upon the French, tea being more con 
sumed in this country. That illustrates 
the fallacy that underlies the statement 
that Ireland is not overburdened because 
taxation is the same on the individual as 
in England and Seotland. Overlooking 
the historical argument altogether, we are 
entitled to allege that you free a large 
number of commodities from taxation, and 
that you put indirect taxes on a few, and 
these few commodities are those which. 
are most generally constumed in Ireland 
tea, tobacco, and spirits. Of course, ordi- 
reformers 


nary temperance say it is 
a good thing to have a heavy duty 
on spirits. They say it has a 
tendency to encourage — temperance 
You have steadily raised the tax on 


whisky, and vou are this year raising it 
by another 6d. per gallon. Why do you 
do it? To draw from the country where- 
the whisky is consumed so much extra 
money. The same with tea and toebaceo, 
but to a more limited extent. It must 
be obvious to the meanest intelligence 
that you are imposing this taxation on 
the working classes. [t is all very welf 
to say that it they did not drink whisky 
or smoke tohaceo they would not have to 
pay the tax. True, hut that is not the 
hasis of finance. The whole question 
turns upon the seventh Article of the 
Act of Union. No matter from what 
point of view vou approach the matter, 
you are face to face with the fact that if 
an ordinary legislative Union was intended 
between Great Britain and Treland, and. 
there was no thought of a financial settle- 
ment, there would have been no necessity 
for that seventh Article. If the Parlia- 
ment of Ireland was merely to be 
abolished and the two legislatures 
brought together, that Article would have 
been unnecessary. But financial con- 
siderations were present to the minds of 
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those who contrived, and, as far as 
Ireland is concerned, brought about that 
Union, and therefore that Article becomes 
of enormous importance. It cannot he, 
and, in fairness, it ought not to be, for- 
gotten that this was not the absorption 
of one legislature by another. — It was a 
fair treaty and contract between two 
legislatures, and being a treaty it should 
be observed—that is, if at :his hour of 
the day there remains in the average 
English mind any respect for treaties and 
contracts. That treaty was referred to 
by Lord Castlereagh in terms something 
to this effect— 

“By there being a provision for revision 
Ireland has the utmost possible security that 
she cannot be taxed beyond the measure of 
her comparative ability, and that the ratio of 
her contribution must ever correspond with 
her relative wealth and prosperity.” 


I contend that those words must mean 
either something serious or nothing at 
all. According to the present Chancellor 
of the Exchequer and those who support 
him they mean nothing, and they need 
not have been inserted in the Act of 
Union or put into the Treaty. I contend 
that that seventh Article proves beyond 
all controversy the existence of two 
separate entities, and that is the basis on 
which this motion is made. I will not 
weary the House with many figures; | 
will only point ont that the relative 
taxable capacity in 1800 was put at the 
proportion of two to fifteen ; but it must 
be remembered that the population of 
Great Britain at that time was little more 
than double that of Ireland, while now it 
is nearly eight times as great. Surely, 
when you have a country. with an 
enormously diminishing population and 
dwindling resources tied to a country 
with an enormously increasing population 
and growing resources, you are bound to 
consider the claim for separate treatment 
and for the exemptions and abatements 
provided for in the Act of Union. This 
House, the Government, and the country 


have power to repudiate the Act of 
Union; they have power as the pre- 
dominant partner to tear it in pieces. 
But is it honourable so to do? 
Time after time I have heard this 
doctrine of indiscriminate taxation 
raised by Chancellors of the Ex- 


chequer, but I have never yet heard a 
single argument to controvert the tindings 
of the Royal Commission. It is not fair 
controversy or political discussion to say 
Mr, Flynn. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘that that Commission was appointed by a 


Home Rule Government. All Govern- 
ments, whether called Unionist, Tory, or 
Liberal, are alike tous. That Commission 
of incomparable experts, after hearing the 
evidence of men who had been trained in 
finance from their youth, has given its 
verdict, and it is not creditable that its 
findings should be repudiated. Therefore, 
[ say that Parliament ought to accept this 
motion in accordance with the findings of 
that Commission. 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) : There 

are two ways of dealing with this subject 

which are very common, but which I do 

not well see can rightly inform our minds 

in coming to a conclusion on the motion 

now before the House. One way enters 
into elaborate and complicated, ingenious 
and conjectural elements of the question 

in which the understanding is soon 
smothered by the weed and tangle of 
detail, and we cannot see the wood for 
the trees. The other way of talking, 
that one of the taxable capacity of the 
separate entity, is a kind of pedantry, if 
I may say so, in which the arguments 
follow each other all duly in a row, each 
holding on by the skirts of the other, but 

have their beginning in an exploded fiscal 
system, and having too little to do with 
the actual features of the case for us 
to judge by in making up our minds. 
This last error I shall certainly avoid, 
and for the other I will do what [ ean 
not to get entangled in the labyrinth of 
complicated detail. On the threshold 
there is this notable circumstance. The 

facts and figures of the Royal Commission 
may be, and I daresay are generally 
accepted without reserve by those like 
myself in search of light and leading ; but 
it is otherwise with the Commissioners 
deductions and inferences from these facts 
and figures. And this because by some 
fault or misfortune the Reports wear on 
the face of them a partisan look. Naturally 
enough, not a single Home Ruler was able 
to report that Ireland had no financial 
grievance ; but, on the other hand, I know 
not how, not a single Unionist who was 
not also an Lrishman was able to report 
that Ireland had any financial grievance. 
But from their facts and figures which, se 
far as I am aware, we do accept, this much 
we know and must allow, that the 
financial arrangement under the Act of 
Union turned out to be an unfair arrange- 
ment to Ireland. Time showed that the 
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proportion of two to fifteen fixed on Ire- 
land by the seventh Article of the Act of 
Union on the unhappy separate entity 
system was an unfair burden on Treland 
from 1800 to 1817. Still, when all was 
said and done, she did not in point of fact 
pay two to fifteen, but only two to 
twenty-four. The unpaid balance was 
added to the then existing separate debt 
of Ireland on the same mistaken separate 
entity system, and in 1817 that debt was 
amalgamated with the debt of Great 
Britain—merged in the general debt of 
the United Kingdom, and so in the end 
the taxpayers of the whole United King- 
dom had to bear the burden. Thus in 
the year 1817 the knell of the separate 
entity system of national taxable capacity 
was sounded and was succeeded by the 
present system of individual personal 
liability. The system which thus was 
doomed in 1817 had been moribund even 
in 1800, for that same seventh Article of 
the Act of Union in fixing the proportion 
of two to fifteen expressly contemplated 
that at a future date the whole United 
Kingdom should contribute “by equal 
taxes on the same articles in each.” 
The national capacity separate entity 
system was then being — found 
unworkable owing to the movements of 
duty-paid goods between the two king- 
doms. The tobacco duty collected in 
England was paid partly in Ireland by 
the Irishman who smoked part of the 
tobacco ; and the duty on Irish whisky 
levied in Ireland was partly paid in 
England by the Englishman who drank 
part of the whisky. The changing shares 
between the two countries, as separate 
national entities, could not be defined 
any more than the changing colours on a 
pigeon’s neck. It is true that the Act of 
Union, in referring to future equality of 
taxation, qualified this. It stipulated 
that such equality was to be subject to 
“such exemptions and abatements in 
Ireland and Scotland as circumstances 
might demand,” and accordingly at this 
day Ireland is exempt from certain duties 
and taxes such as house duty, railway 
duty, and dog tax. Yet for all that, after 
the debt of the two countries had been 
consolidated in 1817, and supply to the 
various services amalgamated, step by 
step such taxes as were levied in both 
countries were assimilated until in 1859 
the process was complete, and now for 
more than a generation Great Britain and 


Ireland have been treated alike in rate of | 
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taxation laid on individuals or on com- 
modities in both countries. The motion 
before the House seeks to disarrange this 
equality, and it is said that in the process 
I have just described, while taxes have 
been taken off England, Ireland has had 
taxes laid upon her ; but this is one of those 
literal truths which are untruths in 
substance. Down to 1859 Great Britain 
bore more taxes than did Ireland, and bore 
higher rates than did Ireland of taxes 
which were common to both. It was 
meet, therefore, that some should be 
taken off in Great Britain and others put 
on or increased in Ireland. And _ this 
being under the new system according to 
the taxable capacity of individuals was a 
measure of the growing prosperity of 
Irishmen such as it was—not a mark of 
the oppression of their country at large. 
As far as the whole sister country is con- 
cerned as distinguished from individuals, 
Ireland has become the lesser partner in 
a greater business, and if her expenses 
are more, still more are her profits. She 
is not worse off, but better off. It is true 
that Great Britain has profited still more 
than Ireland by reason of the Union. 
Ireland lags behind England. The Irish 
are poor as a people—the more is the 
pity—and all poor people pay more in 
taxation out of every pound of their in- 
come than do rich people, because the 
poor consume more dutiable articles in 
proportion to their income than do the 
rich. For instance, a rich man does not 
drink more tea in proportion to his in- 
come, even with his servants into the 
bargain. I allow all this in favour of 
Ireland’s plea of poverty, but it is no 
reason for putting the clock back in 
general fiscal policy. It may be and is a 
good reason for wise liberality on the 
part of the Government for helping 
profitable objects and undertakings in 
Ireland. It is no reason for Ireland to 
say to Great Britain, “Stand and deliver.” 
As in the case of Home Rule she was 
crying for the moon, so here she is 
quarrelling with her bread and butter. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
As an Irish Member I feel bound to state 
to the House the grounds upon which I 
think this motion should be carried. I 
listened with great interest to the 
speeches of the hon. Member for Partick, 
and the last speaker, but both appeared 
to me to lose sight altogether of the real 
question involved in this important 
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motion. I concede at once, that if you were 
to treat everyone living in Ireland in the 
same way as you would if they were 
living in Yorkshire or Somersetshire, it 
would be impossible to differentiate be- 
tween the taxation each individual would 
have to bear. But that is not the ques- 
tion at present under discussion. We 
could never leave out of sight the fact 
that the connection between England and 
Ireland was the result of a solemn act of 
treaty—a treaty entered into by two 
countries wholly independent of each 
other at the time. The English Members 
of this House must recollect that Ireland 
up to the time of the Union had a 
separate Legislature and was wholly in- 
dependent of England except that she 
was ruled by the same Sovereign ; and 
that the two countries met at arm’s 
length. Iam not going into the history 
of the unfortunate Act of Union; I am 
not going to weary the House with a re- 
capitulation of the fraud and corruption 
by which the people were defrauded of 
their birthright. I am assuming that it 
Was a contract entered into deliberately, 
and binding so far as it went. The very 
form of the Act shows that it was a 
treaty between two Powers. To prevent 
any misconception, | have here the Act 
of Parliament itself. It is not in the 
ordinary shape of an Act of Parliament ; 
it is a treaty—a treaty divided into 
certain articles like any other convention 

-like the Convention of 1884, or those 
Conventions which are so often entered 
into, and, alas, so frequently broken. 
That treaty was confirmed by an Act 
not only of the Irish Parliament, but of 
the British Parliament also. That is 
the Act which I have here before 
me, Under the Seventh article 
it is expressly provided that there 
should be a difference made in taxation 
for the two countries for a certain time, 
at all events; and it was based upon the 
principle that the taxable capacity of Tre- 
land was as two parts out of seventeen, 
the taxable capacity of England being 
fifteen parts. That was the basis of the 
whole thing, and that was the origin of 
the evil which the Lrish Members are now 
protesting against, and to which we may 
trace the misery and degradation and 
poverty of that portion of the United 
Kingdom as compared with her great and 
flourishing sister, England. That propor- 
tion of two to fifteen was altogether 
wrong. 


Serjeant Hemphill. 


{COMMONS} 


Distinguished Members speaking 
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in the Irish House of Commons all fore- 
told that that was an undue proportion, 
and that the result would be to involve 
Ireland in debt. The protest of the 
House of Lords, headed by the Duke of 
Leinster of the day, put on record the 
opinion that the proportion should be 
one to eighteen, and, by a strange gift of 
prophecy, it was predicted that the effect 
of that miscalculation would be to leave 
Ireland in a short time involved in debt 
and overtaxed to the extent of £2,500,000 
or £2,750,000—the very result arrived at 
by the Royal Commission appointed by 
this House three or four years ago. That 
was the foundation of our trouble. What 
happened ? It was provided by this Article 


| that the only separate charge—I am speak- 


ing now of charges upon [reland—should 
be the interest on the then existing 
Debt of the two countries respectively. 
What was the Debt of Ireland at the 
time of the Union? £28,000,000. From 
1782 to about 1794 she had carried on 
her affairs prosperously, almost without 
any debt. She was only obliged to contri- 
bute 15,000 men to the Imperial force. She 
managed her own affairs ; she imposed her 
own taxes; she levied her own dues. It 
was in the last two or three years hefore 
the Union, during the time of the Rebel- 
lion, when Ireland was flooded with 
troops from this country, that even that 
small debt of £28,000,000 was incurred. 
At that time the Debt of Great 
Britain, I believe, was £446,000,000. 
There was the Irish House of Commons, 
consisting of 300 gentlemen, who were 
supposed to represent the constituency of 
Ireland, and, they were entering into a 
treaty on behalf of a country with a 
separate debt of £28,000,000, while the 
debt of Great Britain was £446,000,000. 
What right would the Irish House of 
Commons have to do otherwise than what 
they did? They were surrendering the 
sole right to tax the Irish, giving up about 
200 representatives. They assumed that 
the proportion was correct, but they were 
deceived and imposed upon by the states- 
men of that day. They were deceived 
by Mr. Pitt and by Lord Castlereagh. 
Perhaps those statesmen acted in ignor- 
ance, but they placed themselves in the 
hands of interested experts, they took their 
advice, and they put the proportion at 1 
to 74. The Act of Union provided that 
all Ireland would have to pay would be 
the charge on the separate debt of 
£28,000,000, and it fixed her contribution 
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at two parts out of seventeen. The country 
was hardly tried, and Ireland began to 
feel very soon afterwards that she was 
overtaxed, and that it was impossible to 
keep pace with her partner. After 
the Act of Union England embarked in 
war, sending her legions to every 
part of the world. Poor Ireland—a 
poor relation in every sense—followed 
in her train, and was obliged to contribute 
in that tremendous disproportion of two 
parts out of seventeen, the consequence 
being that in a few years [reland’s debt 
was swelled from £28,000,000 to some- 
thing like £116,000,000 or ‘thereabouts. 
From the very first [Ireland was over- 
taxed, and she was put in such a position 
that she could not get out of her toils. 
The Earl of Liverpool and other statesmen 
fastened upon a particular stipulation in 
the Articles of Union, and said, ‘‘Now that 
the Irish debt has come to the same pro- 
portion as the English debt we may con- 
solidate the revenue,” and that is what the 
Act of 1816 does. It consolidated the 
Exchequer of the two countries ; it did not 
alter the taxation, but carried out what 
was provided for by the Seventh Article 
of the Act of Union and retroacted on 
that Act. As a matter of fact the 
taxation was not equalised by that 
Act, and it never contemplated that 
the taxation should necessarily be equal- 
ised. The taxation was not equalised 
for many years after, and up to the year 
}858 the taxes were still different. It is 
a fallacv, therefore, to rely on this Act 
of 1816 as warranting and justifying the 
mischief that ensued to Ireland. I am 
not going to trouble the House with 
many figures, but there are one or two 
which are so striking as to the effect 
of this Act that I feel I must call 
attention to them. Now let us see 
how this Act operated on the unfortunate 
people of Ireland. The average income 
of the people of Great Britain is about 
£40 a year per head of the population ; 
but at the very highest the average 
income of the people of Ireland is only 
about £12 a year. Where is the justice 
of saying that a man who has £12 a year 
to subsist upon should pay the same 
taxes as a man who has £40 a year? 
Those figures are unquestionable, and 
year after year the effect of this arrange- 
ment was to raise the taxation per head 
upon the people of Ireland, and at the 
time of the Union the taxation in Eng- 
land was about £3 per head, and in 
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Ireland it was about 10s. or lls. At the 
period when the Royal Commission mace 
their Report the taxation of Ireland had 
risen to £1 5s. 11d. as against £2 5s. 4d. 
in England. The effect of this unfortu- 
nate arraigement was to submerge 
Ireland in debt. [am now speaking of 
the position of things as resulting from the 
Act of Union. The result was to keep 
Ireland with a millstone round her 
neck, and she was just like 
an individual who begins life with 
a small debt, whose income never 
overtakes his indebtedness, and he 
struggles on until he ends in bankruptey. 
Ireland shared the fate of all bankrupts, 
and the lot of every unfortunate person 
who has to struggle with adversity. The 
population of Ireland in the year 1800 
was 5,000,000, and the population of Eng- 
land was 10,000,000. Things went on 
for some years after the Act of 1816, and 
even then the taxation was not equal. 
The Corn Laws had not been repealed, 
and the industries of Ireland throve to 
a certain extent, and throughout every 
part of the country there were corn mills, 
distilleries, and other means of industry. 
Then came the repeal of the Corn Laws, 
which, while it enhanced the prosperity 
of England, operated to an unparalleled 
degree against the prosperity of Ireland, 
and operated injuriously from a financial 
point of view. Although I admit that 
the repeal of the Corn Laws was neces- 
sary, their repeal was most unfortunate and 
most ill-timed in Ireland, though I admit 
it was necessary that after the famine 
scmething should be done to prevent the 
people actually dying, as many of them 
did, from starvation. What has been the 
practical effect of the system of taxation 
maintained by this country? The popu- 
lation of England is now 35,000,000, while 
the population of Ireland is only about 
4,500,000. The population of Ireland 
has fallen off by nearly one-half since the 
year 1850 or 1846; but the population of 
England during that period has more 
than trebled, very nearly quadrupled 
itself. Surely there must be something 
rotten in a system which leads to 
such a result. Where does the burden 
of this war Budget press ? Not 
upon the professional class, or upon 
those with fixed incomes, but it presses 
upon the very poor. My sympathy is 
with the man who, when he gets up in 
the morning, hardly knows how he can 
provide the daily meal for himself and 
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his family. My sympathy is with the 
struggling labourer in every department 
of work, and I do not complain of the 
imposition of the income tax, which was 
imposed for the first time in 1853 as a 
temporary measure upon Ireland by Mr. 
Gladstone. I do not complain of that, 
because it may be said that £700 or £800 
income in Ireland ought to be as good as 
£700 or £800 income in England. What 
I complain of is that the man who has to 
support himself and his family on a 
miserable pittance—and who has to do it 
on asum four times less than that of his 
English brother—should have to pay for 
the necessaries of life the same amount 
of taxation. When Mr. Gladstone 
imposed the income tax and _ raised 
the duty on spirits he expected 
that it would only continue for seven 
years. He admitted himself that he was 
doing an injustice to Ireland for which he 
afterwards made ample reparation in his 
legislation and attempts at legislation. 
He felt that because as a compensation 
he gave up £4,000,000 of terminable 
annuities as an equivalent for the imposi- 
tion of the income tax in 1853 those annui- 
ties which had been created as an Irish 
debt because of advances made for relief 
works during the time of the famine. 


Why should this system be still con-| 


tinued? Why in the present Budget 
should this wrong be perpetuated? I can 
tell the House from experience in every 


part of Ireland from the north to the south | 
that tea is an absolute necessary of life | 


not only with the better classes but with 
the poor struggling artisans, labourers, 
and peasants all over the country. Tea 
in every poor home is the main support, 
and the imposition of 2d. a pound on tea 
is a serious and formidable matter for 
these poor people to deal with. It suits 
some persons to allege in different places 
that Ireland is now prosperous and that 


she is not poorer than other parts of the | 


country. But those who know Ireland 
must feel what a mockery and delusion 
it is to allege any such thing. Let any 
hon. Member traverse some of the out- 
lying parts of England and also the 
outlying parts of Ireland, and then I am 
sure he will honestly and fairly admit 
that in Ireland the mode of life is far 
lower among the poor than among 
the poor in England. Why then should 


they be taxed on the same basis? I am 
not a smoker myself except in the very 
smallest degree, and therefore I can speak 
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disinterestedly ; but by putting an extra 
tax upon tobacco the poor fellow who has 
to go for hours without a meal will suffer 
a very serious loss. The labourer in the 
field and the peasant in the barn would 
rather go without their allowance of 
about a pound of Indian meal a day than 
go without their pipe of tobacco. But 
why place a tax on tobacco, and why not 
select some other article? Whisky is 
one of the principal manufactures of Ire- 
land, but it must not be imagined from 
that statement that Ireland is more 
drunken than England, for that is quite a 
mistake. The figures in the Report of 
this Commission show that there is less 
whisky drunk per head of the population 
| by the Irish than is drunk by the English 
or the Scotch. It is a popular fallacy to 
say that the Irish are the greatest whisky 
drinkers. They do occasionally “indulge” 
at fairs and markets and get a little 
excited either from the ardour of their 
nature or from the emptiness of their 
stomachs, but that is the greatest crime 
that can be alleged against them. But a 
top dressing of whisky on an empty 
stomach is very apt to reach the head. 
At one time whisky used to be one of 
the main products of Ireland. But now 
I could mention distillery after distillery 
which have had to be closed. 


| *Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 


S.): Thank goodness ! 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: The hon. 
Member says “thank goodness,” and he 
is atemperance advocate. I do not yield 
to him in my admiration of temperance, 
but it is a mistake to suppose that the 
shutting up of those distilleries and the 
consequent throwing of a number of 
people out of employment in any way 
| discourages intemperance, for it has no 
such effect. The intemperance increases 
afterwards, and the only difference is that 
‘instead of getting sound wholesome 
| spirits they often get adulterated spirits 
| mixed with sulphuric acid which is sold 
jin some of the shebeens and_ inferior 
public-houses, and this drives those 
| who consume it in moments of weak- 
/ness and temptation to madness and 
| desperation. But this is no argument 
\for imposing this extra taxation on 
Ireland. The effect of imposing too 
| high a tax on spirits is to lead to adultera- 
tion, which aggravates the evil of in- 
temperance. It may not be possible 
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to have a different system of taxation 


for Ireland and England, but it is 
possible — to take into consideration 


the taxable capacity of the two countries. 
Some authorities have measured this 
capacity as one to twenty, but I think 
one to twenty-three is nearer the mark, 
ind some authorities have put it at one 
to thirty. At the present moment Ire- 
land is taxed upon the proportion of one 
to eleven. That is distinetly wrong, and 
it ought to be altered so as to make the 
result agree with the principle of right 
and justice. There can be no difficulty 
in doing so, and why should you seleet for 
taxation articles which press most severely 
apon our already overtaxed people? Why 
select tea, whisky, and tobacco as the 
means for swelling up this inordinate 
revenue, for a war which by no means 
edounds to the happiness or to the glory 
of the British Empire? We had a volu- 
minous statement the other day from the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, which showed that the 
expenditure of Great Britain had doubled 
since 1850—I think his figures were that in 
1850 theincome wasabout £50,000,000, and 
now it is considerably over £100,000,000. 
We know also that the expenditure is 
now going up by leaps and bounds, I 
am old enough to recollect what has hap- 
pened for a great number of years back, 
and perhaps I may claim to speak with 
some authority. But I can put my hand 
on my heart and say that I see very little 
symptom of any material progress or 
prosperity in Ireland, a result which 
mainly arises from this inequality of 
taxation and this imposition of burdens 
that have been demonstrated to be most 
unfair and unjust to the people of Ireland. 


Sir T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 
Personally, I feel indebted to the hon. 
Member for Peterborough for his inter- 
vention in this debate. Though we have 
had a number of speeches upon this ques- 
tion, it is very seldom that hon. Members 
opposite favour us by recording their 
reasons for objecting to the claim of Ire- 
land to financial redress. I cannot say 
that the hon. Member has converted me 
to his point of view. He holds his own 
views to his own satisfaction, and that is 
an extremely agreeable frame of mind to 
he in. I do not know whether I shall be 
able to change his opinions by introducing 
to his mind any doubt upon the subject. 
One remark which the hon. Member made 
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was that he generally felt rather confused 
about these Irish questions. I may say 
that the hon. Member is not the first 
English Member who has been confused 
upon Trish questions, and who has voted 
upon them without a full understanding 
of their bearings. I am afraid that the 
arguments of the hon. Member were, to 


my inferior mind, also somewhat con- 
fusing. He spoke about the Com- 
mission which made the Report 
upon Trish finance, and he told 


us that while he thoroughly agreed with 
the facts he disagreed with the findings 
of that Commission. Now I agree both 
with the facts and the findings of that 
Commission, which brought a good deal 
of light to my mind, and J have no fault 
to find with them. I wish the hon. 
Member had given us some solid reasons 
for his disagreement with the findings 
of that Commission. He went back to 
the Act of Union and to the Act of 
1816, and he told us that after the con- 
solidation of the two Exchequers Ire- 
land did not pay the tax she was entitled 
to pay under the Act of Union. Ifthe hon. 
Member would do me the favour of con- 
sulting me I could show him certain 
papers in the Library of this House 
which deal with that period of 1816, and 
I think I could convince him that Ire- 
land has overpaid her proportion by many 
millions sterling. 


*Mr. PURVIS: I was only alluding to 
what the Royat Commission found as 
facts, and I agree with their findings. 


Sin T. G. ESMONDE: Then the hon. 
Member agrees that Ireland is overtaxed, 
If that is his view I hope he will vote 
with us. 


*Mr. PURVIS: I said that what the 
Royal Commission found as fact I agreed 
with. 


Sir T. G. ESMONDE: Then the hon. 
Member is in agreement with the find- 
ings of the Royal Commission. There is 
another important element to be con- 
sidered in regard to the period of 1816. 
In the treaty there was a provision for 
the periodical revision of the financial 
relations between Great Britain and 
Ireland, and that revision has never been 
carried out. Upon that clause in the 
Act which consolidated the two Ex 
chequers the claim of Ireland. to a large 
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extent rests. Objection has been taken 
on the ground that we ask that [rishmen 
should be taxed less than Euglishmen, 
hut that is precisely the agreement con- 
tained not only in the Act of Union, but 
also in the Act consolidating the two 
Exchequers, and that is the ground upon 
which Irish Members agreed to the 
consolidation. I would like to draw the 
attention of the House to some figures 
issued in two recent Returns which have 
been laid before Parliament. One of 
them is Paper 317 for 1899, which has 
been quoted by my hon. friend who 
initiated this debate. According to that 
Paper, last year Ireland paid in Imperia! 
taxation about £8,250,000. By another 
Return I find that last year Ireland 
also. paid in local taxation about 
£4,250,000. And so we come to this 
most significant figure, that last year 
between Imperial and local taxation 
Treland paid a total of something like 
£12,500,000. Hon. Members opposite, 
perhaps, do not grasp fully what these 
figures really mean, but’ by us who know 
Ireland, and who are acquainted with the 
extreme difficulty of conducting local ad- 
ministration, and who know how heavily 
the incidence of taxation falls upon the 
ratepayers in Ireland, it is readily under- 
stood. It means that in Ireland, beween 
Imperial and local taxation, the average 
per head of the population last year was 
something like £3. Such a situation is un- 
guestionably alarming, for the country is 
at this moment taxed as heavily as it can 
possibly stand, and it is now taxed much 
higher than, according to the principles 
of justice and the ideas of the proper con- 
duct of business, the people should be 
called upon to pay. The difficult point 
is that, between your Imperial taxation 
and our own local taxation, Ireland is un- 
yuestionably overtaxed, and unless some- 
thing is done by this House either to 
remodel the incidence of — Imperial 
taxation or to cheapen the cost of 
local administration in Ireland | 
am afraid that local government cannot 
possibly be carried out. Our popu- 
lation is diminishing, our towns 
are falling into greater and greater di lapi- 
dation, our local industries have prac- 
tically died out, and there is absolutely 
no employment for the people in the 
country. The result is that, year after 
year, thousands and thousands of young 
people who are able to work and to con- 
tribute to the wealth of the country are 
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leaving Ireland for other countries, where 
their industry and energy will he devoted 
to increasing the national wealth. It 
seems to me that this country has a direct 
Imperial interest in improving the condi- 
tion of Ireland. If you continue to 
allow the young people to go out 
of the country, and if you do not 
do something to afford employment, 
you will wake up) one day to 
tind that you have made an absolutely 
irreparable mistake. What the House 
should endeavour to do is to so arrange 
the taxation of the country that at all 
events local industries may be stimulated 
in Ireland and the people given a chance 
of tinding employment at home. A great 
deal has been said about the Report of 
the Financial Relations Commission. 
Some Unionists agree with it, but I am 
sorry to say that their number is not 
sufficient to enable us to achieve any 
practical result at present. An hon. 
Member dismissed the Report of the 
Commission by saying that it was merely 
a will-o’-the-wisp. Well, if it is a 
will-o’-the-wisp, it has not yet been 
extinguished, and hon. Members who 
object to the Report should find some 
hetter objection to advance against it 
than by describing it as a will-o’-the-wisp. 
We do not desire that England should be 
treated unjustly in this matter. Our 
ouly claim is that [reland should receive 
justice, and we are perfectly satisfied, if it 
be found that Ireland is not paying too 
much, to allow things to go on as they are; 
but as we are absolutely convinced that 
Ireland is paying more than she ought to 
pay we should be failing in our duty if we 
did not endeavour to emphasise that view 
in this House. There is one fact which 
has been lost sight of, and which shows 
that Ireland issuttering from over-taxation. 
At the present moment, accorling to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, you 
are not making as much out of 
Ireland as you used to; your taxes 
in Ireland are not so productive as 
they were. That seems to me to be un- 
answerable evidence that Ireland is over- 
taxed. We are told that certain taxes 
are not paid in Ireland which are paid in 
England. I[ have given a great deal of 
study to the history of the financial ques- 
tion, and I find that the reason why cer- 
tain taxes were removed in Ireland was 
that they were no longer paying taxes, 
and I imagine that the day will come 
when a number of other impositions will 
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be non-productive. 
There are one or two small matters to 
which | would wish to direct the atten- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
or perhaps, in his absence, the Vice- 
President of the Board of Agri- 
Ireland will take an 
intelligent interest in them. The 
first refers to the redemption of quit 
rents in Ireland. I have repeatedly 
asked for information on this subject, but 
no information has been given. Year by 
year under the operation of the Land 
Purchase Act certain quit rents are 
redeemed in Treland, and the money is, so 
far as we can ascertain, devoted to the 
redemption of charges on Crown property 
in England. That is the conelusion which 
[have drawn from the small amount of 
information vouchsafed to us on the 
subject. I should now like to learn from 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer or some 
other right hon. Gentleman on the 
Treasury Bench what has been done with 
the money received from the redemption of 


quit rents in Ireland, and how much 


money has been received from that source. 
Tam certain [ shall have the sympathy 
ot the Vice-President of the Board of 
Agriculture in Ireland when I say that 
that money is Irish money, and should 
he applied to Ireland, and that all 


amounts derived from that source in 


future should be devoted to Irish pur- 
poses. There are many directions in 
Ireland in which it ean be usefully em- 
ployed. T may suggest one way in which 
it might be applied to remedy a very 
pressing grievance —namely, in the re- 
lief of taxation in towns in Ireland. Under 
the Local Government Act the Irish 
towns have received no benefit whatever, 
and, taking them all round, their taxation 
has been increased under the Act, in some 
cases to an enormous extent. I think, 
therefore, that this money, which is Irish 
money, ought to be well employed 
in reducing taxation in towns in Ireland. 
We are asking no favour, we simply 
zlaim the restoration of what we regard 
as our own money. There is another 
matter which presses very hardly on poor 
people in Ireland. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer expresses his anxiety to be 
kind and generous to poor people in 
Ireland, and he might easily avail 


himself of this opportunity to help them. | 


I allude to the question of law costs in 
[reland, in connection with small agree- 
ments, small contracts, and the taking 
Though 
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the charges are not very large, they yet 
press very hardly on the poor, and [think 


the Chancellor of the Exchequer might 
consider the question of relief in 
this direction. Suppose the — occu- 


pier of a labourer’s cottage or a 
small farm dies, his successor has to take 
out letters of administration, at a time 
when the family can perhaps ill afford to 
spend money. This is a small matter, and 
would only have a trifling effect on the 
receipts of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, and I hope the right hon. Gentle- 
will consider it. We claim in Ireland 
that we get nothing like our proper share 
of Imperial expenditure. That point has 
been already raised by my hon. friend the 
Member for North Donegal, and the figures 
he quoted will be in the recollection of 
the House, but I will take one or two 
concrete cases. Two years ago, under 
the Public Offices (Acquisition of Sites) 
Act, and the Public Buildings Expenses 
Act, you spent 31 millions of public 
money on public buildings in London. | 
would like to know how much was spent 
in Dublin on public buildings in that 
year. So far as I can gather no money 
at all was spent. This is a matter which 
some of us feel very strongly. We have 
in Dublin a picture gallery and a 
museum, but beeause neither of these 
buildings is large enough to hold the col- 
lections which ought to be placed in 
them, a number of interesting objects of 
antiquarian interest are not “able to be 
housed. If you spend three and a half 
millions on public buildings in London | 
think you ought to contribute a small 
amount for public buildings in Dublin. 
In addition to its endowment the British 
Museum gets £160,000 of public money 
every year, whereas the Dublin Museum 
only gets £1,600. That is not a fair 
proportion, and if, on the question of 
Imperial expenditure, reliance is to be 
placed on the argument as to a set-off, 
I think the attention of the Govern- 
ment ought to be directed to this 
matter of public buildings. I had i 

tended to deal with the question of the 
new duties to be imposed on spirits anc 
heer in Ireland ; but [ will content myself 
with saying that the .te XAzion of spit its 
has been i increasing for the Tast : forty-tive 
years in Ireland, “and how stands at as. 
high a figure as it exer , stood: ; pergre., i 
do not speak i in this matter oither trem @ 
temperance or an anti-tcmperance point 


of view. I look upon it as ar industrjal 
matter, and the danget is that by your. 
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taxation yoy may injure what is after all 
the only important industry remaining 
in Ireland. The taxation of whisky 
has mow reached such a_ point 
that distillers in Ireland are taking very 
serious alarm. At an important meeting 
held in Dublin a few days ago an able 
statement of the case was made by Mr. 
Nagle. The distillers are certainly very 
seriously coneerned at the possible results 
of the Budget. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON: The 
hon. Baronet speaks of only one industry 
in Ireland. Are there not other indus- 
tries in Belfast ? 

Siz T. G. ESMONDE: I am very glad 
that Belfast is an exception, and I am 
ouly sorry we have not a few more in 
Ireland. What I would press on the 
Government is that in view of the danger 
of serious interference with a most impor- 
tant industry it ought to be taken into 
consideration whether the tax on whisky 
should not be imposed for one year only, 
and that we should havea guarantee that 
it will not be repeated next year. A large 
amount of employment is given by this 
industry in Ireland. It is the only 
important industry outside Belfast, and 
the Belfast industries are not taxed. 
I hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will give us some assurance that the taxa- 
tion he now proposes to put on this 
industry will not remain on it longer than 
one Vear. 

\In. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): With 
much that has been said on the subject of 
the condition of Ireland no doubt many 
of us agree, and are sorry to agree. [am 
sure that everybody wishes in every way 
to do their utmost to develop all the 
industries of Ireland that can possibly be 
fostered. But we must remember in dis- 
cussing this subject that what is especially 
wanted is an increase of capital in Ireland. 
I think noone can shut his eyes to the 
fact that the tendency has been to drive 
capital from Ireland of late years ; and 
although there is an immense quan- 
tity of capital available from every 
part of the world, it is extremely 
dificult for any company to — be 
got. up, atleast very few, to deve- 
lop industrics a Ireland. That goes to 
the root of the difficulty. If the political 
agitation anc difhéuties in Ireland were 
vot over, there ‘is 16 doubt whatever that 
there wonld be*xn enormous quantity of 
capital’ availavle for the development of 
industries in Ireland, which would tend 
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‘to improve the condition of that country, 
The real question raised in this debate 
seems to me to be whether there should 
be a differential rate of taxation between 
Ireland and England. Now, I have 
studied with considerable care the Report 
of the Royal Commission, the statistics in 
which are of great interest, especially 
those relating to the social condition of 
Ireland and England. It must be 
acknowledged that there is not only an 
Irish side to this question but an English 
side, and those of us who are interested 
in England maintain that justice to 
England is as desirable as justice to Ire- 
land, and that it is important that, while 
granting justice to Ireland, an injustice 
to England should not be inflicted. The 
real question is, “Is any Lrishman taxed 
more severely than any Englishman in 
the same position of life?” That is after 
all the practical point. Reference has 
been made to the Act of Union, Init it 
seems to me that if the Act of Union is 
kept to absolutely, Ireland would pay a 
great deal more than now. When the 
fiscal system was rearranged — in 
1816, it was then thought that a 
fair arrangement had been come 
to. Although it is quite true that 
the present arrangement does in some 
way affect Ireland more hardly than we 
could wish, still the alterations made 
then were for the benefit of Treland. 
The Report speaks of the great question 
of the separate entities of England, Ire 
land, and Scotland. I want to know 
why it should be taken for granted that 
England, Lreland, and Scotland should be 
taken as separate entities for the purpose 
of considering this question. 

Mr. CRILLY (Mayo, N.): The Act of 


Union says so. 


Mr. BARTLEY: But if the whole 
scheme of the Act of Union were earried 
out it would be to the detriment of 
Ireland. If we are to make separate 
entities of England, Ireland, and Scot- 
iland, we might as well make separate 
entities of every district in the country, 
and the result would be an absolute 
absurdity. At page 18 of the Report 
| it is said that the income tax is a gauge 
| of the relative wealth of countries. In- 
|come tax statistics form immensely use- 
| ful data for an inquiry into the general 
| wealth ofa nation, but they do not in any 
| way constitute an index of the capacity 
of individuals to bear taxation. ‘The 
amount of assessment in Ireland can in 
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no way affect the individual payments. 
The Report says that the assessment of 
Ireland is very much smaller than that of 
England, and therefore the fact that 
Ireland is assessed at a smaller ratio than 
England is a plea for a smaller payment 
of the income tax. You might as well 
use the same argument in regard to the 
Isle ot Wight. 


Mr. CRILLY: The Isle of Wight iS 
not Lreland. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : 
drunk. 

Mr. CRILLY: On a point of order, 
Mr. Speaker e 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I with- 
draw. 

Mr. CRILLY: The hon. Member has 
accused me of being drunk. Is that 
proper language ! 


He is 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Itis not a proper ex- 
pression ; but the hon. Member has 
withdrawn it. 

Mr. CRILLY: Has he withdrawn it ? 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : I beg 
to withdraw it, and apologise. 

Mr. CRILLY: I accept the apology. 

Mr. BARTLEY: I was referring to 
assessments. The assessment of Ireland 
is relatively very much smaller than that 
of England, but it in no way affects the 
capacity of the people of that country to 
pay taxes. There are elaborate calcula- 
tions in the Report which show — the 
difference het ween the actual receipts from 
income tax and the net assessment, and 
that again is used all through the Report 
as an argument why there should be re- 
duction. It shows that there would be 
considerable benefit by reducing the taxa- 
tion simply because the great bulk of the 
people have small incomes, but so far 
from that being a reason why a greater 
reduction should he made, it is quite the 
other way ; and therefore I say Parlia- 
ment in its wisdom has done all it can 
to do away with these hardships. A 
great deal is said in the Report of the 
Commissioners as to the calculations per 
head, but such calculations are most 
fallacious. It is quite true that if two 
countries are the same in every respect, 


the calculation per head is a test of the | 


capacity to pay taxes, but that calculation 
is quite upset when of two countries com- 
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pared one is increasing in population and 
the other decreasing. Take the case of a 
family of five, each earning so much : 
when another comes into the family the 
average per head is less, but the burden 
is greater, so that the calculation per head 
is one that may lead us into considerable 
difficulties. | According to the Report 
Ireland paid £1 18s. 3d. per head as 
against £2 lls. 10d. paid in England ; 
but it is a fallacy to draw from that any 
conclusion as to the taxable capacity of 
the two countries as a whole. We might 
as well take a small village in England 
with a gross income of £2,500. If the 
inhabitants all smoked and drank in 
reason their taxation would not exceed 
10s. per head. No one would dream of 
that as a reason for altering the taxation 
of that district, or for treating it as a 
separate entity. The statement that 
identity of taxation does not necessarily 
involve identity of burden is true not 
only of Ireland, but of every part of the 
United Kingdom. It is harder for a man 
with £1 a week to pay ld. than it would 
be for a man with £2 a week to pay 2d. 
It is often said that the reason why 
Ireland is over-taxed is that it is 
the habit of the’ people there to 
drink whisky and the habit of the 
people in England to drink beer. 
That statement is hardly correct, because 
I find it stated in the Report that the con- 
sumption of spirits per head in Ireland is 
very much less than in Great Britain, 
although that of beer is only about half as 
much. That, no doubt, is very  satis- 
factory to Ireland from the temperance 
standpoint, but it does not bear out the 
argument that that is the reason why 
they are over - taxed. Another reason 
why the taxation of Ireland should be 
reduced is said to be that the average in- 
come out of which the Irishman can pur- 
chase is smaller than the Englishman’s. 
If that argument is to prevail, taxation 
must be reduced in every poor district, 
and I should require that my constitu- 
ency should receive consideration. {An 
Hon. Member: Islington is not Ireland. | 
The argument really comes to this—that 
there ought to be a sliding scale of duties 
according to the consumption or poverty 
of a district. As long as alcohol is con- 
sumed and treated as a taxable com- 
modity there is no possibility of strict 
_ theoretical justice in taxation. 


| *Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : I 
‘ think every Irish Unionist, whatever may 
D 2 
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be his opinions on other points, must 
dlesire that the question of the financial 
relations of England and Ireland should 
be kept clear of the question of the obli- 
gation of Ireland to assist England in an 
{Imperial contest. If the Union is accepted 
at all it must imply that in all such con- 
tests Ireland must go heartily with 
England, not only — as she is now 
splendidly doing —by the services of her 
soldiers, but also by her financial support. 
From an Imperial point of view, the 
strongest argument against Home Rule is 
that it would place the resources of 
Ireland in the hands of men who would 
he hostile to the interests of the Empire, 
and no reasonable man can deny that if a 
separate Parliament had existed in Ireland 
during the last few months, and if it had 
consisted mainly of men like the hon. 
Members opposite, its whole infinence 


would have been employed in thwarting | 


and injuring England in the present war. 
Looking, however, at this question on its 
own merits, | have always maintained 
that Ireland, according to the Act of 
Union, and according to the uniform pre- 
¢cedents of Irish legislation, has a right to 
he treated in matters of finance (as she is 
treated on nearly every other subject) as 
a distinct unit; and that if it can be 
shown that common taxation presses upon 
her with disproportionate foree—-if the 
ratio of her contribution to Imperial taxa- 
tion does not at least roughly correspond 
with her relative wealth as compared with 
the other portions of the Empire, that is a 
matter demanding legislative inquiry and 
redress. The root of this whole contro- 
versy is that a financial commission 
established on high English — financial 
authority that such a disparity existed. 
It is quite certain that many things have 
heen acting against Ireland. The main 
exemptions from taxation which she once 
enjoyed were nearly all abolished when 
indirect taxation was mainly concentrated 
on a very few articles of general consump- 
tion. Her population has rapidly | 
diminished, while the population of | 
England and Scotland has enormously in- 
creased, and this has naturally affected | 
the proportion of taxation per head in the 
two countries. Great Britain is a great 
manufacturing country, and has been 
advancing in wealth with gigantic strides. 
[reland, except perhaps in one province, 
has made no such progress. 


Both the | 


level of material prosperity and the rate 

of material progress are wholly different 

on the two sides of the Channel, and this | 
Mr. Lecky. 
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necessarily implies a great difference in 
the pressure of taxation. Then there 
is the fact that while hardly more than 
one-half of the taxation of Great Britain 
is indirect taxation, in Ireland the propor- 
tion is about 76 per.cent., and that by far 
the larger part of this is the whisky tax. 
‘Treland, unfortunately, is a whisky drink- 
,ing, not a beer drinking, country, and 
'whisky for very good reasons is much 
;more heavily taxed than beer. Then 
| there are causes of another kind that have 
| tended to keep her poor. A much lower 
| level of industry ; political agitation, which 
i has steadily driven capital out of the 
country, and turned the people from the 
| paths of industry ; land legislation, which 
has directly ftmpoverished the owners 
of the soil, withdrawn the — whole 
rental of the country from its improve- 
/ment, broken down all sense of the obli- 
gation of contract, which is the first 
condition of real industrial prosperity, 
and done more than any single thing to 
promote the emigration of frish capital 
and to prevent English capital coming 
,over to Treland—all these things have 
established a great difference between the 
two countries, and whatever controversey 
there may be about their relative taxation 
at present, there is very little difference 
about the fact that, in the sixties at least, 
it was grossly unfair, when [reland appears 
to have paid about an eighth of the taxa- 
tion of the Empire, and when out of a 
revenue of a little more than seven 
millions nearly five millions were taken 
for Imperial purposes. The First Lord 
of the Treasury has used language about 
indirect taxation which seems to me full 
of fallacy. He speaks as if in comparing 
the taxation of the two countries it ought 
to be altogether omitted. I fully grant 
that there are great difficulties in tracing 
its incidence, but after all indirect taxa- 
tion is taxation-——a sum taken from private 
persons just as really as taxation, and it 
cannot be omitted from any calculation of 
the comparative payments made by the 
two countries, and if the same indirect 
taxation falls on an article which is pro- 
portionately much more consumed in one 
country than the other, this may act most 
unfairly upon the country that chiefly 
uses it. In his speech in 1898 the First 
Lord brought forward an argument 
intended to be a reductio ad absurdiin of 
the Irish claim. He says— 

“Tt is stated that Ireland under the present 


system of indirect taxation pays two and a 
half millions in excess of what she ought 








10: 


to 

and 
mal 
clas 
art 
tio! 
Ire! 
sul 
wo 
Ta 
wre 
Th 
StI y | 
onl 
Ur 
in 

the 
tal 
Ove 
vel 
of 

mi 
ki 
mi 
Bu 
gr 
an. 
thi 
Iv 
fa 
thi 
a 
me 
on 
wl 


lat 
mi 
th 
pr 
ta 
at 


Ri 
pl 
pl 
gl 
li 
ni 
ti 








105 Financial Relations 


to pay. Suppose the duty on tea, tobacco, 
and spirits were raised to amounts that would 
make it me a for any of the poorer 
classes in Ireland to enjoy any of these three 
articles of consumption. On this supposi- 
tion the Irish grievance would disappear. 
Ireland would pay nothing because it con- 
sumed nothing, and because it paid nothing it 
would have no ground for financial complaint. 
Tax it sufficiently and you will remedy all its 
wrongs. 

This argument appears to me to be pure 
sophistry. It assumes that there can be 
only one kind of financial grievance. 
Undoubtedly if by increasing duties or 
in any other way you greatly diminish 
the actual taxation of Ireland, you will 
take away the grievance of her being 
over-taxed. But if you did this by pre- 
venting her enjoying the chief luxuries 
of a poor man’s life you would be com- 
mitting an act of tyranny of the grossest 
kind, and establishing a new grievance 
much greater than that you remove. 
But is this a proof that the original 
grievance was not areal one? Is there 
anything unnatural or paradoxical in 
this —any reductio ad absurdum of the 
Irish case? Is it not one of the most 
familiar truths in politics and in other 
things that it is often possible to remove 
an undoubted evil or injustice by some 
measure which would create a yreater 
one ; to cure one disease by a remedy 
which would produce another? At the 
same time, in my opinion the situation of 
late years has been very materially 
modified in favour of Ireland. When 
the Financial Commission reported on the 
proportion of Irish taxation to the general 
taxation of the Empire it was estimated 
at between one-eleventh and one-twelfth. 
It is now, according to the Treasury 
Returns, not more than one-fifteenth. The 
proportion of Irish taxation devoted to 
purely Irish purposes has steadily and 
greatly increased, and that devoted to 
lmperial purposes correspondingly dimi- 
nished. The system of graduated taxa- 
tion which has come into fashion tells in 
favour of the poorer country against the 
richer one. A vast amount of taxation 
is now drawn from death duties on very 
large properties. Such properties, though 
numerous in Great Britain, are extremely 
rave 11 Ireland. The income tax is now 
graduated up to £700 a year, and this is 
plainly to the advantage of a country in 
which small properties bear a much larger 
proportion to large ones than in Great 
Britain. Imperial credit also in the form 
of loans has been given to Ireland in a 
much larger proportion than to Great 


(22 Marcu 1900! 


(England and Ireland). 106 


Britain. It appears in a memorandum of 
Sir E. Hamilton that up to March, 1893, 
out of about £120,000,000 advanced by the 
State as loans for local purposes about 
fifty-two millions had gone to Ireland. 
The rate of interest on various old loans 
has been within the last two or three 
years reduced, and under the Purchase 
Acts eighteen millions have been lent 
with the object of creating peasant pro- 
prietors. It is quite true that these loans, 
except in cases where they have been 
remitted, are nota loss to England, as 
they are paid for by interest, but they 
are unquestionably a gain to Ireland, as 
they place the best credit in the world at 
her disposal—a credit certainly much 
hetter than she could have obtained for 
herself. And in addition to this many 
grants have been of late years made to 
Ireland from Imperial sources. There 
has been some controversy about 
whether the £700,000 granted to Ire- 
land in relief of agricultural rates 
two years ago should be regarded 
as an offset. Taken as a whole, in my 
opinion, it certainly should not. The 
grant was made equally to Great Britain 
and to Ireland on the ground of agricul- 
tural depression, and as Ireland is a poorer 
and a more purely agricultural country 
than England she would have had a full 
right to it if the financial question had 
never arisen. But though I cannot admit 
that a common grant given to the two 
countries on the same ground was a 
special favour to one of them, it is no 
doubt true, as the First Lord of the 
Treasury has contended, that Ireland, 
being more largely agricultural than 
England, has benefited in a greater pro- 
portion by the grant, though it is also 
true that she only obtained it two years 
later than England. But last session a 
good deal more was done. When I last 
addressed the House on this question in 
1898 I urged that the best way of dealing 
with it was by some special grants deve- 
loping the resources of Ireland, and I in- 
stanced the Congested Districts Board, 
which was doing so much to improve the 
poorer parts of Ireland, and agricultural 
and technical education, which was so 
sorely needed. In both of these my 
wishes have been largely _ fulfilled. 
£20,000 a vear from Imperial funds has 
been added to the previous £40,000 a 
year granted to the Congested Districts 
Board, and although the new Agricultural 
and Technical Education Department has. 
not been endowed altogether as I desired 
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out of Imperial funds it has at least 
received a very substantial grant of 
£78,000 a year. All these things have 
very materially modified the situation. I 
do not think that it would be possible to 
ascertain exactly how the accounts be- 
tween the two nations now stand, but I 
believe the [rish grievance is a dwindling 
and is not now a very serious one. 

*Mr. CLANCY (Dublin Co., N.): The 
right hon. Gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the House reminds me always of 
the cow that kicks over the bucket. He 
scarcely ever makes a speech on this sub- 
ject in which one part does not answer 
the other. On this occasion T am afraid, 
from some remarks he has now made, 
that he and all those — who 
oppose the motion hefore — the 
House will tind their answer in the Act 
of Union. I desire to say a few words 
with reference to the passages at the com- 
mencement of his speech which seemed to 
me to be quite irrelevant to the question 
before the House. He strove ina couple 
ot sentences to make an argument 
against Home Rule by referring to what 
he called the disloyal utterances of certain 
Irish politicians in regard to the present 
war. IT am not here to apologise for 
anything said on the Irish side, nor will 
I ever do so in this House or out of it. 
Will you allow me to put to the right 
hon. Gentleman the ease of Canada ? 
Canada was in rebellion against the 
Crown- 

*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Gentleman 
is not in order in pursuing that subject. 


*Mr. CLANCY: I bow to your ruling 
and I won’t pursue the topic. [will 
leavethe right hon. Gentleman at the same 
time. I desire before | enter upon the ques- 
tion to make a few remarks on the 
speech delivered hy a Scotch Member who 
spoke early in the evening. I have 
always regarded it as one of the most 
curious and surprising things to find that 
during all this agitation on the financial 
relations of Ireland and Great Britain the 
Scotch Members have taken the side 
against Ireland. I am_ surprised for 
two reasons, first because in the past 
undoubtedly the Seotch have  them- 
selves been robbed by England, and I 
am not sure that they are not being 
treated so still. We all remember that 


Dr. Johnson once said to an Irish poli- 
tician on the subject of the Union, “ We 
shall rob you just as we would have 
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robbed che Seotch if they had had any- 
th.ig to lose.” [am surprised for another 
reason, and that is that I think Ireland 
during all the time that has elapsed since 
the union of Ireland has considerably 
helped Scotland in every effort to achieve 
reform, and I consider it an extremely 
had instance of ingratitude on the part of 
any Scotchman to take sides now against 
Ireland in its effort to achieve redress 
for herself in this very serious matter. 
Every man to his own taste, however ; 
all I can say is that I do not admire 
the taste of Scotchmen. The answer 
to the Scotch gentleman to whom | 
have alluded, and, indeed, to all the 
speakers against the case of Ireland 
in this matter is to be found in the Act 
of Union, I desire to state for my own 
part, and I believe I am stating the 
opinion of the Irish Members generally, 
that we take our stand in this matter on 
the Act of Union. I would make this 
admission. I think, myself, if we aban- 
doned the Act of Union we should have 
abandoned the main Irish position, because 
in that case I frankly admit the argument 
of the hon. Member who said that if a poor 
(istrict was to be relieved in Ireland a 
poor district should be relieved in England 
also. We take our stand on the Act of 
Union. We say that the Act of Union 
provides in the most distinct language 
that Ireland is to be regarded as a 
separate fiscal entity. It is the fashion 
nowadays for the opponents of our case 
to speak slightingly, whenever this ques 
tion is under discussion, of the Act 
of Union. It seems to me you are 
(lisposed to keep such parts of the 
Act of Union and observe them as 
suit you, and to break all the rest 
that don’t suit you. Well, of course, | 
cannot control you, I can only point 
out your inconsistency. But suppose 
for a moment that you are not guilty of 
this, suppose you say, “ We are desirous 
of observing the Act of Union in its 
entirety,” then I want the Chancel- 
lor of the Exchequer to answer the 
question whether the Act of Union does 
not expressly provide that Ireland was to 
he treated as a separate entity. [ cannot 
get the quotation at present, but it was 
read by the hon. Gentleman who 
opened the debate, in which it was 
stated by Lord Castlereagh that Ireland 
would never be taxed, except according 
to the measure of her relative ability. 
The right hon. Gentleman cannot deny 
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that. Will the right hon. Gentleman get 
up in the face of the House to say that it 
does not mean what I say ? Will he deny 
that it is Ireland that is meant and 
nothing else? It is very easy to con- 
tradict a person and say no, but there is no 
use telling me in the face of the words 
in the Act of Union that it 
does not point out T[reland as en 
titled to be regarded as a_ separate 
fiscal entity. That is the first point. 
The next is the Act of 1816 or 1817, 
which also regards Lreland as a separate 
fiscal entity. It says that Ireland, 
according as circumstances may permit 
and demand, was to be granted certain 
exemptions and abatements. Does that 
mean that Ireland is not to be treated as 
a separate fiscal entity ? I say distinctly 
and [ defy contradiction, that it was 
contemplated, even by the Act of 1817, 
that Lreland should be regarded as a 
separate fiscal entity. If L have estab- 
lished that, have not | established 
everything? I do not know how our 
case can be answered onee that funda- 
mental position is conceded. The first 
point I make is that the verdict of the 
Commission must be accepted. The 
verdict of the Commission stated that 
Ireland was taxed between £2,500,000 
to £3,000,000 a year beyond its taxable 
capacity. That is not denied. I know 
that the Royal Commission is rather 
sneered at, although it consisted of some 
of the most eminent financial experts 
in the United Kingdom. I was rather 
surprised to find the First Lord of the 
Treasury sneering at it as an intelligent 
Commission. Does the right hon. Gentle- 
man and those who sneer at the Commis- 
sion mean that they fabricated figures ? 
Does he mean that they told lies in their 
Report ! Does he mean that they put on 
paper calculations and statements which 
any financial expert could discover to be 
false if they were false? The thing, of 
course, is absurd, and therefore I take the 
verdict of the Commission for granted, 
especially as I believe the right hon. 
Gentleman admits it to be true on the 
supposition that Ireland is to be treated 
as a separate entity. Next let me 
take the right hen. Gentleman the First 
Lord of the Treasury as the principal 
exponent of all the most specious points 
made against us. Here I must say that 
much as I have read about and tried to 
master this question, I was fairly carried 
off my legs, one or two years ago, listening 
to the right hon. Gentleman, and I really 
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' wish we had someone on our side who could 


perform a similar feat. I have recovered 
myself, however, and I find that his speech 
on that occasion is really a series of the 
most brilliant sophistries ever spoken in 
this House. Take the first of them. He 
says in the first place that everyone is 
taxed alike in the three kingdoms. — But 
that is exactly our grievance. [f Ireland 
is entitled to separate treatment, as it 
is declared to be by the Act of Union 
and by the Act of 1817, why should every 
person in Treland be taxed in the same 
way and on the same level asithe people 
in England? Weare entitled to be taxed 
less, and to tax us the same is to do us 
injustice. Of course you may say, “Oh, 
the Treaty of Union is old, it is broken 
up.” If you say that, my reply is that it 
is not the first time you have spoken that 
way about treaties. It is not a reputable 
way to regard treaties, and it recalls to 
our minds recollections of Limerick and 
other places which forbid us putting the 
uimost confidence in any British Minister, 
including the right hon. Gentleman. 
He said, again, it was only the individual 
that was taxed. It was not nations at all 
that were taxed. Here, again, the Act of 
Union came in with the answer that 
Ireland was entitled to be treated not asa 
collection of individuals, but as a nation, 
The next thing argued is that there is 
really no Irish grievance at all, because 
you have got taxes mostly on commodi- 
ties, and you need not use these com- 
modities. Don’t use tea, and you won't 
pay the tax on tea. Don’t use coffee, 
and you won't pay the tax on coffee. 
Don’t drink whisky, and you will pay 
no tax on whisky. Don’t drink beer, and 
you will pay no tax on beer. I remarked 
before that the reply to that was that it 
would cut the ground from the doctrine 
of Free Trade. Why should you pay a 
tax on anything except commodities if it 
does no harm to tax commodities? If, 
for instance, the President of the Local 
Government Board—lI believe he is a 
Protectionist—came down to-morrow and 
proposed to tax corn, or the hon. 
Member for the Isle of Thanet proposed 
to renew the corn duties, he might 
answer any opponent by saying, ‘It 
is really no tax upon you ; you need not 
eat bread.” ‘Then if they take to eating 
oatmeal like the Scotch, and if you put a 
tax on oatmeal, it is no harm, they need 
not eat oatmeal ; or if you make bread 
out of rye, and you put a tax on rye, 
they need not eat rye bread. You can 
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eat turnips, and probably you might be 
told to live upon shamrocks. I have a 
strong suspicion myself, however, that if 
we ceased to use whisky or porter, you 
would soon find something else to tax. 
Therefore, I do not find much comfort 
in the argument, no matter how 
eloquently stated. It seems to me 
to be absurd. The right hon. Gentle- 
man next asked in the speech, how 
are existing Lrish industries injuriously 
affected by the taxation of Ireland? [ 
can give two answers to that. The 
first is that the question is entirely 
irrelevant. If it were true that existing 
Irish industries were not injuriously 
affected it would not serve your case one 
bit, if we were able to show still that we 
were overtaxed. The Act of Union does 
not say anything about Irish industries 
being injuriously affected by taxation. 
It provides simply that we are not to be 
overtaxed. But who will have the 
audacity to say that not one of the Irish 
industries is injuriously affected ? You 
cannot take money out of England with- 
out injuring your industries. 
is it true that you cannot deplete Ireland 
of its capital without injuring, not one, 
but all the industries she has, or had, for 
I am afraid that they are nearly all 
extinct. But now I come to the ques- 
tion of the set off. With reference 
to this matter I was for a_ time 
completely nonplussed by what I heard 
from the right hon. Gentleman. 1 
imagined that we were really contributing 
£3,000,000 or £4,000,000 at least in 
excess of what we received, but I found 
to my astonishment that we were a dead 
loss to the Exchequer of £360,000 a 
year. It took me some time to recover, 
but Iam glad to say that I have recovered. 
Allow me to say in the first place to the 
right hon. Gentleman that I hope he will 
not consider me offensive, for I don't 
mean to be so, when I state that I con- 
sider this argument of the set off the 
most ridiculous that has ever been palmed 
off in an assembly of thinking men. If 
this argument of the set off is to remain, 
I ask can there be anything like over- 
taxation in any country under the sun 4 
I believe a general complaint is made that 
Italy is overtaxed and of the peasantry 
being ground to the dust by taxes on this, 
that, and the other thing. I think I have 
read the same thing of France, and cer- 
tainly of Turkey. How can there be over- 


taxation in these countries on the principle 
Mr. Clancy. 
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‘of the right hon. Gentleman / 
‘money raised in Italy is spent in Italy. 


Still more . 
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All the 


There are fifty millions of money raised in 
Turkey, and every penny is kept by the 
Sultan—or the Grand Assassin, as he used 
to be called—in Turkey. How can 
Turkey be overtaxed ? The Sultan bene- 
fits his people. He raises a large revenue 


‘and he taxes this, that, and the other 


things. He wrings it out of them by 
knouts and other instruments of that 
kind. But he spends it all at home, 
and, consequently, Turkey cannot be over- 
taxed. I do not see how there can be 
anything like over-taxation at all, and all 
the books on political economy that | 
have ever read are a series of absurdities, 
and really the right hon. Gentleman can- 
not do better, if he is right, than edit 
some of these publications- the works of 
men like Mill, Hume, Adam Smith, and 
all those distinguished writers whose 
doctrines have been accepted by all 
Englishmen, I believe, and especially by 
all Scotchmen. I would suggest to him 
most respectfully to edit these books and 
put notes to them. Wherever he meets 
the word over-taxation he should say 
“Fallacy.” He might also add that there 
is no taxation at all, because every person 
willingly bears it, and he need not pay it 
if he likes to abstain from consuming 
commodities. 3ut, until he takes this 
course and goes to the logical conclusion 


from his own premises, I must continue to 


believe that this matter of the set 
off is essentially ridiculous. Let me 
give another answer to the right hon. 
Tam sorry, but I am sure 
it was not intentional on his part, that in 
the appendix to his very clever speech, 
which was printed by his authority and 
circulated broadcast throughout — this 
country, there should be a series of mis- 
leading calculations. I have used an 
adjective which is moderate in comparison 
with what I feel, but when I find the right 
hon. Gentleman acting in this way I really 
become a bit angry. He tots up all the 


-monev spent in Ireland, and gives a mag- 


nificent total which he debits to Ireland. 
Does he do that when he comes to 
England ? I invite his attention to this 
fact. There are nineteeti millions of 
money expended on ordnance stores and. 
other such Imperial — services, every 
penny of which is spent in England, 
and by what right does the right 
hon. Gentleman credit that to the 
Imperial account instead of to the English 
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account, if he sticks to his principle of | lies also the responsibility.” 


122 Marcu 1900! 
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We 


have 


accounting ? I say, in the name of Heaven, | not the power to carry out our theories, 
‘and whatever remedy we propose would, 


take one principle or the other. Either 
count Irish everything spent in Ireland, 
English everything spent in England, and 


I am sure, be rejected. 


Seotch everything spent in Scotland. Let, 


him do that and I defy him to bring out 
a Budget such as he produced two years 
ago. Or, let him account as local expen- 
diture only that which is strictly local in 


{ 


the three countries respectively, and the | 


same result will follow. 


when it suits you for Ireland, and to 
adopt another principle when it suits 
you for England. Having dealt with 
the right hon. Gentleman, I am afraid 
most ineffectively, I address myself to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. May 
I ask him one question arising out of the 
present Budget ? I observe that he has 
added to the taxes on tea, tobacco, whisky, 
aud porter, for a certain period. Is he 

TuE CHANCELLOR or EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 
Bristol, W.): All those duties are tem- 
porary, and are intended to be temporary ; 
Int [ cannot pledge myself as to what 
will happen next year. 


*Mr. CLANCY: Ali I can say is that 
the answer is just what I have expected. 
Once you put a tax on you never take 
it off. 

Sin’ M. HICKS BEACH: The last 
time 6d, was put on spirits it was taken 
off next year. 


*Mr. CLANCY: That reminds me that 
the example set on that occasion may be 
followed by the right hon. Gentleman 
now. In a previous speech the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer asked what taxes 
pinched in Ireland, and what was our 
remedy. My answer to his question is 
that every tax pinches, because my theory 
is that you are over-taxing Ireland, and 
therefore by adding anything to the taxa- 
tion of Ireland, whether on tea, tobacco, 
whisky, porter, or anything else, you are 


THE 


But I do not | 
think it is fair to adopt one principle | 


it is a very simple thing. 


BEACH, | 


'which has long ago faded. 


It is your busi- 
ness to propose remedies. It is you who 
have the power, and you who have the 
responsibility. I will, however, say one 
thing —we want noalms from you. It won’t 
do to give us leave to wear the shamrock. 
It won't do to send the Queen over 
to Ireland, even though her visit be 
followed by servile addresses. It won’t 
do to offer us gewgaws whefi we want real 
and substantial justice. We want justice ; 
We should be 
content with justice, but for anyone to 
tell the House now or hereafter that the 
Irish people will ever be content with 


/anything less than justice will be the off- 


spring either of ignorance or hypocrisy. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: This debate 
has been a remarkable one. In the first 


going to make these additions permanent? | Place it is in singular contrast with the 


debate which took place on the same 
subject on the motion of the hon. Member 
for Longford, three years ago. Then there 
was an amount of interest in the Report of 
the Financial Relations Commission, 
and an amount of belief in their 
opinions and in what was — sup- 
posed to result from those opinions, 
But, per- 
haps, the more remarkable feature 
of this debate was the manner in which 
it was opened by the hon. Member 
for East Donegal. The motien before 
the House is very nearly identical with 
that which was moved by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Longford three years ago. The 
hon. Member for East Donegal, with that 
financial knowledge of which we are all 
aware, and with that ability with which 


'we are all acquainted, laid before the 


doing an injustice to Ireland. He says, | 
“What remedy do you propose ?” Almost | 
‘the depopulation of Ireland, about the 


the first speech I heard in this House was 


one delivered by the late Mr. Gladstone, | 


and I was greatly impressed by one state- 
ment he made. He was challenged by 
the Conservative Government, then in 
office, to propose his scheme of Home 
Rule. He said, and I remember his 


words: ‘There lies the power, and there | 


House an interesting dissertation upon the 
economic condition of Ireland in the past 
and in the present. But not a word did 
he say, as far as I remember, about the 
Report of the Royal Commission on which 
this motion is based, and very little indeed 
upon the question of over-taxation, with 
which it is principally concerned. The 
hon. Member told us a good deal about 


excessive emigration from Ireland, and 
about the drain out of Ireland of funds 
which should maintain the people ; 
but he attributed that drain rather 
to ahsentee landlords, or to the interest 
on advances made by the State for 
tenants’ purchases in Ireland, or matters 
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of that kind, than to over-taxation. I 
was astonished that so keen an observer 
as the hon. Member should consider that 
the interest on advances made by the 
Exchequer to enable Irish tenants to 
become owners of their holdings, and, 
therefore, to improve the economic and 
social condition of Ireland, ought to 
be objected to as a drain upon the 
economic resources of Ireland.  I[ am 
bound to say that if anything could make 
one hopeless of doing anything which 
could do good to Ireland in the future it 
would be such an opinion as that expressed 
by the hon. Member. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: T stated 
that was one of the principal economic 
facts which have an important bearing on 
the fiscal question, and ought to be borne 
in mind in any fiscal arrangements. I 
never complained of the payment of 
interest on advances. I pointed ont that 
the money issued from the Exchequer to 
landlords who were selling to their 
tenants left charges on the land of 
Ireland, which would have to be met by a 
continuous drain from Ireland to this 
country for sixty years. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: It may he 
an economic tact, but I fail to see 
what it has to do with the motion 
before us. If I come to the views 
of the hon. Member upon the general 
subject I would demur altogether to his 
picture of the economic condition of lre- 
land at the present time. No one will 
deny—TI am the last to deny that Ire- 
land is a poor country compared with 
England. — Ireland has not advanced and 
is not advancing at the same rate as the 
industrial parts of England—it is obvious 
to anyone. But | ventured to state the 
“other day in the House, and I repeat that 
statement, that Ireland being mainly an 
agricultural country is more prosperous as 
an agricultural country than the agricul- 
tural parts, at any rate of the south, of 
England. There are industrial parts of Ire- 
land, such as Belfast anditsneighbourhood, 
which are quite as prosperous as any 
industrial parts of England. Taken asa 
whole Ireland is poorer than England, but 
it is not so poor as the hon. Member 
suggests, and it is becoming richer. 
Take, for example, the question of 
population. We know, unfortunately 


-—and no one is more sorry for it than I 
am—that for many years past the popula- 
tion of Ireland has been decreasing. 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


‘COMMONS} 


suming even their own produce. 
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| Taking the years between 1888 and 1892, 


I believe the population of Ireland has 
decreased by 5°47 per cent. ; but in the 
last five years of those ten vears the 
population of Ireland has decreased only 
by 15 per cent. I think in these figures 
we may have good ground for hoping 
that, as soon as the next census, which 
is now coming on, is complete, we may 
find a check to the depopulation of 
Ireland. The hon. Member spoke of 
emigration. In 1888 the emigration from 
Ireland amounted to 79,000 persons. In 
1898 it only amounted to 32,000. I sus- 
pect that if anybody would compare the 
decrease of population m the rural parts 
of Ireland at the present time with the 
decrease of population in the rural parts 
of the south of England, the comparison 
would be in favour of Ireland. Then, 
what is the position of the farmers 
in the two countries? | am_ best 
acquainted with the south of England. | 
know this very well—that in the south 
of England it is by no means easy to get 
atenant for a vacant farm. There are 
thousands of acres of Jand, which in 
former vears grew corn, which now practi 
cally grow nothing worth having. In the 
case of Ireland, Jand in cultivation has in- 


creased rather than decreased —1 do not 
say in arable cultivation. 
Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR : Grass is 


not cultivation. 


*sirn M. HICKS BEACH: Oh, yes, it 
is. Pasture is a most valuable kind of 
cultivation. It has increased rather than 
decreased in Ireland in the last ten years. 
And what is the case with regard to letting 
farms in Ireland ! Does not any one know 
what enornious sums are paid by way of 
tenant right? Take another point. 
There are many symptoms, | do not say 
of prosperity as compared with the in- 
dustrial prosperity of England, but. of 
improvement in Ireland. ‘Take the receipts 
from railway traffic, a very fair test. 
They have increased 23 per cent. in [re- 
land in the last ten years. Take the 
numberof jointstock companiesdoing husi- 
nessinIreland. They havenearly doubledin 
the same time ; their capital has more than 
doubled. Take the value of the foreign 
imports into Ireland. That, again, has 
doubled ; and yet I remember that in the 
Reports of the Royal Commission there was 
a good deal said about the impossibility, 
owing to their poverty, of agg 

ven, 
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again, take the deposits in the banks. 
The deposits in the Irish joint stock banks 
have increased by 27 per cent. in ten 
years. The deposits in the Post Office 
Savings Bank in Ireland have increased 
from £5,250,000 in 1888 to £9,500,000 
in 1898; and I can say from my own 
knowledge that only the other day, when 
we were asking for subscriptions for the 
War Loan, no small amount of subscrip- 
tions and no small number of subscribers 
came to the Bank of England from Ire- 
land. [ do not say for a moment that 
Ireland is not a poor country ; but I do 
say that the condition of. Ireland is 
distinctly improving, and that the sugges- 
tions which were made by the hon. 
Member for East Donegal, and which have 
been frequently repeated in this House, 
as to the terrible economic conditions of 
Ireland in the present day are exaggerated 
to a degree which I think is to be 
regretted by anyone who is anxious, as 


Iam, for the prosperity of Ireland. That 
was the pith of the argument. of 
the hon. Member for East Donegal 
in moving this Amendment, — but, 


of course, since then it has been sup- 


ported on other grounds. It has 
been supported on the old and weil- 


known ground of the Report of the Royal 
Commission, and the main part of the 
speech of the hon. Member who has just 
sat down was devoted to an argument of 
that kind. I do not want to question 
the ability of the Royal Commission—I 
have never done so—or the fairness with 
which they endeavoured to investigate 
the case submitted to them, but no one 
ean deny that they did a very small part 
of the work entrusted to them. When 
this particular statement of opinion-— 
“That, whilst the actual tax revenue of 
Ireland is about one-eleventh of that of Great 
Britain, the relative taxable capacity of 
Ireland is not more than one-twentieth, ” 


is put forward as not merely the opinion 
of the majority of the Royal Commission, 
but practically the result of the whole 
inquiry which they were directed to 
undertake, [ can only say such a repre- 
sentation is most unjustifiable. The Royal 
Commissioners simply recorded that 
opinion. They did not state that the fact, 
which they considered proved, was in 
their opinion a grievance to Ireland. 
They did not state that it required a 
remedy. They could not have done so, 
because three of the most distinguished 
men who signed that Report agreed in the 
opinion that the set off, as it has been 


(22 Marcu 1900! 
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described, ought to be considered in deal- 
ing with this matter. But their opinion, 
assuming it to have been accurate at the 
time it was made, is no longer accurate 
at the present time. As my right 
hon. friend the Member for the 
University of Dublin has stated to-night, 
circumstances have changed since then. 
On the figures of 1895-94 the Royal 
Commissioners considered that the actual 
tax revenue of Ireland was about 1-11th 
of that of Great Britain. In the last year 


for which we have figures the actual 
tax revenue of Great Britain was 
£108,837,000 and that of Treland 
£8,202,000, so that in that year the 


tax revenue of Treland was hardly more 
than 1-15th instead of 1-11thas compared 
with that of Great Britain. And when | 
am accused, as I have been accused by 
the hon. Member for North Dublin and 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
North Tyrone, of adding to the inequality 
by the Budget of the present year, | 
would venture to deny it. I have taken 
the additional 


care, in considering 

taxation which I propose to impose 
this year on account of the war, 
to lay a very large part of the 
burden upon direct taxation—in other 
words, upon the income tax. Out of a 
little over £14,000,000 no less than 


nearly £8,500,000 will be derived from 
the income tax. [An Hon, MEMBER: 
Too much.] An hon. friend behind me 
says that is too much; but I have con- 
sidered in this matter the position of the 
indirect taxpayers throughout the country 
at large, not merely in Ireland, but in 


the whole of the United Kingdom. [ Mr. 
LouGu dissented.| The hon. Member 


forgets. 1 do not think he was in the 

House when the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for North Tyrone addressed the 
House. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): Yes. I 
was. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Well, he 
could not have heard the right hon. 
Gentleman, who is an Irish representa- 
tive, which he is not, stating very 
plainly and very straightforwardly that 
in his opinion the income tax is perfectly 
fair as between Irishmen and Englishmen. 

Mr. LOUGH: I do not accept it. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: That may 
be. But the hon. Member for North 
Tyrone stated what I think no one can 
deny-—that in the matter of direct  taxa- 
tion Irishmen had no grievance whatever. 
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cease. What they did was to provide in 
the eighth and ninth paragraphs that— 
“From the period of the declaration by the 
Parliament of the United Kingdom that all 
future expenditure which is inc curred shall be 
defrayed indiscriminately by equal taxes im- 


posed on the same articles in each country, it 


| 


*Mr. CLANCY : That isa very strange 
thing. 

*Sik_ M. HICKS BEACH: It is a 
very strange thing for him to do, 
because the leader of the party of | 
which the hon. Member for North 


Dublin is a member and 
I think frequently, stated that in his 
opinion the Treaty of Union has no 
validity at all. [Cries of “ Abolish it, 
then.”] [welcome the adhesion of the 
hon. Member for North Dublin as a sup- 
porter of the Act of Union. I am very 
glad to meet him on that ground, and | 
will endeavour, as well as 1 can, being a 
Unionist and believing in the Act of Union, 
to argue the case upon that ground. Now, 
I challenge the accuracy of the 
tion of the hon. Member for North Dublin 
that the Act of Union provided that Ire- 
land should be considered as a separate 
fiscal entity. [will explain what I mean. 
Of course, everything on this subject is 
contained in the 7th Article of the Act of 
Union. 
in the first seven paragraphs of the 7th 
Article Ireland is treated as a separate 
fiscal entity. But these paragraphs merely 
relate to the system of separate taxation for 
the purpose of producing a proportionate 
revenue from each of the two countries 

first of all on the basis of two parts from 
Ireland and fifteen from Great Britain, 
and afterwards, if necessary, on other 
alternative dvta which were suggested. 
But the whole matter is changed now. 
In the original system [ entirely admit 


has openly, 


shall no longer be necessary to regulate the 
contributions of the two countries towards the 
future expenditure of the United Kingdom 


vefore prescribed.” 


Mr. CLANCY: That was not to take 
place until the circumstances of the two 
countries became similar. That is laid 
down by the Article. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Very well. 
When in the opinion of the Parliament of 
the United Kingdom the circumstances 
had become similar and permitted it, all 


‘idea of proportionate contribution and of 


observa. | 


, United Kingdom came 


There is no doubt whatever that | 


the taxable capacity of the two countries 
vanished into thin air. 


Mr. ARTHUR OCCONNOR: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman kindly read on { 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: [ am going 
to. If the hon. Member will not be so 
impatient I will endeavour to argue the 
question. In 1817 the Parliament of the 
to the conclusion 
that the time had arrived when the 
Exchequers should be amalgamated, and 
the provision which I have read put in 
force. 


Mr. 
treaty. 


*Si M. HICKS BEACH: With all 
respect to the hon. Member, that is non- 
sense. The provision was in the Act of 
Union itself. The provision was adopted 
by the Parliament of the United Kingdom 


CLANCY: You have broken the 


with the ready and willing assent of the 


the countries were separate fiscal entities. | 


The question of taxable capacity on the 


Irish representatives of that day. [AN 
InisH MEMBER: No.] Oh, yes, it 
| Was. 

Mr. CLANCY: With every Catholic 
excluded. 


part of Ireland and on the part of Great | 


Britain was the basis of that system—— 


Mr. CLANCY: I was right, then. 
*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 


Member must wait till the end. He 
little premature. 
Act of Union framed that Article they did 


not contemplate that that system should | 


endure. intended that it should 


They 


ANOTHER [rRtsH MEMBER: They were 


| all drunk. 


isa 
When the authors of the | 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: And when 
the subject was inquired into in 1864 by 
a Committee of the House of Commons, 
upon which there was a majority of Irish 
Members, when the Catholics were in- 
cluded, what was the Report? Why, that 
the Parliament of 1816 was justified in 
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the course they had taken. And now I 
come to the words that the hon. Member 
for North Donegal desires me to read—- 
«The expenditure shall be defrayed indis- 
criminately by equal taxes imposed on the 
same articles ineach country, subject to such 
particular exemptions or abatements in Ire- 
jand and in that part of Great Britain called 
Scotland, 2s circumstances may appear from 
time to time to demand.” 
What does that mean? The hon. Mem- 
ber for North Dublin attributed—-and I 
was very glad to hear it—great import- 
ance to the opinion of Lord Castlereagh. 
I should not have expected it, but still he 
did. I will quote the words of Lord 
Castlereagh. When Lord Castlereagh 
was asked to explain what those words 
meant, he said that ‘abatements might 
be made on articles where a high duty 
was unproductive or pressed heavily on 
the poor.” That was the explanation of 
those words by the man who was the 
author of the Act of Union. And it is a 
justifiable explanation, because these 
words were taken from the original Act 
of Union between England and Scotland. 


THe FIRST LORD or THe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): Hear, hear! 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH : And through- 
out 100 years between the date of that 
Act and the date of the Union between 
Great Britain and [reland, and ever since, 
they have never been interpreted other- 
wise than in this way, that the smaller 
kingdom should not suffer by the imposi- 
tion of taxes which injure individuals or 
industries more in the smaller kingdom 
than in the greater. That is all those 
words mean. [An Hon. MEMBER: And 
quite enough, too.} The hon. Member 
says that it is quite enough, too. 
I want to ask whether, taking Lord 


Castlereagh’s interpretation of those 
words — and surely they have some 


authority—there are any taxes at the pre- 
sent time which are either unproductive 
in Ireland or press heavily on the poor in 
lreland as compared with other parts of 
the United Kingdom? I do not think | 
need dwell upon direct taxation. | What- 
ever the hon. Member for West Islington, 
who is not an Irish Member, may say, 
whatever the hon. Member for North 
Dublin has said, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for North Tyrone has 
given that case away. He has admitted 
that there is no reason whatever why 
having £700 or £800 in 
Ireland should not pay the same income 
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tax as the man in Great Britain of the 
same income. And I might add that 
such a man has certainly other advan- 
tages which are denied to a person in a 
similar position in Great Britain. The 
class of income tax payers and the class 
of death duty payers in Ireland are the 
persons who benefit by the existing 
exemptions in Irish taxation as compared 
with British taxation. There is no house 
duty in Ireland. There is no land tax in 
Ireland. There are no assessed taxes in 
Ireland, and the class of income tax payers 
and death duty payers in that country 
benefit by those exemptions, and there« 
fore they are not only as well off but 
better off than persons in similar position 
in Great Britain. I turn to indirect taxa- 


tion. Of course, that is the crux of the 
argument. Our indirect taxation is cer- 


tainly not unproductive in Ireland. The 
complaint is, that Lrishmen pay too much 
of it. Does it press more hardly on 
industries or individuals in Ireland than 
in Great Britain? The right hon. Gentle» 
man the Member for North Tyrone, who 
has beendisowned by the Member for North 
Dublin, was very severe upon me with 
regard to indirect taxation. He did not 
mention beer, | was glad to observe, and | 
suppose he does not think that Irishmen 
drink beer. [An Irish MEMBER: Yes ; 
they do.|_ [ am sure they brew a good 
deal of it in the shape of porter. He 
said 1 was wrong in proposing to impose 
an additional tax upon spirits, tobacco 
and tea. But | want to know what is 
there in the taxation I propose, or which 
existed last year, upon spirits, or tohaceo, 
or tea, which is harder on Ireland or 
the poor in Ireland than it is on Great 
Britain or the poor in Great Britain ? 
It is impossible for any one to show, and 
no one has ever attempted to show, that 
that is the case. On the contrary, I think 
there is something to be said on the 
other side. I know that the poor in 
Ireland—the labouring class—on the 
average probably possess smaller incomes 
than the same class in Great Britain. | 
believe that is true. [An Hon. MEMBER: 
That is the cal ut I am afraid 
that in proportion to those incomes they 
spend a good deal more upon dutiable 
articles than the similar class in Great 
Britain. I am not going to charge Irish 
labourers or the I[rish nation with being 
more improvident or more drunken than 
the similar class in England or Scotland ; | 
should not think of it. But I do feel this 
—and I speak not of my own knowledge, 
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but of the opinions of many men of great 
weight and authority in Lreland—that 
drink is a greater curse to Ireland even 
than it is to Great Britain; that the 
temptations to drink in Ireland, the 
uature of the drink, and the various 
circumstances of the case lead to greater 


suffering and evil from drink in Treland | 


than they do in Great Britain. I 
remember a time when the taxes on 
spirits in Ireland were lower than the 
taxes on spirits in Great Britain, and in 
those days what happened? Why, the 
Government and Parliament of this 
country used to be abused for tempting 
the people of Ireland to their ruin by 
allowing them cheap whisky ; and what- 
ever views hon. Members from Ireland may 
entertain upon the subject of the taxation 
of Ireland, however anxious they may be 
that something—I do not know what, for 
no suggestion has been really made 

should be done in order to diminish the 
taxation of Ireland as compared with 
the taxation of Great Britain, I can- 
not believe that anyone who really 
desires the prosperity and the wel- 
fare of the Irish people would desire to 
curse them with cheap whisky. Then I 
eome to another article, a much more 
harmless article than whisky, and that is 
tea. Now, there is something very re- 
markable about the supposed consumption 
of tea in Ireland. When the returns 
which are annually presented relating to 
the financial relations between the two 
kingdoms were originally framed, an en- 
deavour was made to ascertain the 
amount of tea used in Ireland as com- 
pared with the amount of tea used in 
Great Britain. Returns were obtained 
for a period of four months, I think, from 
the different railway and shipping com- 
panies, and other sources of information 
were tapped, with a view of ascertaining 
how much tea was consumed in 
Ireland, and the result was that it was 
considered that there was a much larger 
consumption of tea in Ireland per head 
than there was either in England or in 
Scotland. I confess T myself have some 
doubt as to the accuracy of that state- 
ment; [ doubt whether the time for 
which the returns were taken was 
sufficiently long. But | assume them to be 
correct, and the result is this—that, whereas 


in England 511b. of tea, then producing | 


a taxation to the State of ls. 9d., was 


consumed each year per head of the 
population, and 5lb. in Scotland, pro- 
Nir M. Hicks Beach. 
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| ducing a taxation of 1s. 8d., in Iretand 
| 64lb. was consumed per head of the 


population, producing a_ taxation of 
2s. 2d. [ will not dwell on the question 


of whether that extra consumption of tea 
is or is not of advantage to the Trish 
people. I have heard authorities in this 
House doubt it; I think I have heard 
the hon. Member for East Mayo himself 
say that, in his opinion, a good deal of 
harm is done by over-consumption of tea, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 
that to be the fact. 


*sir M. HICKS BEACH: I believe by 
the way in which it is made and by the 
amount drunk, a good deal of harm is 
done in Ireland hy the over-consumption 
of tea. But I do not press that opinion 
at the present moment at all ; I only refer 
to the fact that the Lrish people do consume, 
according to these returns, and according 
to the general evidence, more tea per 
head than the people in England or in 
Scotland. Well, but surely that is no argu- 
ment for saying that the taxation on tea 
presses hardly or unfairly on Ireland. | 


I believe 


should think, on the other hand, it isa clear 


proof, if it is the fact, as undoubtedly it is, 
that with regard to these articles of heer, 
spirits, tobacco, and tea, the consumption 
has been increasing in Ireland, although 
the population has been diminishing and 
although on two of the articles the duty has 
heen increased —surely it is a proof, not of 
the poverty of the people of Ireland, not of 
the evil effect upon them of our present 
system of taxation, but of their capacity 
for spending money in this way, and of 
the fact that the tax does not press as 
hardly upon them as is alleged by hon. 
Members from Treland. 1 will conclude 
by admitting, as 1 began by admitting, 
that Ireland is a poorer country than 
England ; but 1 do hope the House and 
the country will pay some regard to 
what was said this evening by a very 
impartial witness, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the University 
of Dublin, upon this matter. We have 
not been neglectful as a Government, 
this House of Commons has not been 
neglectful, of the poverty of Ireland. 
Hardly a year has passed since this Parlia- 
ment began in which we have not done 
something more for Ireland than has been 
done for Great Britain. Whether by 
way of increased grants for light railways, 
| whether by way of grants for the founda- 
| on of an Agricultural Department, for 
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technical education, or the Congested 
Districts Board, or larger contributions 
to pensions to national teachers than 
have been given in Great Britain, 
whether by way of a grant towards 
the payment of the rate upon agricul: 
tural land, which, though based on the 
sume principle as the English grant, yet 
vave to Irish ratepayers, in proportion 
to the amount of local taxation in Lreland, 
afar larger amount than was given to the 
ratepayers of England, whether by the 
remission of loans, or by grants where 
there has been distress in Ireland ; 
in all ways of that kind, the present 
Government and the present Parliament 
have endeavoured to consult the good 
of the population of lreland. Well, it 
may be that we have not done enough, 
but we shall certainly persevere in 
the same path, and 1 am _ sure the 
House of Commons will readily support 
us in doing so. And if there be any 
local purpose in Ireland to which money 
is now devoted that might be better 
voted to another purpose, and we 
can obtain useful advice from the 
Irish Members—{A NATIONALIST MeEM- 
pen: From the Lrish landlords. | Have hon. 
Members below the gangway never heard 
of the Report of the Recess Committee, in 
which their Leader took so prominent a 
part,and have we done nothing to-carry out 
that Report ! [ say we shall endeavour to 
do what we can in this matter, but the 
demand made upon us to-night is a very 
different thing. The demand made 
upon us to-night is not to reduce in- 
direct taxation generally for the benefit 
of the poorer classes throughout — the 


United Kingdom. I can imagine 
many hon. Members on that — side 
of the House considering that — the 


balance between direct and indirect 
taxation at present is unfair, that the 
poor pay too much, and that the 
balance might be remedied in their 
favour. But that is not the request 
which hon. Members from Ireland make 
to us to-night. What is the request! It 
is put fairly and frankly by the hon. 
Member for North Dublin. He told us 
in so many words that he did not want 
equality between the poor taxpayer in 
Great Britain and the poor taxpayer in 
Ireland. He will never be satisfied unless 
the rich and the poor taxpayer in Ireland 
are put on a better footing than the rich 
and the poor taxpayer in Great Britain. 
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That is a position which we will never 
accept. That is a demand on the part of 
Ireland and = lrishmen to occupy the 
position and exercise the power of a 
governing part of this great Empire, and 
not to hear an equal share of its burdens. 
That is a demand which strikes at the root 
of our fiscal system of equal taxation on the 
same articles, which, in my belief, is as 
essential to good finance in the United 
Kingdom as the Union is essential to our 
political welfare. I decline to accept such 
a proposition, because, in my belief, under 
the mistaken name of justice to Ireland, 
it will impose a gross injustice upon 
the people of the rest of the United 
Kingdom. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Theright 
hon. Gentleman began his speech by state- 
ments which had certainly some evidence 
of sympathy in them, because he con- 
trasted the interest taken in this subject 
three years ago with the interest that was 
taken in it thisevening. If in any court 
the same case was tried two, three, four, 
or twenty times, is it any wonder that the 
litigant who has been vainly attempting 
to secure justice and is unable to secure it 
should find that he is not able to get as 
good an audience at the end of half-a- 
dozen years‘as he might have done when 
his case was first put forward? In other 
words, the right hon. Gentleman presents 
us with the spectacle of the tired English- 
man. We know very well that weariness 
of any Irish subject is the great ally of 
English Ministers. The Irish Members 
have only the same set of arguments to 
offer again andagain. My hon. friend the 
Member for North Donegal has even been 
taunted because he has said something 
new. The right hon. Gentleman said the 
hon. Member did not once mention the 
Act of Union or the Report of the Roval 
Commission, and, because he sought ‘by 
tapping fresh sources of debate to infuse 
into this subject some new interest, he 
was taunted with no longer relying upon 
the Report of the Royal Commission or 
the Act of Union. It is quite true that 
Irish topics do not interest the House so 
much as, for instance, the London Water 
3ill. That is the misfortune of the [rish 
Members, and we do not suppose they 
expect us to be as much interested in 
London Water Bills as Englishmen are 
themselves. But having been com- 
missioned to voice the opinions of the 
Irish people I see no other alternative as 
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long as the Act of Union exists, except to; taxes; yet, when a few Exchanges sent 
put our complaints before this House. up a protest against the shilling contraet 


The right hon. Gentleman gave away his 


case when he declared that there 
was to be a_ set-off for Ireland. 
If the taxation were fair through- 
out the three kingdoms, — why 
should Ireland get any set-off? Then 
the right hon. Gentleman said that 


Ireland was poor- that the taxation was 
fair, but, Ireland being poor, an endeavour 
would be made by means of the Con- 
gested Districts Board, the light railways 
system, and in other ways to relieve the 
inequality. Where is the inequality ! 
Is not the system perfect, is it not like the 
rain from Heaven falling alike upon the 
just and the unjust ! 
cellor of the Exchequer, above all, to 
blaspheme the British system by de- 
claring that Ireland must be differently 
treated from any other portion of the 
United Kingdom? I would contrast 
with that position what happened in this 


Why is the Chan- | 


House when the right hon. Gentleman, | 
oC 


‘in consequence of the little clamour 

minute in volume—-which arose from a 
few interested traders in this country, 
‘surrendered a great principle of this Budget 
ingivingup the shillingcontract tax. Touch 
an England interest, scratch an Englishman 
anywhere, and his complaint will receive 
more attention than if there were a million 
people starving in Ireland. The match 
tax 
procession on the Embankment, but you 
might have a procession of one million 
strong in Ireland and nobody 
notice it except the police, who would 
heat them down with their batons. — If 
you want an object lesson as to the way 
in which England and Ireland are 
governed you have it in the proposal of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to which 
I have alluded, for when the contract tax 
was objected to by a very small portion 
of the English community the right hon. 
Gentleman at once surrendered. Why is 
no such treatment given to us? Have 
the commercial classes of Liverpool, Man- 
chester, and other large trade centres any 
treaty with the British Government which 
the contract tax infringes, or have they 
any argument beyond the fact that 
‘they do not like the tax? With one 
single tax on whisky in Ireland you 
abolished some seventy distilleries which 


were wiped out in Ireland. You 
weighed down other industries — in 
Ireland by increasing the tea and tobacco | 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


| Has 


note, the right hon, Gentleman trembled 
in his boots and withdrew it. I tell him 
that that is an additional injustice to 
Ireland. [Laughter.] Was it not such 
an injustice? Would not that shilling 
have been chiefly paid by Englishmen } 
Is not the commerce of the country mostly 
done in England! Have you not re- 
lieved Englishmen of this tax, and pro 
tunto increased the taxation in Ireland 4 
I have never suggested for a moment 
that the right hon. Gentleman had not 
some sympathy with Ireland. 1 have 
said that to him before now. I have 
observed from the tone and demeanour of 
the right hon. Gentleman that he has some 
desire, if he could, to display some 
honourable amenity towards our country. 
We have founded our claim in Ireland 
on statute; but who made you the 
interpreters of that statute ? Have we ever 
said to the Government of Great Britain, 
“ Be you the interpreters of that statute /” 
Ireland ever had any chance of 
putting her views-—except in course of 


-argument-—before an impartial tribunal, 


was abolished because there was a | 


would | 


and having them debated and decided 
upon by such tribunal? The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer makes himself judge in his own 
cause. Who made him the sole inter- 
preter of the Treaty of Union? — Is it 
because he is a member of the dominant 
nation, and the conquering country ! 
Have we not as good a right to interpret 
the statute of Union as the right hon. 
Gentleman ? Are our opinions to be set 
aside as naught, and are we to leave the 
matter to be decided by the gentlemen 
interested in shilling contract notes ? And 
vet you boast of your great anxiety to 
keep faith with us! It appears that we 
would disgrace a Dublin Parliament. We 
are not wanted here, according to the 
noble Lord the Member for Greenwich. 
3ut what would it be in an Irish Parlia- 
ment ? You boast of your anxiety before 


'Europe to keep faith with the nations, 


but here, in the simple matter of the ex- 
position of a statute, there is no appeal to 
any legal decision. Is this great treaty 
between two great countries the only 
statute which is to have no legal interpre- 
tation? [can hale any man before the 


| High Court of Justice in England or Ire- 


land to recover sixpence ; but where am 


'I to apply for justice in the interpreta 


tion of the Treaty of Union? Is it to 
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the British Chancellor of the Exchequer ? 
Is he likely to interpret it in the favour of 
his own country or of Ireland? 


Ireland had entrusted itself as a 
trustee to England; I could take 
him before the Court of Chancery 


and ask whether his trust had been pro- 
perly carried out. But when this question 
afféets eight million pounds a year, and 
affects the property of five millions of 
people, apparently his view of British 


justice is that this treaty should find its 
‘of supervision of Trish railways. 


sole interpretation with the Treasury in 
Downing-street. First, you throw dirt on 
the statute, and then the British Govern 
ment appoints a Royal Commission of 
eminent Englishmen, or men in eminent 
relations of life, whom you fall down and 
worship. ‘These gentlemen come to a 
conclusion; but, no, you will not have 
their verdict, 
vet justice? [would put it to any jury 
outside, or to any person who has studied 
international law, whether in a solemn 
matter affecting two nations, one of the 
parties to that treaty, and that party 
alone, should have its entire interpreta- 
tion. The right hon, Gentleman said 
that Ireland was prosperous, If we are 
prosperous, What have we to thank you 
for! The only monuments of English 
government in Lreland are gaols and work 
You boast of having given us 
Somebody said: in Russia 


liouses. 
light railways. 


{22 Manrcn 1900} 


Suppose | 
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income of the railways. I think the 
right hon. Gentleman would have done 
well not to have mentioned that. It is, 
unfortunately, the truth. But it is one of 


the great scandals of the country that 


| you 


|to have his money in is a bank. 


that when you are expelled from India, 


you would leave nothing behind but rail 
ways and empty soda-bottles. L do not 
suppose that the total capitalised value of 
the grants for light railways under the Act 
of 1893 exceeds a single year’s taxa 
tion. And yet the right hon. Gentleman 
thinks that because he has furnished 


| 





have permitted the railway com- 
panies to exact from the people of Ireland 
their large dividends through the high 
rates of carriage of Biddy’s cow and 
straw. And yet you throw that into 
our teeth as a proof of our prosperity, 
instead of asa proof of the entire want 
What 
is the other great instance of our pros- 
|perity? The increase in bank de- 
| posits. It is quite true, and 1 assume 
it must be so. Before banking became 
| known to the people of Ireland, within 
‘the last fifty years, the British Govern- 
/ ment were not able to steal all our money 


Where, then, are we to|—the small hoards of the people were 


'kept in stockings ; but when the know- 
ledge of banking became popular, no 
doubt the people took their savings to the 
| banks, and hence arose the increase in the 
deposits. But in my judgment, instead 
}of that being a good sign, I think it is a 
_very bad one. [Hon. Members : Oh, oh ! | 
I think the very worst place for any man 
l Cal 
understand a man borrowing from a 
hank; but Io can hardly imagine any 
sensible person being prepared to put his 
money ina bank at | per cent. when he 
can find more profitable investments ; and 
it ishecause there is an absence of profitable 
investments in [reland that the people 
put the money in the banks, and that 
these deposits have increased. Then the 
right hon, Gentleman went on to say that 


i there is a set-off in the exemptions and 


abatements in Ireland which make up to 


these light railways, he has discharged | us the value of what the Act of Union 


the whole duty of Englishmen towards | supposed we should get. 
Then he went on to give’ a | 


our country. 
wonderful list of what he calls proofs of 
our great prosperity. First he talked 
about tenant right, and the large prices 
given in Ireland for tenant right. 
prices are given in Ireland for tenant 
right. Peeple buy the houses on the 
farms, which have been put up at a cost 
of £200 or £300, and that is what the 
price is paid for. It is not for the right of 
digging the land that they pay these 


exorbitant prices. Of course people 
must live in houses, and houses will 


always fetch their price. The next great 
instance of prosperity was the increasing 
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No | 


‘ing our 


What are the 


exemptions we get? There is no tax in 


‘Treland on armorial bearings. Well, 
‘there are eighty Irish Nationalist 


| Members in this House, and I do not 


suppose there is an armorial bearing 
amongst them. I should like to know, 
therefore, what you would get by tax- 
umorial bearings. Certainly 
there is no tax on body or men servants. 
Whom would that tax hit if you put it on? 
Just two or three—a few dukes and land- 
lords. What I invite you to do is to put 
the tax on, and see what you will get from 
it. I know very well it would not pay 
the cost of collection. If it would pay 


the cost of collection it would be instantly 


E 
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clapped on. I come to the income tax. 
Do Englishmen know that the mode of 
imposing income tax in Ireland is entirely 
different from that in England? In Eng- 
land a man’s income tax is assessed by his 


neighbours, and each one of them knows. 


that his neighbours in his own district 
will not be severe upon him. Who puts 
on the income tax in Ireland? A number 
of Englishmen are sent over from Down- 


ing Street, and by means of a direct | 


Government inquisition the tax is im- 
posed. Why don't you abolish in England 
what is practically the jury system in 


regard to the system of taxation? It is | 


hecause you dare not do it. And yet, 
although it is admitted that Ireland did 
not pay that.tax at all before the Union, 
when you did levy it you did the best 
you could to impose it direct by means of 
a Treasury clerk. I understand that the 
right hon. Gentleman’s case is that he is 
really not a tax-gatherer at all, but a 
philanthropist. Whisky injures the coats 
of our stomachs; tea gives us indiges- 
tion ; and coffee leads to sleepless nights 
in thinking about the British Government. 
But if the right hon. Gentleman is to be 
allowed to pose in this fashion as a philan- 
thropist, why does he not take the true 
remedy and prevent the introduction of 
tea and coffee, the manufacture of whisky 
in the country, and the importation and 
manufacture of beer? Then | could 
understand the right hon. Gentleman as a 
philanthropist. Is his position, “ We do 
not want to levy any taxes on the Irish 
people. They fight very well at times ; 
they provide us with soldiers and generals 


of some mark, and for the sake of making | 
experience that to the English mind the 


Ireland a preserve of soldiers and generals 
we shall keep out of the country these 
noxious compounds”? We know very 
well that if we do not drink whisky, or 
beer, or tea, yon would tax potatoes and 
salt. Is it not perfectly idle to raise, at 


this time of day, these sophistical pre- | 


tensions ¢ Then, we are asked to make 
suggestions. How often have our 
suggestions been taken? I say taxation 
on iron; we do not produce any iron. 
That was not adopted. Put a tax on 
coals ; we scarcely raise any coal, but if 
there is little of that fuel in the country 
yon can fall back on peat. It would be 
equally fair, It makes no difference 
whatever, once it has passed into the 
Statute Book. The right hon. Gentleman, 
I suppose, will pretend that we have no 
grievances. 


Mr. T, M. Healy. 
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Well, Sir, really what is the 
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true state of the case? The right hon, 
Gentleman says he is delighted to see us 
founding ourselves on the Act of Union. 
We are obliged to do so; if the Act of 
Union did not exist, we would not be 
here. I hope the right hon. Gentleman 
| will be equally delighted when he comes 
to consider the question of Irish repre- 
sentation in this House. Not that | 
myself set any great value on the repre- 
sentation of Ireland in this House. | 
sometimes think that most of us would 
he almost as effective in a lunatic asylum. 
We are like the poor man married to a 
spendthrift wife. You lead this great 
Empire into adventures, now — with 
Russia, now with France, now in India, 
now in South Afriea, and drag us in your 
wake. We do not want to join in these 
adventures. We find them very costly, 
not only in money but in men. And yet 
we are asked what our grievanceis. We 
say it is that small, poor Ireland is asso- 
ciated in the same fiscal system with 
great and powerful England. Why does 
the right hon. Gentleman consider it a 
surprising thing that we peor people he- 
lieve we have a historic grievance as_ well 
as a fiscal grievance, and that we should 
come to this House demanding justice ! 
That is the position we accept. 1 would 
invite him to read something about our 
country. Treland has a past, although 
the right hon. Gentleman does not seem 
to think that it has a past. I would ask 
the right hon. Gentleman, on occasions of 
this kind, to give us some forbearance, 


| 


‘and to arrest for a moment even the dis- 


cussion of a Water Bill. The conviction 
has been forced on me by considerable 


smallest and minutest English grievance 
is a vital matter; but it is a nuisance for 
Irish wild men of the woods, or rapparees, 
to come here and ventilate their griev- 
ances, when you want to be talking 
about China or Pretoria. It seems 
to me that on these occasions — Ire- 
land is regarded as some clamorous 
beggar knocking at a rich man’s door, 
and that he gets more kicks than_half- 
pence. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer tells us that 
we have no grievance, that we are all 
wrong, that our country is all wrong, that 
he will make no concession, that the 
fiscal system of England is perfect, and 
whether we like it or not we have got to 
stifle our hopes for the future. That is 
the position. I am glad to say, however, 
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that I see at times some hon. Gentlemen | tion on a country where wealth was 
on these benches have some faint glim-| diminishing, where capital was scarce 


merings of reason in dealing with us. 
They ponder over the time when there 
may be some necessity of welding to- 
gether the various parts of the Empire, 
and I strongly urge upon them to give 
more time, attention, and care to the 
wants of Treland. 


Mr. LOUGH: The Chancellor — of 
the Exchequer stated that out of 
the fourteen millions of the new 


taxation proposed in his Budget, eight 
millions would be income tax, or *60 per 


cent. The inference of the right hon. 
Gentleman was that Ireland was not 


aggrieved, because 60 per cent. of the new 
taxation would be direct taxation. — I 
want to challenge the truth of that sug- 
gestion. The imposition of the tea duty 
alone in Ireland will raise as much 
revenue as the additional income tax ; 
and in addition to that there are the 
tobacco, beer, and spirit duties. If we 
work it out, not more than 30 per 
cent. of the new taxation in Ireland 
would be raised by direct taxation, 
as against 60 per cent. in England. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer always 
tries to juggle Trishmen with figures 
taken from Great Britain. I > maintain 
that direct taxation in Ireland is just as 
grievous a burden on Treland as indirect 
taxation. Income tax is one of the three 
great direct taxes, the others being the 
death duties and the stamp duties. 
Now, these are taxes on wealth, which 


were imposed in this country in connec- , 


tion with Free Trade legislation, and 
were admirably suited to a commercial 
country. They are, however, totally un- 
suited to an agricultural country, and 
none of them existed in Great Britain 
when this country depended on agricul- 
ture. These taxes, therefore, are not 
suited to Ireland, because Ireland is an 
agricultural and not a commercial country. 
I remember when the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for West Monmouth- 
shire spoke on this question he made a 
speech as inadequate to the oceasion as 
the position taken up by the First Lord 
of the Treasury. He said he accepted the 
findings of- the Royal Commission, but 
how did he propose to carry them out ? 
By reducing indirect taxation, which would 
bring no relief whatever to Ireland. No 
responsible Government acquainted with 


| and where rich men were few. All these 
' conditions exist in Ireland. It may not 
appear to be my place to defend the rich 
class in Ireland, but I believe that Ireland 
is suffering to-day quite as much from the 
cruel way in which the rich have been 
stamped out throughout the country as 
it is suffering from the hard conditions 
under which the poor live. I was talk- 
ing the other day to an hon. Member 
who lives in Ireland about the approach- 
ing visit to the Queen. He has a house 
in the south of Ireland, and I asked him 
whether he thought the Queen was likely 
to yo south during her visit. He replied 
that he thought not, because there was 
no house south of Dublin in which the 
Sovereign could be suitably entertained. 
There was once a time when in 
every county in Ireland there were a 
dozen houses in which the Sovereign 
could be entertained. Why are they not 
there now? Because the rich have been 
stamped out and treated just as cruelly 
in Ireland as the poor. The rich would 
give employment, and I say your fiscal 
system has done very bad work in 
Ireland by the injustice it has inflicted on 
the rich just as it has pressed hardly on 
the poor. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer says that the bulk of the indirect 
taxation in Lreland is on drink, and 
he asked was there any hon. Member 
who would suggest that the drink tax, 
“especially the tax on whisky ” should be 
reduced. I suggest it. The greatest 
calamity has fallen on Ireland in regard 
to the consumption of intoxicating liquor 
since these high taxes have been imposed. 
They have not developed the moral wel- 
fare of the people; on the contrary. 
What are the facts? Take the tax on 
spirits. In 1853 it was 2s, 8d. per gal- 
lon; seven vears afterwards it was 10s. 
What happened with regard to drunken- 
ness in Ireland during the period of these 
high taxes? I will just give the House 
the figures. In 1842 the population of 
Ireland was 8,200,000, and there were 
13,000 public-houses ; to-day there is 
only a population of four and a half mil- 
lions, but there are 18,000 public- 
houses. The population has fallen about 
45 per cent., and the number of houses has 
increased by 45 per cent. That proves that 
your high duties have not diminished 
drunkenness. I believe they have stimu- 


the conditions would impose such taxa- lated it. I expressed that opinion once 
; 4h " 
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before in this House, and was chatled by the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for the 

University of Dublin, who alluded to my 
speech as advocating the saving grace of 
cheap whisky. We had cheap whisky in 
Ireland, and in that period we had Father 
Matthew, the greatest temperance re 
former Iveland has ever seen, and who 
worked the greatest revolution that the 
country has ever experienced. — At that 
period, when the tax was only 2s. &d., it 
was he who stamped out distilleries, 
reduced the breweries, and decreased the 
number of public-houses by 50 per cent. 
In the county in which | stay when in 
Ireland the population in 1880) was 
120,000 and the number of public-houses 
was 330 ; to-day the population has fallen 
to 100,000 and the number of public- 
houses has increased to 380, and the 
Report of the Licensing Commission stated 
that these houses are the worst drinking 
houses in any civilised country, and it re 
commended that their licences should he 
withdrawn in five years. The Report also 
says that the quality of the liquor is the 
worst supplied to human beings in any 
country. You allow that liquor to he 
sold, and vou get LOs. a gallon on whisky 
which is only one vear old. You are 
interested in maintaining this infamous 
trathe. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: It is not in order to 
‘av that hon. Members are interested inan 
infamous trattic. Moreover, the hon. Mem 
her should address himself to the Chair. 


Mr. LOUGH: Forgive me, Sir, it | 
have been carried away. Nothing is 
further from my thoughts than to make 
any personal reflection. My point was 
that when the tax is high the Govern- 
ment are interested in maintaining the 
traffic. These high duties will not 
diminish drunkenness. [ was greatly 
interested in the speech of the hon. Mem 
ber for Partick, the second sympathetic 
speech he has delivered in this House 
with regard to Ireland. He said that he 
would like to see railways nationalised 
and industries developed in Ireland. | 
would thoroughly welcome any scheme 
in that direction, though I am not as 
hopeful as the hon. Gentleman. One 
point in his argument goes to the root of 
this whole question between Ireland and 
Great Britain. He was stating the views of 
Pitt with regard to the proportion of 
taxation Ireland should pay. and he 


quoted from a speech in which Pitt said 


Mr. Lough. 
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{ that the moment the debt of Lreland was 


brought to a certain proportion to the 
debt of Great Britain equal taxation 
should be established. That was not the 
opinion of Pitt. He said that when the 
finances of hoth countries were ina certain 
proportion with regard to first the debt, 
secondly the different stages — of 
civilisation and commerce, and thirdly 
the difference in wealth of the two na- 
tions, equal taxation would be rendered 
possible. These were the fundamental 
words used by Pitt, and his argument 
was that when these three conditions 
were brought into a certain proportion 
equal taxation might be established, 
When the Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and I think also the First Lord of the 
Treasury, refer to the clause in the Act 
of Union, they always pass lightly over 
the point that it was fixed that Ireland 
should pay two seventeenths of the whole 
amount paid by the United Kingdom. 
That meant that Ireland should pay £1 
per head for every £3 10s. per head paid 
by the inhabitants of Great Britain. That 
was the arrangement made by Pitt in the 
Act of Union, and it was to remain until 
the commerce and wealth of the two 
nations came into a certain proportion, 
What has taken place since then? In 
1860, instead of the proportion of 41 to 
£3 10s. per head we had £1 to £2, and 
now Ireland pays £1 for every £1 6s. paid 
per head in’ Great Britain, the effort of 
the Treasury being to make Treland and 
Great Britain pay alike. [nstead of the 
tendency of affairs being in’ the direction 
laid down in Pitt’s conditions, matters are 
far worse than they were. When Pitt 
stated these opinions the population of 
Ireland as regards England was as one to 
two, now it is as one to eight ; the capital 
of Ireland then stood to the capital of 
Great Britain as one to three ; now it is 
as one to thirty, and instead of these 
facts justifving equal taxation they sug- 
gest that there should be even a greater 
difference made now than was made in 
1800, when Pitt arranged the Union. Trish 
members are struggling for the recognition 
of the fact that Ireland cannot pay per 
head as much as Great Britain. Under 
the Act of Union the conditions laid 
down by Pitt as precedent to any claim 
for equal taxation have never been realised. 
I regret that interest in this question has 
fallen away; this is not the first time 
that Englishmen have been slow to accept 
arguments brought forward in respect to 
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Ireland, but the decrease of population 
and the increase of pauperism in Ireland 
are grave facts. I noticed that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
again refer to the question of the growth 
of pauperism ; it is a most serious element 
in the case. I believe we are drifting 
towards another famine, and that the con 
dition of affairs in Ireland is much worse 
than Englishmen imagine. 1 think it is 
agreat pity that the First Lord of the 
Treasury has not been able to give a 
little more thought to this matter. 1 
know he has a sincere interest in Ireland, 
but these continual impositions of new 
burdens, considering the decrease — of 
wealth and population, form one of the 
most formidable evils which have existed 
in any country, and, so far as Lam con- 
cerned, L will heartily support — the 
motion. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
have no intention of inflicting a speech on 
the House or of reiterating the arguments 
which have been already used, but as a 
member of the executive of the Financial 
Reform League, it appears to me that the 
Leader of the House and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer altogether misinterpret 
the extent of the volume of public opinion 
in Ireland against this taxation. Some of 
the leading aristocrats in Ireland and 
some of the leading Unionists, although 
they may differ politically, are united 
with us in this demand against the in- 
crease of taxation, and if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer thinks there is only a 
languid desire on the part of the Irish 
people with respect. to this question he is 
entirely mistaken. I may tell him that 
unless this question is grappled with in a 
fair spirit, steps may be taken by[some of 
the leading members of the Lrish Financial 


Reform League to bring matters to a crisis | 


hy a combination to endeavour to stop 
the payment of taxes. I myself have 


advocated that course, and if there was a | 
the payment of | 


general strike against 
taxes in Ireland it would be a very serious 
thing for the British Government. I 
um not prepared to say that that is 
the opinion of the majority of the mem- 
bers of the League, but I am prepared to 
say that if things are not remedied, it is 
quite possible that such a course may be 
taken by a certain number of men who 
have the courage to take that course and 
test public opinion on this subject. We 
are often taunted with having one opinion 


on the hillsides in Treland and another | 
have | 220. 


opinion in this House, but I 
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|the courage of my convictions, and 
I would say nothing stronger in Ireland 
than I would be prepared to say in this 
House. What are the facts with regard 
to this question? I find that when the 
Queen came to the throne the total 
amount of the taxation of Ireland was 
£5,175,000, the number of inhabitants 
was 8,024,000, and the taxation per head 
was 12s. Lld.; in 1897 the taxation had 
increased to £8,148,000, the number of 
inhabitants had decreased to 4,475,000 
and the taxation per” head was 
£1 15s. 10d. | hold that the first duty 
of a Government is the safety of the 
people, and it apparently is the rule of 
the British Government in Ireland that 
as the population decreases the 
taxation is increased ; but Tecan 
assure the right hon. Gentleman that this 
subject. will not be allowed to rest until 
the taxation of Ireland is readjusted. 
An Irish poet once wrote, 
‘** Tl fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 

Where wealth accumulates, and men decay.” 
I think we may now say that our country 
is one where wealth diminishes and men 
decay. Our population is decreasing, our 
capital is decreasing, our commerce is 
decreasing, and yet notwithstanding all 
that, when we come to the British House 
of Commons with a plea for justice 
founded on the Act of Union, Unionists 
from England refuse to co-operate with 
Unionists from Ireland: for the readjust- 
ment of our taxation. IT doubt if the 
claim of Ireland will receive much con- 
sideration from the First Lord of the 
Treasury or from the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. But undoubtedly the policy 
which | am advocating will be followed 
‘out in Ireland unless we are met in a 
spirit of justice and fair play. 

Question put. 

The House divided. 
| was announced— 


|. Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston) : 

| May I explain that by a mistake I voted 

| in the wrong lobby? I intended to vote 
in the “No” lobby, and by mistake I 

| voted in the “ Aye ” lobby. 

| Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 

| having voted, it cannot be altered now. 

| 


| Mr. MIDDLEMORE (Birmingham, 
|N.): I should like to say that I was in a 
| similar unfortunate position. 


Before the result 


The numbers were :-—Ayes, 102 ; Noes; 
(Division List No. 76). 
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Abraham William(Cork, N.E.) 
Allan, Wm. (Gateshead) 
Ambrose, Robert 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake, Edward 

Boltor, Thomas Dollin;: 
Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Carew, James Laurence 
Carvill,Patrick Geo. Hamilton 
Clancy, John Joseph 
Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Engledew, Charles John 
Farrell, Jas. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thos. J. (Kerry, 8.) 


Allsopp, Hon. George 
Avcbante, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arnold-Forster, Hugh 0. - 
Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, Jolin George Alexander 
Balcarres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHnAHSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Bowles, Capt. H.F.(Middlesex) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cayzer, Sir Charles William 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. | 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r | 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Chelsea, Viscount 


{COMMONS} 
AYES. 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 
Gibney, James 
Gilhooly, James 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Harrington, Timothy 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, Timothy M. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Hogan, James Francis 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jameson, Major J. Eustace 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lough, Thomas 
Lowe, Francis William 
Macaleese, Daniel 


| MaeDonnell,Dr. M A(Queen’.C 


Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Hugh, Patrick A. (Leitrim) 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Middlemore, John T. 
Minch, Matthew 

NOES. 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomh, Sir John C. Read y 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 
Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies, SirHoratioD.(Chath'm 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas-Pennant, Hon. E. 8. 
Doxford, Sir WilliamTheodore 
Dyke,RtHon.Sir William Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward | 
Fergusson, Rt. HnSirJ(Mane'r) | 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 


Fry, Lewis 

Gallows y, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 


| 


| Gibbs, Hn A.G.H.(CityofLond. | 


Gibbs,Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) | 


(England and Ireland). 
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Molloy, Bernard C. 
Moore, A. (Londonderry) 
Morris, Samuel ; 
Murnaghan, George 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor, James( Wicklow, W, 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Dowd, John 
O’ Keette, Francis Arthur 
O'Kelly, Jaimes 
O'Malley, William 
Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redinond, W. (Clare) 
tentoul, James Alexander 
Roberts, J. B. (Eition) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 


, Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 


Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, I). A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid,) 
Woods, Samuel 
Young, 8. (Cavan, East) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES-- 
Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
Captain Donelan. 


Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Crilliat, John Saunders 
(:odson,Sir Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
(cordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
(:reen, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Greene, H. D. (Shrewsbury) 
(:retton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord George 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wim. 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Hermon-Hodge, Robert T. 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hozier, Hon. James H. Cecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hutton, John (Yorks. N.R.) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kennaway,Rt. Hn.SirJohn H. 
Kenyon, James Le 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 3 
Kimber, Henry 
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Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lawrence, SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumb’Ind 
Leigh-Kennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter E. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp'l) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
MC'almont,Col..J.(Antrim, E. ) 
M‘lver, Sir Lewis( Edir.b’eh,W 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. W,F. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine | 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptfrd 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 
Nicholson, William Graham 


CONSOLIDATED 


CENSUS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Order read, for resuming the adjourned 


FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


{22 Marcu 1900} 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O'Neill, Hon. Kobert ‘Torrens 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Penn, John 

Percy, Earl 

Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Kt Hn Horace Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman. Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

fankin, Sir James 


(Scotland) (Salaries, ete.}. 
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Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 
Strachey, Edward 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. CharlesHedley 


| Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
| Talbot,RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'd Univ. ) 


Rasch, Major Frederic Carne | 


Ridley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 


Ritchie, Kt. Hon. C. Thomson | 


fobertson, Herbert (Hackney 


Russell,Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 


Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 


| Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 


Seely, Charles Hilton 

Seton- Karr, Henry 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 
Simeon, Sir Barrington 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Stanley, Edward .J. (Somerset) 


| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 


Thornton, Percy M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Ward, Hon. Robert A.(Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C,E.(Ta’nt’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wharton,Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
Willoughby de Eresby, Lord 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Woreestersh. N.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks. ) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C.B.Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, (George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
Young, Commander( Berks, E. ) 
Younger, William 


THE NOES— 
and Mr, 


TELLERS FOR 
Mr. Anstruther 
Fisher. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 


Committee in the said Resolution.” 


CAPTAIN 


SINCLAIR 


(Fortarshire) 





debate on Question [19th March], “ That 
the Bill be now read a second time.” 


Question again proposed. 
Bill read a second time, and committed 
for Monday next. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES, Xe. }. 

Resolution reported, “ That it is expe- 
dient to amend the law relating to the 
number of the staff of the General Board 
of Commissioners in Lunacy for Seotland, 
and to authorise the payment, out of 
moneys to he provided by Parliament, of 
their salaries, and of the expenses of the 
Board, and the remuneration of the 
Chairman and Commissioners.” 


Resolution read a second time. 


asked if the Lord Advocate would kindly 
explain the purposes of the resolution. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I have 
already done so, but I will explain again. 
The Bill is purely a Treasury Bill. 


| According to the scale usually paid the 


present officials of the Lunacy Board are 
much underpaid, and the Bill simply 
allows the Treasury to fix the salaries of 
the secretary and the staff. There is 
also power to made a small payment for 
extra services rendered by the unpaid 
Commissioners. 

Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he differed from the Lord Advocate 
with regard to the object of the resolu- 


tion. The great object of the resolu- 
tion was to provide salaries for cer- 


tain Commissioners who at the present 
moment were by Act of Parliament de- 
clared to be unpaid. There were in Scot- 


land two Commissioners of Lunacy at 
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£1,200 a year, and two Deputy Commis- 
sioners at £600 a year each. England, 
with seven times the work, had only six 
paid Commissioners, and Lreland had only 
two. It was now proposed to pay the chair- 
man of the Board in Scotland, although 
hitherto his duties had been discharged in 
the public interest without fee or reward. 
They were now asked to pay a salary to 
a man who only gave partial attention 
to the business, and to establish the 
principle that a man who discharged a 
public duty should be paid. That would 
apply to County Councillors and Mem- 
bers of Parliament. Hitherto — the 
work had been done gratuitously, and 
now the Chairman of the Board, who 
was a nephew of the Secretary for 
Scotland, was to be paid. Why should 
he receive a salary when hitherto the 
work had been done gratuitously ! That 
was the object of the resolution ; the 
other objects mentioned by the Lord 
Advocate were merely makeshifts. He 
would oppose the Bill at every stage, and 
would denounce as an act of jobbery on 


{COMMONS} 
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the part of the Secretary for Seotland 
the payment of a salary to his own 
nephew for work which had always been 
done gratuitously. He did not, however 
intend to trouble the House 
division now. 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Gentleman is quite wrong. There 
is no power to give a salary in respect of 
the unpaid Commissioners. 

Mr. CALDWELL said it was called, 
not salary, but remuneration in the 
resolution. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said under 
the circumstances he felt it his duty to 
divide the House, because the Irish Mem- 
hers had not received fair treatment in 
their demand for the readjustment of the 
taxation of Ireland. He felt that the 
resolution should not be passed, and he 
hoped hon. Gentlemen from Treland would 
oppose it. 

Question put. 

The House divided :——Ayes, 115; 
Noes, 38. (Division List No. 77.) 


With a 





Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 

salearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A..1.( Manele | 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHn AHSmith-(Hunts 
Beach, Rt. Hn. SirM. H. (Bristol 
Bond, Edward 

srassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Cavendish, V.C. W. (Derbysh: 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Chelsea, Viscount 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Curzon, Viscount 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Davies,SirHoratioD.(Chath’m 
Denny, Colonel 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Laneaster) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
(redge, Sydney 
Goldsworthy, Major-Genera! 
(iordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 


Mr, Caldwell, 











AYES. 
(iretton, John 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Crull, Sir Cameron 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Wm. 
Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh 
Heath, J:mes 
Helder, Augustus 
Hozier, Hon. James HenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maclver, David (Liverpool) 
M‘Calmont, Col. J.(Antrim,E. ) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
Maleolm, Ian 
Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mutin, Richard Biddulph 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
More, Robt. Jas er (Shropsh.) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander | 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 


ONeill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Penn, John 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest (ieorge 
Purvis, Robert. 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Russell,Gen. F. S.(Cheltenham 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sidebothom, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 
Stewart, SirMark J. M‘Taggart 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(OxfdU niv 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Execer) 
Ward,Hon. Robert A. (Crewe) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E, 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, J. W.(Wor’shire, N.) 
Wortley, Rt, Hon.C. B. Stuart- 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr 
Fisher, 
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NOES. 


Burns, John 


Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Donelan, Captain A. 
Doogan, P. C. 

Duckwortu, James 

Farrell, Jas. P. (Cavan, W.) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Bill ordered to be brought in by the | 


Lord Advocate and Mr. Anstruther. 
LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARIES, ETC.) BILL. 

“To amend the law relating to the 
number and salaries of the Staff of 
the General Board of Commissioners in 
Lunacy for Seotland, and to provide for 
the remuneration of certain of the Com- 
presented accordingly, and 
read the first time ; 
time upon Monday next, and to he 


| Bill 140. | 


an ” 
MUSSTONCTS, 


to be read a second 


printed, 
RAILWAYS (PREVEN’ 
ACCIDENTS) BI 

[SECOND READING. | 

Order for Seconda Reading read, 

Vin. TOMLINSON (Preston) : 1 object. 

THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rarente, Croydon): I 
understood that the principle of this Bill 
had been accepted in all parts of the 
House, and that it was really a measure 
for consideration in Committee. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS — (Battersea) 
appealed to the hon. Member for Preston 
not to press his objection. 

Mr. TOMLINSON said he had not the 
slightest wish to prevent the Bill passing, 
hut he considered it should be discussed 
on the Second Reading. 

Mir. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.) said 
he hoped the Government would take 
note of the fact that it was the railway 
directors, not the Irish Members, who 
objected. 

Second Reading deferred till Monday 
nent. 


MIDWIVES [EXPENSES]. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee.) 


(Mr. Grant Lawson, Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk, in the Chair. | 
VOL. LXXXI. 
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Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Channing, Francis Allston | Hayne, Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow | Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Healy, TimothyM. (N. Louth) 
Hedderwiek. Thomas C. H. 
Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid(Cumb'l nd 
Lough, ‘Thomas 

Maecaleese, Daniel 

MaeNeiil, John Gordon Swift 
MGhee, Richard | TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
M‘Killop, James 
Murnaghan, George 


(Dowd, John 

(’ Keetfe, Franeis Arthur 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Provand, Andrew Dryburgh 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Sinelair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 

Ure, Alexander 





| Mr. Daly and Mr. Cald- 
well. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That it is expedient to authorise the 
payment, out of moneys to be provided 
by Parliament, of such expenses as the 
Treasury may certify to have been neces- 
sarily incurred by the General Medical 
Council under any Act of the present 
session, to secure the better training of 
inidwives, and to regulate their practice.” 

(Sir John Gorst.) 


Mr. ‘Tl. M. HEALY said that this was 
the first) occasion on which @ Private 
Member's Bill had been starred for Com- 
mittee. The Bill had to go before the 
Committee on Law. On the London 
University Bill he took the point that it 
could not vo to the Grand Committee 
until the Comittee stage was obtained 
in the House, but he was overruled by 
the then Chairman, the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for North East Man- 
chester, who said that it was possible for 
the Bill to go to the Grand Committee, 
although the Committee stage had not 
heen taken in the House. That being so, 
it was a strange alteration in procedure to 
star a Private Member’s Bill and to assume 
that the Grand Committee on Law would 
pass it in a shape which would 
require the money the Committee was 
asked to vote. That appeared to him to 
he an extremely novel procedure, and he 
knew of no precedent for it. He was 
loath in any way to prevent the passage 
of the Bill, but in view of the ruling to 
which he had referred he would respect- 
fully ask that the stage they were now 
asked to take should be postponed until 
the bill had passed the Grand Committee 
on Law. He would, if necessary, move to 
report progress. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir JoHN Gorst, Cambridge 
University): I hope the hon. and learned 
Member will not move to report progress, 


i 








147 Adjournment of 
as this is merely a formal staye. Certain | 
small, trifling expenses may be ineurred 
in comnection with the Bill, and the 
private Members who are in charge of it 
cannot, as the hon. and learned Member 
knows, move such a clause, and [ merely 
move it now in pursuance of an agreement 
which has been come to. The propriety 
of this particular clause can be discussed 
in the Grand Committee and again in this 
House. 

Mr. 'l’. M. HEALY said if there 
a general agreement he certainly would not 
offer any needless opposition, but he thought 
the explanation of the right hon. Gentle- 
man Was not valid. If the course proposed 
Were necessary now, the ruling given in 
the case of the London University Bill 
was entirely wrong. The Grand Com 
mittee had not yet met, and the argu 
ment might be used when the Bill came 
up for consideration that the Committee 
of the whole House had already cheerfully 
voted the expenses connected with it. He 
thought the Committee was prejudging 
the matter. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.) 
thought that it would be a very bad pre 
cedent 

Toe CHAIRMAN: Order, order! Do 
I understand that the hon. Gentleman 
objects to the proceedings of this Com 
mittee / 


Mr. DALY “ Yes, Sir. 


Was | 


said lie 


Committee report progress ; to sit again 


to-morrow. 
COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 

LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. 


Order for Second Reading read. 

*Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester 
shire, Forest of Dean) said that « fort 
uight ago he mentioned in the House that 


the private Members who had some 
reason to object to the Bill had with- 


drawn their objection. He tiad asked the 
Government to state from the reports of 
the Home Office inspectors what would 
be the effect of the Bill, and for a Return 
showing the number of children that 
would be affected by it. 


Sie J. BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber 
well, Dulw ich) : | object. 

*Sirn CHARLES DILKE said that all 
the ether Members who were interested 


Sur John Gorst. 
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were agreed, but if the opposition of the 
hon. Gentleman were, persisted in he 
thought it would be useless to trouble the 
House with the Bill further. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Bel- 
fast, 8S.) appealed to the hon. Gentleman 
to withdraw his objection. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY ror tHE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Mr. Jessr 
CoLLines, Birmingham, Bordesley): The 
Government have no objection to offer to 
this Bill. We have had no statistics since 
1887, and at that time the number of 
children who would be atfected was just 
over 4,000. It is supposed since that 
time that in consequence of the disinclina 
tion of mine owners to employ children 
under thirteen, the number has been con 
siderably diminished, and it is now be 
lieved to be about 3,000. 


Sin J. BLUNDELL MAPLE: [ con 


sider this question ought to be discussed 
more thoroughly, and T object. 


Second Reading deferred till Thursday 
neXt, 
MONUMENTS PROTECTION 
BILLA. 


Considered in Committee. 


ANCIENT 


(In the Committee. ) 


| Mr. Granp Lawson in the Chair. | 


Dr. TANNER moved to reporl pro 
Sess. 
LORD BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 


Chorley) appealed to the hon. Gentle 
nan uot to insist on his objection, as 
the Bill only extended to England rights 
which were already exercised in Treland. 


De. TANNER withdrew his 


tion. 


objec 


Clauses 1, 2, and 3 agreed to 


Clause 4: 


LORD BALCARRES moved to report 
progress, as the Local Government Board 
desired to have the clause amended. 

Committee to sit 
again upon Tuesday next. 


report progress ; 


Adjourned at a quarter before 
Qne of the clock. 
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LOR Ds. 


Friday, 23rd March, 1900, 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


GOVERNMENTS 


STOCK AND 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT = COM- 
PANY BILL [H.1.]. 
Reported with Amendments. 
SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL 


[H.L. ]. 
The Queen’s consent signified ; and Bill 
reported with Amendments. 


CRYSTAL PALACE COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. |. 
BOURNEMOUTH CORPORATION BILL 
(HLL. |]. 

Committed. 
HAMMOND (G. HH.) COMPANY BILL 


[H.1. ]. 


Read 2” (according to order). 


HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL [1.1.]. 
Read 3”, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [4.1]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


with amendments. 


BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [H.1. }. 


LEITH 


House in Committee (according to 
order), Amendments made. Standing 


Committee negatived; and Report of 


~ amendments to be received on Monday 


next. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


_- 
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postmistress, Ruthin, Post Oftice Depart- 
ment, was appointed without a_ civil 
service certificate, through inadvertence 
on the part of the head of her depart- 
ment: Laid before the House (pursuant 


to Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


| BRIDLINGTON 


OTHER | 


Leave given to the Select Committee to | 


report from time to time: First Report 
made; to be printed; and to be con- 
sidered on Tuesday next. (No. 37.) 


SUPERANNUATION. 


PIERS AND HARBOUR. 

Abstract of the general annual account 
for the year ending 26th July, 1899: 
Delivered (pursuant to Act), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 
Petition that a Select Committee may 
be appointed to inquire into the question 
of municipal trading ; of London Chamber 
of Commerce ; read, and ordered to lie on 
the Table. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons; read 1¢ ; 
to be printed; and to be read 2¢ on 
Monday next (The Marquess of Salis- 
bury) ; and standing Order No. XXXIX. 
to be considered in order to its being 
dispensed with. (No. 36.) 


LIBRARIES BILL 
(COMMITTEE. ) 


PUBLIC [H.L. ]. 


House in Committee (according to 
order). 


Clauses | and 2 agreed to. 
Clause 3 : 


*Lorp HARRIS: This clause proposes 
to give the library authority power to 
make bye-laws. The Local Government 
Board think it inadvisable to make new 
offences which can be dealt with under 
bye-laws, and that as regards the opening 
and closing of museums it is quite enough 
for the authority to have the power which 
they now possess for making regulations 
rather than bye-laws for this purpose, 
With regard to the conduct of persons 
frequenting public libraries, the Local 


'Government Board point out that the 


Treasury Minute, dated 15th March, | 


1900, declaring that Margaret Jones, sub- | tion. 


VOL. LAXXI. [FOURTH SERIES. | 


Libraries Offences Act, 1898, already 
makes misbehaviour in a public library an 
offence punishable on summary convic- 
In their opinion, therefore, it is 


G 
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superfluous now to provide for bye-laws 
for regulating the conduct of persons 
frequenting public libraries and museums. 
They suggest that it is already provided 
for in a Statute. 


Amendment moved— 
“In page 1, line 24, to leave out from (‘the’) 
in line 24 to the second ‘and’) in line 25.”- 


(Lord Harris.) 


Lorp WINDSOR: My object was to 


obtain something more definite than 
regulations. The difficulty was that 


regulations might be made, but that there 
Was no power to enforce them. However, 
if the Local Government Board think it 
is objectionable to make bye-laws for this 
purpose, I accept the Amendment. 


Amendment agreed to. 


Consequential Amendment agreed to. 
| S 


*Lorp HARRIS : Sub-clause (4) enables 
the officers and servants of the library 
authority and constables to exclude or 
remove from the library idle or disor- 
derly persons, and persons not using the 
same for the purposes for which it is 
intended, or having been guilty therein 


of a breach of any bye-law relating 
thereto. The Home Office have asked 


the Local Government Board to specially 
watch this sub-clause, and, if possible, to 
vet it excluded from the Bill. They 
think it inadvisable and also superfluous, 
having regard to the fact that under the 
Libraries Offences Act, 1898, power has 
been given for the punishment of persons 
on summary conviction for misbehaviour 
in public libraries, to insert this sub 
clause.’ I have been in communication with 
my noble friend, and I believe that he 
agrees to my Amendment, and proposes 
to substitute another sub-clause which he 
has read to me, and to which I have no} 
objection. 


Amendment moved— | 
“To leave out sub-section (b)°—(Lord | 
Harris.) 





Lorp WINDSOR: The new sub-sec- | 
tion which I shall propose in lieu of the 
one the noble Lord has moved to omit 
will run as follows— 

“(b) For enabling the officers and servants 
of the library authority to exclude or remove 
therefrom persons committing any offence | 
against the Libraries Offences Act, 1898, or 
against the bye-laws.” 


Lord Harris. | 





{LORDS} 
*Lorp HARRIS: I think the new sub- 


Libravies Bill. 15: 


to 


section would come in better after sec- 


tion 3. 
Amendment agreed to. 


Lorp WINDSOR: May I move the 
new sub-section (b) to-day, and communi 
cate with my noble friend between now 
and the next stage of the Bill as to the 
best place in which to insert it / 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMITTEES 
(The Earl of Morury): I think it would 
be better to have the new sub-section 
printed, 


Clause 3, as amended, agreed to. 


Lorp WINDSOR: I should like to 


give notice that it is my intention to 


move the insertion of a fresh clause, to 
which, I believe, my noble friend has no 
objection. It will be a clause of con- 
siderable importance, and will have the 
effect of making the Libraries Offences 
Act, 1898, apply not only, as it does now, 
to libraries, but to museums, art galleries, 
and schools provided under the Public 
Libraries Acts. 


Clauses 4 and 5, agreed to. 


Clause 6, agreed to, with drafting 


Amendment. 
Clauses 7, 8, and 9, agreed to. 
Clause 10. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON: 
I am sorry to intrude on the House the 
inevitable Irish grievance, but in regard 
to public libraries we stand in Ireland in 
a very much worse position than the same 
classes do in England. The last legisla- 
tion on the subject was passed in 1894, 
previous to the Irish Local Government 
Act. The Irish Act of 1894 was based 
on a Report of a Committee of the House 
of Commons, who considered the matter. 
The desire of the promoters was that the 
lines of the English Act of 1892 should 
be followed in Ireland, but unfortunately 
that was found to be impossible in conse- 
quence of complications as regards areas, 
local authorities, rating powers, and so 
forth, and also as regards the suffrage for 
local government purposes in Ireland. 
These unfavourable conditions have now 
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been swept away by the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, and I therefore 


submit that we in Ireland — should 
not remain under this disadvantage 


any longer, and that something should be 
done to enable public libraries to be 
started in the country districts. This is 
the object of my Amendment, and [hope it 
will meet with favourable consideration 
from the noble Lord opposite, and also 
from the noble and learned Lord the 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 


Amendment moved 

“In page 3, line 40, at the beginning of the 
Clause, to insert as a separate sub-section : 
‘(1). The provisions of the Public Libraries 
Act. 1892, shall extend to Ireland, with the 
substitution of the rural district as library 
district in place of the parish, and of the rural 
district. council as library authority in place 
of the overseers for the parish.’”—(Lord 
Vouteagle of Brandon.) 


‘Tre LORD CHANCELLOR © or 
IRELAND (Lord AsHBoURNE): My 
Lords, [ quite appreciate the sympathy 
my noble friend takes in this question, 
and the desire he evidences to extend the 
henetits of the Libraries Acts as widely as 
possible in Ireland, where the love of 
literature is cherished, but I think the 
disadvantages of Ireland are rather more 
apparent than real. Tt is quite true that 
there have been separate Acts of Parlia- 
ment in relation to this matter as 
regards England and Ireland, In Ireland 
we have the Act of 1855, and another 
Act, passed as recently as 1894, bringing 
it up to date. A Committee sat with 
reference to the latter Act, when similar 
proposals to those which are embodied 
in the Amendment of my noble friend 
were brought before the House of 
Commons. But although an effort was 
made to carry the benefits of the Libraries 
Acts into the small rural districts, the 
Committee of the House of Commons, on 
which Trish Members were largely repre 
sented, did not see their way to recom- 
mend the proposals then submitted. It 
was indicated that regard must be had 
to the question of rating for the 
purposes of libraries, and to the fact 
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that the rate could not exceed a penny | 


in the £, and that it might happen, if 
the Act was extended to all rural com- 
munities, as now sought by my noble 


friend, that it would be adopted by com- | 


munities who would not be able to show 
a rateable valuation adequate to the sup- 
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port of a library. If it were deemed 
desirable to adopt the principle of exten- 
sion, it would, therefore, be necessary to 
discriminate how far that extension could 
with advantage be carried, and also to 
consider the experience of the use of 
powers under existing legislation. If my 
noble friend could show that existing 
legislation had been availed of in Ireland 
and the powers under it exercised, 
then he would have an argument to 
show why a procedure should be adopted 
to widen the area and take in com- 
munities now excluded. But what are 
the facts ¢ There are something like 129 
towns in Ireland to which the Libraries 
Acts might be applied if the local govern 
ing authorities thought proper to apply 
them, but of those 129 towns not more 
than about twenty have availed themselves 
of the advantages of the Act. It would, 
therefore, seem that the advantages of the 
Act of 1894 are not at present sufficiently 
realised. [ venture to think my noble 
friend might be satistied with this discus 
sion, and wait for further experience of 
the effect of existing legislation. 


Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
Iam sorry the noble and learned Lord 
cannot give me more encouragement. — | 
think his argument, that because towns 
have not availed themselves of existing 
facilities country districts should not have 
those facilities, rather curious. The 
demand for the advantages of public 
libraries is more general in country dis- 
tricts than in towns, and [ cannot con 
ceive why they should not be allowed to 
avail themselves of the Libraries Act. 


154 


Lorp WINDSOR: So far as this Bill 
is concerned, | should have no objection 
whatever to accepting the Amendment of 
my noble friend opposite, but after what 
has been said by the noble and learned 
Lord below me [ do not suppose the noble 
Lord will press it. 


Amendment (by leave of the House) 
withdrawn. 


Clause 10 agreed to. 


Clause 11 


Lorp WINDSOR: In moving the 
Amendment next on the Paper, I hope, 
if these words are struck out, that the 
noble and learned Lord will not object to 
the rest of the sub-seciion. 


; @2 
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Amendment moved— 


“In Sub-Section 2, line 22, to leave out 
‘without the order of a judge in chambers 
being first obtained.’”—(Lord Windsor.) 


THe LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Earl of HAtspuRY): I am happy to be- 
lieve that legal procedure in this country 
is much more advanced and rapid than it 
used to be; but I doubt whether it is 
advisable to say that, in the event of an 
action not coming to an end in the time 


suggested, the right to institute proceed- | 


ings against the library authority should 
be entirely destroyed. I am told that 
there is considerable objection to the 
clause elsewhere, and the noble Lord may 
imperil his Bill if he insists upon it. 
Personally, I should not be indisposed to 
accept a statutory limitation if definitely 
stated. Such limitations are not un- 
usual. Under a Statute of James [., no 
person can bring an action for libel- 
lous or 
twelve months after the speaking of the 
words, and [ think it is not unreasonable 
that in such matters there should be a 
statutory limitation entirely different 
from that which applies to debts, ete. 
But I do not approve of the limitation 
of six months proposed in this clause. 
Though I shall not move the omission of 
the clause altogether, yet I think its 
scope must be enlarged and a longer 
period allowed between the giving of the 
notice and the time beyond which pro- 
ceedings cannot be instituted. If the 
clause is not amended in the meantime, 
I shall move an Amendment when it 
gets to the Standing Committee. 


Lorp WINDSOR: [I shall be very 
glad, in substitution for the term of six 
months, to put in any period which may 
be considered reasonable. | am glad 
that the noble and learned Lord does 
not move to strike out the clause, and if 
by any such Amendment in the Standing 
Committee his objections can be removed, 
I shall certainly endeavour to remove 
them. 


Amendment agreed to. 

Clause 11, as amended, agreed to. 
Clauses 12 and 13 agreed to. 
Schedule. 


*Lorp HARRIS: The effect of repealing 
so much of Section 2 of the Public 
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Libraries (Amendment) Act, 1893, as_re- 
lates to the consent of the urban autho- 
rity would be to deprive the local autho- 
rity of any word, for instance, on the 
|matter of rating. Under the Act of 
| 1892 the local voter had that power, but 
| by the Public Libraries (Amendment) Act 
of 1893 the power was taken away from 
the voter and given to the urban autho- 
| rity, and unless$my Amendment is adopted 
| the local authority will be deprived of any 
| voice in the matter. 


Amendment moved— 


| “In page 5, to leave out lines 29 and 30.°— 

(Lord Harris.) 

| 

| Agreed to. 
Bill recommitted to the Standing 

Committee; and to be printed as 

| amended. (No. 38.) 


| 
| CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) BILL. 





| House in Committee (according to 
order); Bill reported without amend 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ Monday next. 


THE NEW EDUCATION CODE 
GRANTS, INSPECTION, Ere. 

*LorD REAY: My Lords, I rise to call 
attention to the conditions of annual 
grants as laid down by the fourth 
chapter of the Code of Regulations 
for Day Schools in England, and _ to 
the increased powers conferred upon 
Her Majesty’s inspectors. There is one 
feature in the new Code on which | 
beg to sincerely congratulate the noble 
Duke, the Lord President of the Council. 
I refer to Article 15, which introduces an 
entirely new principle in our education, 
and it does it ina manner with which, so 
far as the subjects are concerned which 
are put in the course of instruction for 
‘elementary schools, [ am _ in_ hearty 
|sympathy. In fact, Article 15 gives all 

asked for in the statement I made 
in October to the London School Board. 
It gives as compulsory subjects English 
composition, and grammar, and history, 
and geography, which hitherto have only 
| been included in the optional _ list. 
Furthermore, the Article sweeps away the 
distinction between class subjects and 
specific subjects, and gives greater latitude 
of selection in the arrangement of the 
curriculum for schools. It is quite evi- 





dent that this Article has been included 
in the English Code in order to bring it 
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more into harmony with the Scotch Code, 
and I think I am justified in stating that, 
having assimiiated the Codes in this re- 
spect, it would have been wiser to have 


added the guarantees which the Scotch | 


Code gives, and which are not found in the 
English Code. In the first place, I regret 
not to find in the Code the inclusion of the 
merit certificate. The merit certificate is 
a guarantee that these courses of instruc- 
tion when introduced will lead up to a 
certain goal, and, in addition, gives this 
further advantage, as was pointed out by 
my noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land in his speech on Friday last, that you 
can substitute the merit certificate for the 
labour certificate. I do not see in this Code 
any course of instruction for advanced 
departments, and that is a very suspicious 
circumstance when I look at Article 13, 
which has been altered in a way which 
will make it much more difficult for 
schools—and what I am saying applies as 
well to Board schools as to Voluntary 
schools-—to earnagrantinthe advanced de- 
partments. Article 13 now precludes the 


recognition of attendance of those who | 


ure upwards of 14 years of age and 
have been under instruction for more 
than one year in Standard VII. Hitherto 
the article has left much greater latitude 
for the recognition of higher work. 
The limit of age in the Free Educa- 
tion Act is 15; in Scotland it is 18. 
Another very serious feature of the new 
Code is the increased power which has 
heen given to inspectors. First of all, 
the inspector, under Article 15, . ii., will 


have it in his power to prescribe which of | 
| the Department that the inspector should 


the subjects included in the list, except two, 
may or may not be taken, and, in addition, 


he is given, under Article 101, «. ii, the | 
power to disapprove of any portion of | 
the syllabus which he considers unsuit- | 


able. This is a very important innova- 
tion, for not only will the inspector have 


the power to check the time-table 
and the scheme of instruction, but 
also the syllabus. Therefore, he will 


control not only the choice of subjects, 
hut the methods of instruction. Every- 
one is aware that inspectors have very 
different ideas both as regards the subjects 
which ought to be included in the 


time-table, and as regards the methods | 


of teaching. It is quite conceiveable, 


therefore, that a child migrating from | 


one district of London to another might 
find the syllabus in the school to 
which he migrates, imposed by the 
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| inspector of the district, so entirely 
'diferent from that prescribed for the 
school which he had left that he would 
find it difficult to follow the instruction 
there given. Hitherto the powers of 
inspectors have been by no means so 
wide as they are under the new Code, and 
unless the Education Department exer- 
cises a very strict control over the man- 
ner in which these powers are used, 
and gives very definite instructions to 
the inspectors, | fear there will be con- 
siderable friction in the future between the 
inspectors and the managers of schools. 
The new financial arrangements affect 
very seriously the most etticient schools. 
I] think I can state the case most clearly 
in this way. A really efficient school 
hitherto could earn 22s. 3d. per boy, 
and, in addition, 5s. for specific subjects 
in the higher standards. In future, the 5s. 
cannot be earned at all, and the maximum 
amount that can be earned in that school 


will be 22s. Now take the case of an 
inferior school. In an_ inferior school 
hitherto the minimum that could be 


earned was 15s. The new minimum is 
21s., a difference of 6s. This alteration 
is all to the advantage of the inferior 
school, and to the disadvantage of the 
higher school. There can be no objec- 
tion if the new grant is to be given to 
these inferior schools on the understand- 
ing that they will improve their course of 
instruction and their teaching staff; but | 
admit that I do not find in the Code any 
| guarantees for such a sanguine expecta- 
tion, and the wording of a clause in Article 
101 seems rather to point to the wish of 


propose the higher grant in all except 
the worst cases. Here, again, | wish the 
provisions of the Scotch Code had been 
adopted. The system is much more logical 
in Scotland, where there is anormal grant, 


excellence and a reduction for a school 
which is below the average etticiency. 
But, any case, it is deplorable, 
and I cannot express too strongly 
my regret, that the loss should accrue to 
|schools on which the managers have 
spent the greatest care, and which have 
given the best results. If I take the 
return of last year | find that the grant 


‘with an increase for a school of special 


in 


\for infant and senior departments 
amounted to £4,385,460. The grant, 


| based on the attendance of last year and 
| taking 22s. as the figure, with a maxi- 
| mum for infants of 17s., would amount to 


i 
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£4,677,808—an increase of close wpon 
£300,000. I strongly suspect that when 
the results of this Code are given in the 
next Report we shall find that very little of 
this additional sum has been distributed 
among the most efficient schools, and that 
the bulk of it will go to the schools which 
represent the least educational effort. A 
comparison with the grants under the 
Scotch Code Is still more damaging. 
There infants can receive 1ss. 6d. as 
against 17s. 6d. in England, and scholars 
from ten till the merit certificate 
24s. 6d., as against 22s. in England. 
In Seotland vou give to the advanced de- 
partments. to scholars having ye merit 
certificate -—a maximum grant of 55s, and 
I2s. 6d. for experimental cain as 
against 22s. in England ; and in Scotland 
this grant can be earned up to the age of 
cighteen. ‘There is another alteration in 
the grant which will affect the efficiency of 
the schvols Hitherto the maximum grant 
t» pupil teachers has been £12. In future 
it will be £6, and no account is taken of the 
qualifications of the pupil teacher. In 
Scotland the grant is retained at £12. I 
regret not finding in the Code any pro- 
vision for securing a larger supply of 
competent qualified teachers. | know 
that the Department are quite aware of 
the necessity of making some such pro 
vision, but’ this oceasion has not been 
taken to make it. [need hardly say that 
when | compare England with Scotland, 
| have no desire to complain of the pre- 
dilection of the Treasury in this respect 
for Scotland, but [am bound — to 
resent it on behalf of the educational 
interests of England; and if Tam told 
that the conditions of Scotland and the 
history of education in Scotland are quite 
different from those in’ England then | 
must be allowed to remind the House of a 
passage which oceurs in the Report of the 
Education Commission, over which the 
noble Viscount the Lord Privy Seal pre- 
sided. The untair treatment of England 
in the matter ot elementary education, as 
compared with Scotland, was ecnsured by 
the majority Report of Lord Cross’s Cor- 
mission (Part LV., cap. 5, p. 169) 
follows— 

“In Scotland liberal grants are now made to 
the managers of elementary schools for ad- 
vaneed instruction to schol: — who have passed 
the highest standard, and we see no reason 
why English children should not be afforded 
like assistance for continuing their education. 
This arrangement would facilitate the provi- 


sion of such higher instruction in the ne gree 
and less populous school districts, and, for 


Lord hy Cai, 
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reasons already suggested, might be preferred 
by the authorities of some even of the larger 


/distriets to the establishment of separate 


se ‘hools.”’ 


The larger districts have done their duty, 
and in many parts of England there are 
excellent higher grade schools which, by 
this Code, will undoubtedly be hit in the 
matter of finance. In the Summary of 
Conclusions and Recommendations the 
Commissioners say (Part VIL, p. 219, 


No. if 2) 


‘ That in certain cases the object of higher 
elementary schools might be secured by 
attaching to an ordinary elementary school a 
class or section in which higher instruetion 
was provided for scholars who had passed the 
Seventh Standard; and that liberal grants 
made as in Scotland to the managers of 
elementary schools for advanced instruction to 
scholars who have passed the highest standard 
would facilitate the provision of such higher 
instruction in the smaller and less poputon 
school district.’ 


That was the opinion, expre sssed by a 
Royal Commission as far back as 1888, 
and, twelve years later, instead of taking 
a step in advance, the new Code is un- 
doubtedly, so far as the higher depart 
ments are concerned, a retrograde measure. 
I hope the noble Duke will give ever\ 
consideration to the complaints which are 
sure to reach him as to the disastrous 
effect which the Code will have in that 
respect. 


THe LORD PRESIDENT or tur 
COUNCIL (The Duke of Devonsiine) : 
My Lords, my noble friend has referred 
several times in the course of his observa 
tions to the case of the Scotch Code, and 
compared it to the disadvantage of the 
English Code in several particulars. — It 
is scarcely necessary for me to point out 
that the cases of Kngland and Seotlaned 
are very far from being analogous. — In 
Scotland the School sourds have un 
doubtedly authority to give secondary 
education, whereas in this country, as we 
are advised, we have no such power. N 
doubt we have no such power, and, a: 
my noble friend is aware, the Govern 
ment have under consideration, and hope 
to propose before very long, the measures 
which may be necessary to constitute an 
authority which shall have legal authority 
to give secondary education, which 
no local authority can give at present. 
When that time comes it may be neces 


sarv to attempt to draw a distinct line 
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between upper primary and secondary |in the country. The question of this 
education which may involve the inclusion change in the system of making grants to 
in upper primary education of something | elementary schools has, as the noble Lord 
higher than the seventh standard, and it | is no doubt aware, been for a very long 
is possible we may be in a position to; time under the consideration of the 
make some further advance in the direc-| Department, and the officials of the 
tion of assimilating the English and the | Department who have had it under their 
Scotch Codes. My noble friend also re- | | consideration have come, I believe, almost 
ferred, in a tone of some complaint, to the | | | unanimously to the conclusions which 
additional powers which were given to| have now been embodied in the Code. 
the inspectors under the new Code. I] A very considerable stimulus has, no 
need scarcely say that the proposed | doubt, lately been given in the direction 
powers will be exercised under the con- | of this change by “the movement which 
trol ot and subject, if necessary, to appeal | has taken place on the part of Members 
to the Education Department ; and, | for agricultural and rural constituencies 
although I believe that Her Majesty’s | and others, who have expressed a strong 
inspectors are a body of men to whom | desire and instituted a kind of agitation for 
very great responsibility in this matter | changes in the curriculum and system of 
may very safely be entrusted, I do not | our rural schools which would adapt the 
conceive that there has been the smallest | course of instruction given in them more 
intention to absolve the Department itself | fully to the wants of ‘the class of children 
from any responsibility which properly | that attend those schools. In the course 
rests upon it. The remainder of the | of this discussion it has been found that 
observations of my noble friend were, || an almost indispensable preliminary was 
think, devoted to the substitution of | the substitution of something in the nature 
the block grant for the elaborate and | | of a block grant for the variable grants 
rather complicated system of variable | which have prevailed, and when this ques- 
grants which have hitherto been | tion was under consideration in connection 
given to the elementary schools. I do) with rural schools it was found that no 
not think that my noble friend will desire | valid reason could be given why this 
that I should enter into this question, in | system of block grants could be applied 
respect of its details, at any great length. | to rural districts only which did not apply 
The Code has very recently been pub- | to its adoption in connection with schools 
lished, and has not up to the present been | generally. The noble Lord has not 
very much discussed. The substitution of | challenged the expediency of this sub 
block grants for variable grants will not | stitution, and therefore | do not think it 
come into operation until the year 1901-| necessary at the present moment to go 
1902, and although I feel tolerably conti- | into the reasons which have induced the 
dent that the principles that are laid down | Department, after a great deal of con- 
in this Code will commend themselves | sideration, to adopt this course. It is 
generally as educationally expedient, I) undoubtedly the case that by the substi- 
should not like, until Thave heard further | tution of block grants for the present 
discussion on the subject, to commit) variable grants a certain number of schools 
myself absolutely to the proposals which that have hitherto been considered most 
are contained in the Code. The provisions efficient will be the losers, and those les: 
of the Code to which my noble friend has | efficient will become considerable gainers. 
referred are going to be challenged in the That is a consequence necessarily 
other House next week, and it is probable inseparable from the substitution of a 
that there the subjectwill be more fullydis- ' block grant for the variable grants, unless 
cussed, and the experience and knowledge the Treasury could have been induced to 
of managers andschool teachers will bemore assent—and we did not think we had a 
fully brought to bear upon the question | | | right to ask them to assent—to the fixing 
than could be the case in this House as at | of the block grant at such a figure as 
present constituted. And I am almost! would, while improving the position of 
disposed to regret that my noble friend | the less efficient schools, have left the 
did not think it expedient to postpone his | more efficient schools unatfected. This 
observations upon the Code until we have | question depends very much on the point 
had an opportunity of hearing those fuller of view from which we look at the grant 
discussions that undoubtedly will take which is given by the State in aid of 
place before long in the other House and ' elementary education, If we look at that 
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grant as a fund by means of which cer- 
tain localities, especially favoured by 
wealth, perhaps by energy and_ intelli- 
gence, are able by a large expenditure 
of their own to extract from the 
State the largest amount of aid for 
the instruction of a certain class 
of children in’ a certain — class 
of subjects, then undoubtedly there are 
certain schools in certain localities which 
under the present Code will appear to 
suffer some injustice. If, on the other 
hand, as I think we ought rather to do, 
we look upon the Government grant in 
aid of elementary education as a fund out 
of which elementary instruction to the 
children of the nation as a whole is to be 
raised to the highest point of average 
efficiency, then I think it will be found 
that this substitution is not only expedient 
hut also just. At all events, my Lords, 
it is a measure which has not been 
adopted without very careful considera- 
tion, and it is a measure which also has, 
so faras we are able at present to see, 
received no very inconsiderable amount 
of support. We have already received 
resolutions from the Agricultural Eduea- 
tion Committee, and also from the 
National Union of Teachers, warmly 
approving of the step we have 


taken, and although no doubt there 
may be certain most admirably 
managed School Boards whose consti- 


tuents will suffer to a certain extent 
pecuniarily .from the change, | believe 
that when this question comes to be dis 
cussed, it will be found that, in the 
opinion of those who have the greatest 
opportunity of gaining experience and 
knowledge, the gain to the efficiency of 
education generally will be so great as to 
reconcile them to any temporary pecu 
niary sacrifice they may be called upon to 
make. I feel very little doubt that this 
matter will receive in the course of the 
present session both in this and the other 
House, and in the country generally, more 
attention than it has yet received. | 
can only thank my noble friend opposite 
for having given to your Lordships’ 


House at this early stage, the benefit of | 
far below the desired 


his experience, and | can assure him that, 
so far as the questions have not been 
finally decided by the present Code, the 
suggestions he has made will receive most 
careful attention. 


Tue Eart or KIMBERLEY: My 
Lords, I entirely agree with the opening 


The Duke of Devonshire. 


{LORDS} 





Code, &c. 164 


observations of the noble Duke to the 
effect that it would not be desirable, until 
the whole matter has been more fully con 
sidered out of doors and in the other 
House, to attempt to enter upon the very 
important questions which are raised by 
the new code; and I welcome the very 
fair manner in which the noble Duke has 
treated the particular questions brought 
before the House by my noble friend he 
hind me. [do not feel that | am sutii 
ciently an expert to give any very 
decisive opinion as to what may be the 
effect of so important a change as that 
of making a block grant, but I do feel a 
certain amount of jealousy at the intro- 
duction of a system which, as the noble 
Duke admits, will be disadvantageous 


to the higher class of elementary 
schools. | do not think that, 
hecause those who support — these 


elementary schools have got ample funds, 
and therefore have in that respect an 
advantage over other schools, they should 
he discouraged in the efforts “rhich they 
make to raise to the highest point the 
standard of elementary schools, and to 
set thereby an example to the whole 
country of what may be done in that 
respect. [ cannot help fearing that the 
new system may to some extent bolster 
up unsatisfactory and imperfect schools, 
where there is little zeal for education, 
and discourage schools which are sup 
ported by people possessed ot much 
greater zeal for this important task. It 
seems to me that the system will have to 
be tried in this way. If it has the effect 
of really raising the standard of efficiency 
in the schools of the country generally, 
that will, in itself, be a very signal ad- 
vantage to be gained; but, unless a 
stronger pressure is put upon avery 
large number of — schools~-particularly 
voluntary schools and smaller Board 
to attain a greater efficiency, | 
shall be very much afraid that there 
will be no gain as regards general 
education in the country. One of 
the greatest difficulties still is the 
existence of a considerable | number 
of schools where the education — is 
standard, and I 
fully admit the difficulty of putting 
stronger pressure on many of them. — | 
had some experience of the difficulties 


schor ils 


| when I was Lord President of the Council. 
| There is very serious danger that many 


of these small schools will remain far 
below what thev ought to be, and that 








168 


is esp 
sincere 
will b 
view, 

new §s 
part, 
Depar 
taken. 
natura 
higher 
of the 
admit 

system 
is hop 
within 
of the | 
for th: 
is bei 
howeve 
has bi 
educati 
the gr 
long ti 
of seco) 
in this 
much 

seconds 
some O 
diseour 
he as 
interest 


HO 


L’} 


PRIVA 


Mr. 


j Report 


Petition 
case of 


First K 


No. 62 ] 


St. I 
Bil 


Order 
time, 











165 Petitions. {23 Marc 1900} Petitions. 166 


js especially the case in rural schools. — | 
sincerely hope that the whole question 
will be discussed from every point of 
view, and if it should be found that the 
new system will work well, I, for my 
part, should congratulate the Educational 
Department on the step that has been 
taken. I know that there is a not un- 
natural jealousy of the certain amount of 
higher education which is given in some 
of the superior Board schools, and I 
admit that, when we have an admirable 
system of secondary education, such as it 
is hoped we may have some day, placed 
within the reach of the whole population 
of the country, there will be no necessity 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 

STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
first Reading thereof, no standing Orders 
applicable, namely: 


Local Government (Lreland) Provisional 


Order (No. 1) Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time upon Monday next. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. 


for that kind of higher education which | 


is heimg given in those schools. But 
however we may welcome the step which 
has been taken to improve secondary 


education, with the best intentions and | 


the greatest energy, it must be a very 
long time before a really efficient system 
of secondary education can be established 
in this country, and | should lament very 
much if, during the interval, this quas- 
secondary education which is given in 
some of the best of the Board schools was 
discouraged or diminished. That would 
he a very severe blow to the general 
interests of the education of the country. 


House adjourned at twenty minutes 
hefore Six of the Clock, to 
Monday next, Two of the 
Clock. 


! 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. | 


Friday, 23rd Murch, 1900. 
PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
}kcport from one of the Examiners of 
7 Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
Jase of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely : 


St. David’s Railway (Abandonment) 
Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time, 





GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 
REDHILL GAS BILL. 
As amende:l, considered: to be read 
the third time. 
METROPOLITAN COMMON SCHEME 
(PETERSHAM) PROVISIONAL ORDER 


> 4a. 

Read a second time, and committed. 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT 
RAILWAY BILL. 

Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 

Private Bills. 
SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


READING CORPORATION (PRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 


to lie upon the Table, and to he printed. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Orkney, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Dumfries, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Thornhill, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
MIDWIVES BILL. 
Petition from London, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


POOR LAW AMENDMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT, 1845. 


{COMMONS}} 


(Standing Committees). 
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UGANDA RAILWAY ACT, 1896. 
Account presented, showing the money 
issued from the Consolidated Fund under 
the provisions of the Uganda Railway 
Act, 1896 (59 and 60 Vic., ¢. 38), and of 
the money expended and borrowed, and 
Securities created under the said Act, to 
31st March, 1899; together with the 
Report of the Comptroller and Auditor 
|General thereon [by Act] ; to lie upon the 
Table, and to be printed. [No. 109.] 


Petition from Logie Pert, for alteration | 


of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


Petitions in favour; from Mildenhall ; | 


and Andover ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 
TO CHILDREN BILL, AND SUNDAY 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 
Petition from Bolton, in favour ; to lie 

upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Crockham 
Hill; Norwich ; Salford; Pendleton ; 
Moss Side ; Edinburgh ; Barnsley ; and 
Otley ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petition from Sheftield, in’ favour: to 

lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 

CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Clydebank ; 

and Scottish Band of Hope Union; to 

lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 


BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Bradford 
(two); Skegness ; Salford; and Strat 
ford ; to lie upon the Table. 

TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Forres, in favour; to lie 


upon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (RECRUITING). 


Copy presented, of Annual Report of | 


the Inspector General of Recruiting for 
1899 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. . 


LIQUORS | 


SUPERANNUATION ACT, 1884. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 15th March, 1900, declaring that 
Margaret Jones, Sub-Postmistress, Ruthin, 
Post Oftice Department, was appointed 
without a Civil Service certificate, through 
inadvertence on the part of the Head of 
her Department [by Act]: to lie upon 
the Table. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT 


(1878) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Order for Second Reading upon Wed- 
nesday, 4th April, read and discharged ; 
Bill withdrawn. 


STANDING COMMITTEES (CHAIR- 


MEN’S PANEL). 

Mr. Artuur O'CONNOR reported from 
the Chairmen’s Panel, That they had 
appointed Mr. Laurence Hardy to act as 
Chairman of the Standing Committee for 
the consideration of Bills relating to Law 
and Courts of Justice and Legal Proce 
dure, in respect to the Merchant Shipping 
(Liability of Shipowners) Bill. 


Mr. ArTHUR O'CONNOR further re- 
ported, That they had appointed Mr. John 
Edward Ellis to act’ as Chairman of the 
Standing Committee for the consideration 
of Bills relating to Trade (including Agn- 

culture and Fishing), Shipping, and 

Manufactures, in respect to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension 
Dil!. 


Reports to lie upon the Table. 


SELECTION (STANDING COM- 
MITTEES). 
Mr. HALsry reported from the Con- 
mittee that they had added to the Stand- 


|ing Committee on Law and Courts of 
| Justice and Legal Procedure the following 
fifteen Members in respect of the Mer- 
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chant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners) to be authentic, that the initiative to 
Bill:_-Mr. William Allan (Gateshead), which the hon. Baronet refers was due to 
Mr. Bryce, Sir Charles Cayzer, Sir Donald Lord Edward Cecil, now shut up in Mafe- 
Currie, Colonel Denny, Sir Francis Evans, king. I have not had an opportunity of 
Mr. Field, Sir Fortescue Flannery, Sir consulting him or the gallant officer com- 
William Houldsworth, Sir John Leng, manding in Mafeking, and therefore I 
Mr. Charles M‘Arthur, Mr. Platt-Higgins, cannot give any information on the sub- 
Mr. Provand, Sir Albert Rollit, and Mr. ject at present. 

Havelock Wilson. 

Mr. HALSEY further reported from G Rady a: repre ny aca 
the Committee that they had added to \fp SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- ] beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- for War what action, if any, the War 
ping; and Manufactures, the following Oftice intends to take, having regard to 
fitteen A Tembers = respect of the Work- the strictures of Lord Roberts on the 
men’s Compensation Act (1897) Extension despatch of General Gatacre respecting 
Bill:—Mr. Buchanan, Mr. Carlile, Mr. | i,6 Stormbere reverse <i 
Harry Foster, Mr. Goulding, Sir Cameron Sey ai. 
Gull, Sir William Harcourt, Mr. Grant THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
Lawson, Colonel Lockwood, Mr. Runci- STATE ror WAR (Mr. G. Wynpuam, 
man, Captain Sinclair, Mr. Strutt, Mr. Dover): No action is contemplated. 
Vaughan-Davies, Mr. Courtenay Warner, eS oe ae : 
Lord Willoughby de Eresby, and Mr. Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Is noaetion 
etestel Wilson. contemplated, having regard—- 

Reports to lie upon the Table. *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 

question has been answered. 


VUESTIONS. SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY -MR. RHODES 


ee AND COLONEL KEKEWICH. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —PROVI- Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: T beg to 
SIONING OF MAFEKING. ask the Under Secretary of State for War 


Sin, CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, whether any investigation is to be made 
Bridgeton): L beg to ask the First Lord into the differences between Mr. Rhodes 
of the Treasury whether his attention has and Colonel Kekewich during the siege 
heen called to ‘the statement that it was Of Kimberley ; and, whether Mr. Rhodes 
owing to the initiative taken by Messrs. acted under any authority in_ his alleged 
Julius Weil and Company, Government interference with Colonel Kekewich in 
contractors, or their agent, in storing at. the discharge of his duties as commander 
Mafeking a much larger stock of food at Kimberley. 
supplies than that required hy their con- Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
tract, that the garrison and inhabitants of  fipct paragraph is in the negative. Colonel 
that town have heen ina position to with Rituwtes wen this. conte ‘person who had 
stand the siege many weeks longer than authority in regard to military dis 
-" ae bmg eho been songs positions for the defence of Kimberley, 

); Whether he will cause inquiry to be! and I am not aware that that authority 
made into the tacts ; and, if they be as ya. questioned. 
stated, whether he will consider the pro- ‘i 
prict'y cf suitably recognising the fore. Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Were there, 
sight of the person who, thus acting on in fact, any differences between Mr. 
his own responsibility, rendered possible Rhodes and Colone! Kekewich ? 
the protracted defence of Mafeking. 
May [ be permitted to add that I have 
heard since I put this question down that 
the initiative in this important matter AFTER THE WAR — SETTLEMENT 
was taken by a Member of this House? OF RETIRED SOLDIERS IN SOUTH 

‘ AFRICA. 

Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): L beg to 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALrour, Manchester, ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
N.): IT have seen a report, which seems’ if any steps can be taken by the Govern 


[No answer was given. ] 
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ment to encourage the settlement of 


retired soldiers in South Africa after the 
war is ended. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It would, in the 
opinion of the Government, be premature 
to discuss this question at present. 


INDIAN AMBULANCE CORPS. 

Sim MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): | beg to 
ask the Under Seeretary of State for War 
if he can state what number of British 
Indian subjects have been employed in 
the Indian Ambulance Corps from the 
date of its organisation in connection with 
the operations in South Africa, how 
many of them have been wounded and 
killed ; if a full list of the persons so em 
ployed is kept ; and whether in the case 
of their being wounded or killed, intima- 
tion thereot is duly conveyed to the 
Indian authorities and published for the 
information of their relatives and friends. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no 
nominal roll of such persons in this 
country. Approximately there are about 
1,300 Indian subjects employed in connee- 
tion with the campaign in South Africa, of 
whom the majority are employed with the 
Army Medical Department. Four have 
been killed and wounded. The 
Government of India is informed by the 
military authorities in South Africa of all 
casualties amongst the Indian contingent. 

Siz MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: Ave iames given in the reports ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : No, Sir. 


sevelh 


EXPLOSIVE OR EXPANSIVE BULLETS. 

Mr MIDOLEMORE (Birmingham, 
N,): | heg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office whether either explo 
sive or expanding bullets have been sent 
to South Africa for the use of the troaps 
there or for anv other purpose. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The bullet in use 
in South Africa for the rifle is the 
Mark II. solid bullet. Mark V. bullets 
were recalled, and have never been used 
by the troops. Neither have any Dum- 
Dum bullets been used by the troops. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Is it not 
the fact that an enormous number of 
Mark IV.,  hollow-nosed, expanding 


bullets were sent out to the troops in 
South Africa ? 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. That 
cannot be the fact. I think the hon, 
Member knows the facts. The Mark IV. 
bullet was the regulation bullet, and the 
original garrison in South Africa had it: 
but it was recalled, and it has never been 
used in this campaign. 

Mr. DILLON : My question is whether, 
as a matter of fact, many millions of the 
Mark IV. bullet were not in the hands of 
the troops in South Africa. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: They were re. 
called, without being used. That means 
that they were placed in the magazines. 

Mr. DILLON: But they were not 
brought back to England q 

*Mr. WYNDHAM : 
aware of. 

Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, Basing: 
stoke): Have explosive bullets been used 
by the Boers in this war ! 


That I am_ not 


{| No answer was returned. | 


COMMANDS AT THE FRONT LORD 
METHUEN AND COL. GOUGH. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [I beg to 
ask the Under Seeretary of State for War 
why is Colonel Gough, who was in com- 
mand of his regiment at Magersfontein, 
not still in command of his regiment at 
the front; is Colonel Gough's absence 
from the field owing to the action of 
Lord Methuen ; and what are the cireum- 
stances that have led to the temporary 
loss of the services of this distinguished 
officer. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Colonel Gough's 
period of command expired on the 1th 
March. His absence from the field  pre- 
vious to that date was due to the action 
of Lord Methuen. | informed the honour- 
able Member yesterday* that an inquiry 
would be held so soon as the necessary 
Witnesses are available. 


MAGERSFONTEIN 
GENERAL 
METHUEN. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 

ask the Under Secretary of State for War 

whether Major General Wauchope ex- 
pressed any difference of opinion as to the 
scheme of the operations to be under- 
taken at the battle of Magersfontein 
which, in obedience to the orders of Lord 
Methuen, his commanding officer, he 


ENGAGEMENT — 
WAUCHOPE AND LORD 


endeavoured to carry out. 


* See page 29 of this volume. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: Nothing is known 
which tends to confirm the suggestion put 
forward by the hon. Member. Lord 
Methuen states in his despatch that 
General Wauchope made no comment on 
his orders beyond replying that he under- 
stood them. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will Lord 
Methuen be asked the question I have 
now put Y 
*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 

LORD METHUEN’S DESPATCHES. 

Mr. SWIFT MAcNEILL: [ beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether in the revised despatch of Lord 
Methuen, dated 15th February, any 
matters and incidents in relation to the 
hattle of Magersfontein, which were the 
subject of previous informal communica- 
tions by Lord Methuen, were omitted ; 
and at whose suggestion were those omis- 
sions made, and on what grounds. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Lord Methuen’s 
attention was directed by the 
mander-in-Chief to the fact that his com- 
munication, as originally drafted, departed 
from the style and form prescribed for a 
despatch. 

“A despatch (in the words of the Com- 
mander-in-Chief) should be a complete ac- 
count, and should not contain reports from 
subordinate commanders or other documents. 
Paragraphs should be numbered, and all names 
of officers selected for praise should be in one 
paragraph, trivial details being omitted.” 
[twas to the form and not to the sub- 
stance of the despatch that exception was 
taken. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Will ' 


the hon. Gentleman relieve the feelings of 
the gallant [rishman in command of a 
Scotch regiment on that occasion by 
stating whether any reflection was con- 
veyed against Colonel Downham in the 
first despatch ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir ; none. 
THE QUEEN’S VISIT TO [TRELAND— 


PROVISIONING 

SQUADRON. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): I 
heg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
miralty whether, in view of the fact that 
all necessary supplies can he procured in 
the South of Ireland, steps will be taken 
to provision the Channel Fleet during the 
present visit to Queenstown, 


OF THE CHANNEL 
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*THeE SECRETARY to THE AD- 
MIRALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 
S.): All supplies of fresh meat, vege- 
tables, and fresh bread required by the 
Fleet while in Irish waters are obtained 
locally, and this course will be followed 
in the case of the ships of the Channel 
Squadron. 


Captain DONELAN : Can other pro- 
visions be included in this arrangement ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY ; No, Sir; it is 
confined to fresh provisions which can be 
obtained fresh locally. 


MILITIA —OFFICERN’ GRATUITIES, 

CoMMANDER YOUNG — (Berkshire, 
Wokingham): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War why reduc- 
tions are made from the pay of officers of 
embodied regiments of Militia who have 
retired from the Army with a gratuity ; 
and whether these officers of Militia will 
receive the bounty which has been 
promised to the other Militia officers 
when their regiments are disembodied. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reductions are 
made under Article 489 of the Pay War- 
rant for reasons which I have already 
explained to the House in my 
reply to a question put yesterday by 
the hon. Member for South-east Essex 
on behalf of my hon. and_ gallant 
friend the Member for Bath.* In reply 
to the second paragraph the officer will 
be granted the ordinary gratuity on dis- 
embodiment unless his service entitles 
him to an addition to his original 
gratuity on retirement; in this case he 
will be allowed to choose whichever 
gratuity is more advantageous to him. 


YEOMANRY CAMPS. 

Sin J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 
gow, College): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
can state on what day the Army Order 
relating to Yeomanry camps will be 
published. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The special Army 
Order was published yesterday. 

AN Hon. Member: Will an_ order 
applying to Volunteer camps also be 
issued ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : I 
notice of that. 


must ask for 





* See page 35 of this volume. 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, in the pur- 
chase of bicycles for Army use, considera- 
tion in giving orders will be had for 
bicycle manufacturers in Wexford, 
Dublin, and other parts of Ireland. 

*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowELt- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.): Yes, Sir. 


Any firms in Wexford able and willing | 
to the officer by whom the bounties in 


to supply bicycles should apply to have 


their names placed on the War Office | 
‘some cases are being ascertained from 


list. 


CANTEEN CONTRACTS IN IRELAND. 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War if, on the Ist of the present month, 
a contract was given for the sole supply 


of ale, stout, porter, and whisky for the 
Army in Treland to an English firm, and | 


why these things are not purchased from 
Irish firms. 

*Mr.J.POWELL- WILLIAMS: Nothing 
is known at the War Office of the matter 


to which the hon. Member refers, which | 


is evidently a contract with a canteen. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : 
the hon. Gentleman be good enough to 
make inquiries ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: It is 
so clear that this is a canteen matter that 
no inquiry is needed. The managers of 
canteens conduct their own business, and 
the Secretary of State does not propose 
to interfere. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Cannot 
the Department see its way to recommend 
to the military authorities the advisa- 
bility of placing the contracts with Trish 
firms ! 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
Secretary of State thinks it advisable to 
leave the management of the canteens to 
those who benefit by it. 


CORK MILITIA—NON-PAYMENT OF 
BOUNTY. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg again to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office what is the cause of the 
delay in paying the bounty to which the 
men of the South Cork Militia (3rd Bat- 
talion Royal Munster Fusiliers), recently 
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| known, the payments are made. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: | hee | paid men should apply to Station Pay- 


Will, 
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called out for special service and_ since 
discharged, are entitled in respect of such 
service; and when the bounty will be 
paid. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: | 
apologise for the delay in answering this 
question. The cause of the delay in the 
payment has been that, on the regiment 
proceeding abroad, all the regimental 
records accompanied it, and the addresses 
of the men who were then dismissed to 
their homes from Dover were not known 
question are payable. The addresses in 
other sources, and as fast as they become 
All un- 


master, Tralee. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY : Has the hon. 


Gentleman any explanation of the delay 


) 


in answering the question ! 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Search 


was, I believe, being made in order to find 


(out if the regimental records had been 


left behind, but it appeared they had 
gone on with the regiment. 


FAMINE—RELIEF 
AND FUNDS. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: [ heg 

to ask the Secretary of State for India 
how many people in India are estimated 
to be suffering from famine in India, how 
many are engaged upon public relief 
works, and what is the total sum available 
to meet the distress in India. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, 
Ealing) : The area affected by the drought 
in India contains a population of about 
sixty-one millions. The number in receipt 
of relief is about five millions, of whom 
4,200,000 are employed upon public relief 
works. The sum devoted to direct famine 
relief in 1899-1900 was £2,055,000 ; in 
1900-1 it is estimated that £3,335,000 
will be required for this purpose. If 


INDIAN WORKS 


'more should be needed, the Government 


of India will provide it. 


SUGGESTED FAMINE RELIEF GRANT 
FROM IMPERIAL SOURCES. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 

sury whether, having regard to the 

sufferings caused by the famine in India, 
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and to the fact that nearly five millions 
of people are now on relief works, which 
number must be largely increased before 
July, also to the fact that a number of 
ttle have died, and that the peasants 
will need more generous relief to start 


them after the next rains, the Govern- | 


ment will consider the advisability of 
making a famine grant to India from 
Imperial sources, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The distress 
caused in India does, I believe, both in 
area and in intensity, exceed any visita- 
tion of recent years ; but I am informed 
that the 
resorting to further taxation, have funds 
sutticient to meet all the calls which are 
likely to be made upon them. 


THE NEW STAMP DUTIES. 

Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire): I 
beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether, in framing the new 
cause in the Finance Act to replace the 


stamp duty, he will consider the ad- | 


visability of adopting some scheme which 
will produce sufficient revenue to replace 
the sum now arising from the operation 
of Clause 25 of the Companies Act, 1867, 
in order to admit of the total repeal 
of that clause, and thus carry out the 
recommendation of the Committee on 
this subject. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): The objects which the Departmental 
Committee of 1894 (to which I conclude 


the hon. Member refers) had in view in | 


recommending the repeal of Section 25 


of the Companies Act, 1867, have since | 
heen secured by the Companies Act, 1898, | 


so that there is now no object to be 
gained by the repeal. The section does 
not itself impose any duty; it merely 
provides an important security against 
the evasion of existing stamp duties. 
There is really no connection between 
such a provision and any proposal that 
may be made for creating new stamp 
duty. 

Mr. CROMBIE: Is there not a revenue 
derived from the working of this clause 
notwithstanding the Act of 1898 ? 

Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I have en- 
deavoured to explain to the hon. Member 
that the section to which he refers is an 
important security to prevent an avoidance 


{23 Marcu 1900} 


Indian Government, without | 


EX- | 
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of the revenue, and I should certainly 
object to its repeal. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 
ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Local Government Board whether, 
as the metropolitan vestries will cease to 
exist as municipal bodies on 31st October 
and the borough councils will come into 
existence on Ist November, it will be 
within the competence and will also be 
the duty of the existing vestries to make 
financial provision for the municipal 
services that will be required to be con- 
tinued after Ist November; and, as any 
administrative changes that may be 
decided upon will take some time to 
formulate and carry into effect, whether 
‘any term has been fixed for which such 
| provision should be made. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaptin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The first elec- 
tions of the borough councillors under the 
London Government Act are to be held 
on the Ist day of November next, or on 
isuch later day as soon as practicable ° 
thereafter as may be fixed by the Lord 
President of the Council. The metro- 
politan vestries, therefore, will not neces- 
sarily cease to exist as municipal bodies 
on the 31st October. The local authori- 
ties who are charged with the duty of 
levying rates should make their rates at 
the usual time and for the usual period, 
and Lam advised that it is within their 
competence to do so. 


LONG EATON LEVEL CROSSING. 

Sir WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of ‘Trade whether he has re- 
, ceived any reply from the Midland Rail- 
way Company in answer to his communis 
‘cation respecting the level crossing at 
| Long Eaton, and whether any steps will 
| be taken to render this crossing, which 
-has been the subject of complaint 
‘from the local authority and has been 
;condemned by a coroner’s jury, less 
dangerous to the public. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcnie, Croydon) : 
Yes, Sir; I have received a reply from the 
/company dated the 17th instant, in 
‘which the general manager points out 
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that the wickets and the carriage gates at 
this crossing are controlled and locked 
from the signal box, and that there isa 
footbridge for the use of pedestrians. It 
is added that the company are now 
engaged in widening their Erewash line 
and constructing new lines for goods and 
mineral trains, and that the completion of 
these works will have the effect of 
diverting from this crossing a large num- 
ber of the trains at present passing over 
it on the level. In view of the altered 
circumstances which will then arise the 
directors state that they do not think 
themselves justified in incurring the 
heavy expense which would be involved 
in the provision of a subway as suggested 
by the local authorities. 


Questions. 


RAILWAY SEASON TICKET DEPOSITS. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether he can state under what 
authority the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom are enabled to enforce a 
deposit upon season ticket holders varying 
in amount and only returnable at the 
expiration of the period contracted for ; 
and whether there are any regulations 
defining the amounts so charged. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The issue of the season 
tickets at reduced rates is a purely volun- 


tary proceeding on the part of railway | 


companies, and the terms upon which 
they are issued are therefore a matter of 


arrangement between them and their 
customers. 
CATTLE WEIGHING ACT. 1891 


OFFICIAL MARKET RETURNS. 
Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromartie): I 
heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether he has yet been able 
to arrange for the official returns of prices 
received under The Markets and Fairs 
(Weighing of Cattle) Act, 1891, to be 

published weekly instead of quarterly. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
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West Derby): The suggestion of the hon. | 


Member will be kept in view, but for the 
reasons already explained I fear that its 
adoption would not be feasible under 
existing conditions. 
FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE 
REGULATIONS. 
*Srr HARRY BULLARD (Norwich) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
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of Agriculture whether the orders which 
prevent the movement of sheep out of the 
scheduled district in’ the county of Nor- 
folk will be withdrawn in time to prevent 
any interference with the holding of the 
important market known as Tombland 
Fair. 


The following questions also appeared 
on the paper on the same subject : 


Sik SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): To 
ask the President of the Board of Agvi- 
culture whether any further cases of foot 
and mouth disease have been reported 
from Norfolk ; and, if not, whether the 
remaining restrictions on the movement 
of stock in and out of the scheduled dis 
trict might now be safely withdrawn. 


Mr. SOAMES (Norfolk, S.): To ask 
the President of the Board of Agricul 
ture, will he explain why a part of the 
county of Suffolk, within a distance of 
six miles in a direct line from the scene of 
an outbreak of foot and mouth disease, 
has been entirely freed from restrictions, 
whereas a part of the county of Norfolk, 
at a distance of nineteen miles from the 
scene of any outbreak, is still under re 
strictions ; and, if so, whether he ean re- 
move all restrictions from the county of 
Norfolk, except in the actually infected 
area. 


*Mr. LONG: In reply to my _ hon. 
friends the Members for Norwich, and to 
the question on the same subject which 
stands in the name of the hon. Member 
for South Norfolk, I would say that no 
further outbreak of foot and mouth 
disease has been reported since — the 
20th February, and there is now every 
reason to believe that the efforts made to 
stamp out and to prevent the spread of 
disease have proved successful. In these 
circumstances I propose to withdraw the 
general restrictions on movement still re- 
maining in force as from Monday next, an 
arrangement which will of course enable 
the market to which my _ hon. friend 
refers to be held under the usual con- 
ditions. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE IN SOUTH 
AMERICA. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Agriculture whether 
he is aware that foot and mouth disease 
is prevalent in certain districts of South 
America ; and, if so, what precautions 
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will be adopted to prevent the introdue- 
tion of the disease into this country. 


*Mr. LONG: I have seen the state- 
ments in the public press on this subject, 
and full investigation and inquiry is being 
made respecting them. In the meantime 
special precautions are being taken at the 
foreign: animals wharves, with a view to 
minimise any danger of the introduction 
of disease. 


FOR CRIMINAL 


ATICS. 

Mr. WEIR: I a to ask the Secretary 
of ‘State for the Home Department 
whether he is aware that the Commis- 
sioners in Lunacy, in their Report for 
1899, state that the sending of criminal 
lunatics to county or borough asylums, 
where they of necessity mix on equal 
terms with the ordinary patients, is felt 
to he a hardship on the latter, while it 
often introduces an clement of danger, 
and certainly of discipline, in the asylum ; 
and will he consider the expediency of 
arranging for the practice to be discon- 
tinned, 


ACCOMMOD: pee 
LI 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Write Riptey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
[ may refer the hon. Member to an 


answer which T gave on the 4th of August 
last to the hon. Member for East 
Donegal.* A new wing is now about to 
be added to Broadmoor, but I wish to 
repeat that in no ease will it be possible 
to entirely relieve county and borough 
asylums from their statutory obligation 
to receive criminal lunatics. 
FACTORY ACT, 1895 
SECTION. 
‘sin CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): Lhbeg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home De part 
ment whether he can state the intention 
of Sub-section 1 of Clause 27 of the 
Factories and Workshops Bill, which gives 
power to modify the Particulars Section 
of the Act of 1895 in its application to 
textile factories. 
*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : It has been 
found that in the hosiery trade it is in | 


practice impossible to observe literally the | 
requirements of the Particulars Section, 


PARTICULARS 


* See The Parliamentary De hinies " [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxv., p. 1474. 


VOL. LXXXI. [Fourtrn Serres. ] 
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| and if the 
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clause in the Factory Bill be- 
comes law what is intended is to allow all 
the particulars necessary for computing 
wages to he exhibited by placard in each 


‘room instead of being given to the indi- 


vidual workmen. This arrangement has 
heen suggested by Mr. Birtwistle, the 
Examiner of Particulars, and is recom- 
mended by the union representing the 
workmen. 


*Stir CHARLES DILKE 


: Is it intended 


‘to alter the law in the cotton and woollen 


industries generally, or only in respect of 
special branches, such as hosiery, We. ! 


*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: It is 
intended to use the power asked for only 
in particular branches, for which a case is 
shown. 


DANGEROUS OILS—LAMP FATALITIES 
IN LONDON. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): [beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department whether he is 
aware that the Public Control Committee 
of the London County Council ghave 
stated in their report that the decrease of 
fatal lamp accidents in London from 
thirty-four in 1898 to twenty-three in 
1899 may probably be traced to the 
increased quantity of high-flash Russian 
oil now being imported into London and 
to the decreased use of low-flash American 
oils ; and whether he will bring in a Bill 
to raise the flash point in accordance with 
the public opinion thus indicated. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : The report 
referred to has been brought to my 
notice, but its contents hardly appear to 
afford sufficient data to warrant the con- 
clusion suggested in the question. As to 
legislation, | must repeat that I can give 
no undertaking. 


PARLIAMENT BUILDINGS—VOTE 
OFFICE, 

Mr. HARWOOD: [ beg to ask the 
First Commissioner of Works if anything 
can be done to prevent the frequent 
incursions of chimney smoke into the 
Vote Office, which has to be so much 
frequented by Members. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
kl ORKS (Mr. Akers Dovuetas, Kent, 
Augustine’s): I admit the force of 
this complaint, and am considering what 
steps can best be taken to provide a 
remedy. 


H 
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POST OFFICE—SUNDAY DUTIES. — | 
Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 

Stepney): [ beg to ask the Secretary to | 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the recent order 
implies that it is the intention to remove 
senior officers from Sunday duty, and 
cause their places to be filled by junior 
otticers, many of whom are recent entrants 
to the service ; and whether he is aware 
that many of the senior officers have been | 
on this duty for about twenty years, and 
in many cases declined promotion ,to 
higher appointments with a view to an | 
enhanced pension, and as the enforcement 
of the order will have the direct effect of | 
nullifying the pension claims of these 
officers in respect of their long service on 
this Sunday duty, will he withdraw it. 


THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANBURY, Pres- 
ton): It is not intended to deprive the 
senior officers of Sunday duty; but 
several of them have been in the habit of 
taking duty every Sunday; and the 
Postmaster General felt unable to sane- 
tion the continuance of a practice in 
jurious alike to the service and to the 
men. It had become necessary for other 
reasons to summon some of the junior 
officers for Sunday duty, and their duties 
will be so regulated that they will not be 
required to attend more often than on 
one Sunday in every five or six. When 
a sufficient force of these officers has been 
trained no officer will be allowed to attend 
oftener than every alternate Sunday. 
Twelve seniors out of a total of one 
hundred and fifteen men have declined to 
be tried on higher duties, with a view to 
possible promotion, but in only two cases 
out of the twelve has the loss of Sunday 
extra duty been the reason assigned for | 
declining the offer. The Postmaster 
General cannot, of course, recognise any 
right on the part of any officer in the 
service to Sunday, or any other kind of 
extra duty. 


POST OFFICE—RE-ENLISTED 

SOLDIERS AND THEIR SITUATIONS. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the | 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, what will be the 
position of old soldiers, now employed by 
the Post Office, in the event of their | 
accepting the invitation to re-enlist for 
one year ; will they he entitled to receive 
half their postal pav -v'le with the 
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colours ; and will their posts be kept 
open for them with a view to their return 
to civil employment. 


Mr. HANBURY: Old soldiers in the 
employment of the Post Office will he 
granted permission to join the Reserve 
battalions if they wish to do so, and their 
places will be kept open for them. The 
families of married men will receive sepa- 
ration allowance, and in the case of those 
in Government employment half pay will 
be given under the same conditions as to 
the families of Reservists recalled to the 


Colours. 


POST OFFICE SAVINGS BANKS 
TELEGRAPHIC WITHDRAWALS. 

Mr. WEIR: | hey to ask the Secre 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, if he will state the 
number of withdrawals by telegraph from 
the Post Office Savings Bank for the year 
ending 31st December, 1899, and the 
average cost to the depositor of each such 
withdrawal; and will he also state the 
number of telegraph noticesof withdrawals 
for payment on the following day, and 
the average Cost to the depositor of each 
such telegraphic notice. 


Mr. HANBURY: The number of 
withdrawals by telegraph from the Post 
Oftice Savings Bank during the vear 
ended 31st December, 1899, was 161,190; 
and the average cost to the depositor of 
each such = withdrawal = was about 
Is. 3d. The number of telegraph notices 
of withdrawal for payment on the follow 
ing day was 11,405; and the average 
cost to the depositor of each such tele 
graph notice was about $d. 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS RE- 
GISTERING AND ADDING MACHINES. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury): L beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called by his officials to the fact that 
a registering and adding machine, 
thoroughly reliable and complete in it 
self, is now in use in the principal banking 
honses in London and other European 
capitals ; whether he is aware that the 
proprictors of this invention offer any 
reasonable guarantee that the machine 
will do the work of the Postal Savings 
Bank so rapidly and well that 100 persons 


-using these machines will perform the 
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duties of 300° persons now employed ; 
whether, without discharging any person 
now employed in the Savings Bank, he 
will, if the facts be as stated, not employ 
the additional persons arranged for in this 
year’s Estimates in the Savings Bank ; 
whether he is aware that, though several 
of these registering machines are on trial 
in the Money Order Office, opposition is 
offered to their general use by a high 
official in the Savings Bank ; whether he 
will examine for himself the machine and 
consult the leading bankers as to their 
doing the work effectively as asserted ; 
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and whether he will accept evidence and | 


examine Witnesses on the question of the 
machines being 


Savings Bank work. 


Mr. HANBURY: The of these 


machines affects not only the Post Office 


use 


specially adapted for | 
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for the supply of stamps and postearde 
and runs for ten years. The contra ‘ 
which would have run up to end of 1901 
was cancelled, and a very large reduction 
on the cost of that contract was effected, 
to commence from Ist October, 1899. 
We were also able, under the new con- 
tract, to supply a larger commercial post- 
card. The present contract for ink has 
been in existence since 1882, and is ter- 
minable at any time on giving twelve 
months’ notice. The latter contract is 
one made by the Post Office, and not as 
the rest of the contract by the Inland 
Revenue. I may state that I think the 
hon. Member for Canterbury has done a 
great public service in calling attention 


| to the contracts for inks. 


but other Departments, such as the Inland 


Revenue and the Customs. | am afraid 
that public Departments do not always 
avail themselves of modern improvements 
as early as private firms ; and ] will make 
inquiry as to how far the machines are 
really caleulated to save labour and 
expense in particular Departments, and 
how far they are proving useful in the 
case of private firms doing similar work. 
As regards the Savings Bank, I am 
informed that the machines have been 
tried there, and that they have been 
found to be of little or no advantage in 
that particular Department, as so small a 
portion of its work consists in merely 
adding up columns of figures. Six were 
some months ago purchased by the Post 
Olfice for use in the accountants’ offices in 
Edinburgh and Dublin and at the money 
order office in London, and further trials 
are about to be made at the larger pro- 
vincial post offices. The results so far have 
been very satisfactory. 


POST) OFFICE-—STAMP CONTRACTS — 
MESSRS. DE LA RUE AND CO. 


Mr. HENNIKER HEATON: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether any fresh contract has been made 
or renewed with Messrs. De la Rue and 
Co. for the supply of stamps, inks, or 
postcards ; if so, for what period; and 
when the present contracts with Messrs. 
De la Rue and Co. will terminate. 


Mr. HANBURY: A fresh contract 





with Messrs. De La Rue 


has heen made 


UNIVERSITY EDUCATION OF ROMAN 
CATHOLICS—COLONIAL REPORTS. 
Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 

dervry): [ beg to ask the First Lord of 

the Treasury if he will take means to 
supplement the Reports on University 

Kdueation in foreign countries by obtain- 

ing reports from Canada, Australia, and 

other British colonies as to the provision 
made for university education of Roman 

Catholics. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe the 
reports have been obtained and are in the 
hands of the printers. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 

Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
if he will state whether it is intended to 
take the Keclesiastical Assessments (Scot- 
land) Bill before Easter, and if so, when. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [ hope to take 
this Bill before we separate for the Easter 
holidays. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid.): 
[ hope the right hon. Gentleman will be 
able to put it down as the first Order of 
the day. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I daresay I 
shall be able to do that. 


SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 
AREAS—MINOR LIGHTS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Congested Districts 
Board have yet arrived at any deci-ion in 
regard to the points where minor lights 


H 2 
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are to be fixed in the Congested Districts 
area. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): The 
difficulty with the Congested Districts 


Board has not been as regards the site of 


future lighthouses, but to decide how 
they are to be maintained after being 
erected, a matter about which no con- 
clusion has yet been arrived at. 


EDINBURGH REVENUE BUILDINGS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he is 
aware that, although £3,500 was voted 
for the year 18@8-9 for alterations and 
additions to the Revenue Buildings, Edin- 
burgh, only £1,836 4s. 2d. was expended 


during the year, the slow progress being 


attributed partly to difficulties with the 
foundations, partly to inclement weather, 
and partly to an insutticient supply of 
stone from the quarries; and will he 


state if stone of the kind required Was | 


unobtainable at other quarries ; was the 
contractor under penalties for non-ful- 
filment of contract to time: and, if so, 
will he say whether penalties have heen 
enforced, and whether the contract price 
has been or will be exceeded. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The quarry 
specified in the contract for the new 


Inland Revenue building at Edinburgh | 
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ceased working shortly after the building | 
was begun, and permission was given to | 
= 


the contractor to use stone from another 
quarry. The required supply could not, 
however, be punctually obtained owing 


to the great demands for the stone at the | 


time. No equally suitable stone could 
have been obtained from any other 
quarry. The contractor was under | 


penalties for non-completion by a specified 
time, and the question of enforcing these 
is under consideration. The contract has 
not been, and will not be, exceeded. 


FINE OR IMPRISONMENT (SCOTLAND 
AND IRELAND) ACT, 1899—RULES. 
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*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
reply to both paragraphs of the hon, 
Member’s question is in the aftirmative, 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON: Have 
the rules in fact been laid? They have 
not appeared among the papers. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Yes, 
they have been laid in the short. session 
in the autumn, which did not permit of 
their being on the table the full forty 
days. 


GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS IN) IRE- 
LAND—CORDITE CONTRACTS. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: T hes 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether his statement that one-third of 
the total supply of cordite for the Army 
is purchased in Treland is based upon 
official figures ; whether he is aware that 
the proprietors of the cordite factory at 
Arklow, in Ireland, are discharging their 
Irish workpeople at present for want of 
orders, although a large quantity of 
cordite is now required for the Navy ; 
and will he arrange for more orders being 
given to cordite factories in Ireland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The statement 
about the supply ef cordite purchased 
from the trades is, I believe, accurate. | 
am not aware that the factory at Arklow 
is discharging workpeople, but a consider 
able order for cordite will shortly he 
issued. 


IRISH RAILWAYS—SUNDAY TRAINS 
ON THE DUBLIN, WICKLOW, AND 
WEXFORD RAILWAY. 

Sin T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry, W.): 

I beg to ask the Secretary to the 

Treasury, as representing the Post 

master General, if the Post Office will 


| agree to a re-arrangement of the Sunday 


| from 


Sin CHARLES CAMERON : I beg to | 


ask the Lord Advocate whether the for- 
malities required in connection with rules 
to be prescribed under The 
Imprisonment (Scotland and Treland) Act, 
1899, have yet been completed; and 
whether the statute has come into opera- 
tion in Scotland. 


Fine or | 


trains on the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wex- 
ford Railway, so as to enable travellers 
Wexford on Sundays to reach 
London on Monday mornings, instead of 
their being obliged, as they are under the 
existing arrangements, to leave Wexford 
on Saturday afternoon to be in London 
on Monday morning. 


Mr. HANBURY: The only Sunday 
train from Wexford to Dublin which is 
under the control of the Postmaster 
General is the night mail train leaving 
Wexford at 8.15 p.m., and the railway 
company are therefore at liberty to make 
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what alterations they may deem desirable 
in the hours of any other train. No 
facilities beyond those afforded by the 
night mail train are required on this line 
for the mail service on Sundays. 


[IRISH PUBLIC RECORDS—REPORTS 
OF THE DEPUTY KEEPER. 

sir T. G. ESMONDE: IL beg to ask 
the Seeretary to the Treasury if he will 
have the Reports of the Deputy Keeper 
of the Public Records in Ireland, which 
are out of print, reprinted, as is done in 
the case of the Reports of the Deputy 
Keeper of the Public Records — in 
Kngland; if he will cause the publi- 
cation of the Calendar to the 
Fiants for [reland to be — continued 
where it was left off in 1886, and carried 
on until completed ; and if he can state 
how far the publication of the MSs. 
(English, Foreign, and Irish) of the Lrish 
Franciscans in Dublin has proceeded, and 
when they will be published. 


Mr. HANBURY: The hon. Member 
is mistaken in thinking that Reports of 
the Deputy Keeper of the Public Records 
in England have been reprinted. I am 
informed that it is not desirable to continue 
the Calendar to the Fiants for Ireland. 
The period covered by the Calendar was 
selected because the Patent Rolls belong- 
ing to it were very defective ; but it was 
always intended to stop the work when it 
had been carried to the end of Queen 
Klizabeth’s reign, as after that date the 
Patent Rolls are complete and include 
practically everything in’ the Fiants, 
Calendars of the Patent Rolls of the reign 
of James L, the early years of Charles I. 
and part of Charles IL. have already been 
published. The Report of the Tuspector 
of the Historical Manuscripts Commission 
on the MSS. of the Irish Franciscans in 
Dublin is almost complete, and will 
probably be presented to Parliament 
before the end of the present session. 


SHANNON AND LIMERICK CANAL 
TOLLS. 
Mr. O'KEEFFE (Limerick) : I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention 


has been directed to resolutions of public | 


Boards in Ireland protesting against the 
high tolls charged by the Board of Works 
on the traffic carrried over the Shannon 


and Limerick Canal; and whether this | 


canal is now vested in the‘ Board — of 
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Works, and if that public Department, in 
accordance with resolutions of county 
councils and other bodies, will be induced 
to grant substantial reductions on their 
present toll levies. 


Mr. HANBURY: My attention has 
been called to a resolution passed by a 
conference at which representatives of the 
North Tipperary County Council attended. 
The navigation and canal are vested in 
the Board of Works. The present tolls 
are not higher than those which existed 
previously to 1894, and which in that 
year came under the notice of a Joint 
Committee on the Canal Tolls and 
Charges (No. 10) (Lagan, ete., Canals) 
Order Confirmation Act, 1894. Not 
only did the Act authorise tolls equiva- 
lent to the then existing tolls, but it left 
a margin within which they might, with 
the consent of the Treasury, be increased. 
The tolls on the navigation and canal are 
apparently not above, but rather below, 
corresponding charges on other canals in 
Ireland. I may state that the tolls are 
quite insufficient to maintain the naviga- 
tion and the sluices, and to meet the 
other charges in connection with the 
Shannon. They are supplemented by re- 
ceipts from rents and some small sundries ; 
and even with these aids the account of 
the navigation is generally overdrawn. 


HOUSE TO HOUSE LETTER DELIVERY 
IN IRELAND. 

Mr. OKEEFFE: [ beg to ask the 
Secretary to the ‘Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, if he would 
state what progress has been made, as 
promised by a late Budget, for the free 
and house to house delivery of letters by 
the post office in the rural districts in 


Treland. 
Mr. HANBURY: Down to the enel 


of last month, about 25,000,000 letters a 
year had been included in the free 
delivery in Ireland which would not. for- 
merly have obtained this advantage. The 
work has been found to be much greater 
than was anticipated, and there are still a 
certain number of letters for which a 
delivery has to be provided. The remain- 


‘ing extensions are being proceeded with 


as rapidly as possible. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): When will 
the arrangement be completed ! 

Mr. HANBURY: In the course of 


the present year. 
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SUNDAY POSTAL DELIVERIES IN 
BELFAST. 
Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, FE.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
us representing the Postmaster General, 
with reference to the Belfast Post Office, 
whether he is aware that there is a town 
delivery of letters and papers every 
Christmas Day, and that no such delivery 
is made on Sundays; how many officials 
are engaged in sorting and looking after 
letters every Sunday in this post oftice ; 
how many persons have private boxes 
therein from which letters are given to 
their messengers who call for same ; and 
whether he will consider the desirability 
of extending to the city of Belfast at 
least one Sunday delivery of letters, as 
in other towns in Lreland. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Has there been any general expression 
of opinion in Belfast in favour of the Sunday 
opening of the post oftice, or is it desired 
only by the publicans / 

Mr. HANBURY : There is no delivery 
of letters by postmen at Belfast on Sun- 
day, but letters are delivered to callers at 
the post office from 8 a.m. to LO a.m. 
One delivery is made by postmen on 
Christmas Day, in accordance with the 
usual rule at all towns, whether having a 
Sunday delivery or not. The number of 
officers engaged in dealing with letters at 
the Belfast Post Office on Sunday is thirty 
four. The number of persons having 
private boxes and calling regularly 
for their letters on that day is ten, As 
regards the question ot affording a 
Sunday house to house delivery at 
Belfast, it is the general practice to con- 
sider the question of altering existing 
Sunday arrangements at provincial towns 
or cities only upon application being made 
to that effect bv the local authority, and 
that has not been made in this case. 


DUBLIN GAS. 

Mr. T. M. HEALY: T bee to ask the 
President of the Board of Trade if) his 
attention has been called to the published 
report of Professor E. Reynolds, of Trinity 
College, Dublin, warning the public of bis 
discovery that the Dublin Gas Company, 
without notice to the citizens or the cor- 
poration, had turned 17 per cent. of 
carbon monoxide into their mains ; did 
the Board of Trade receive any notice of 
this intermixture of water gas with coal 
gas in Dublin; is he aware that water 
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gas is the most deadly gaseous poison 
known, is absolutely fatal to animal life, 
and that its use as an illuminant has been 
made illegal in many American States ; 
is he aware that leakages from the Dublin 
mains are constant, and that since the 
introduction of water gas the death rate 
amongst the population has risen so enor 
mously that the Lord Lieutenant has ap- 
pointed a Commission to investigate the 
cause; has he any information to show 
whether the poison from water gas is 
cumulative in’ the human system, and 
whether any remedy known to. science 
exists for even cases of partial poisoning : 
and will the Government take any steps 
to protect the public from the admixture 
of this product with ordinary coal gas. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I have not seen the 
published Report to which the hon. and 
learned Member refers, but I understand 
that Professor Reynolds, in a lecture at 
Trinity College, recently made some 
observations as to the increased proportion 
of carbonic oxide in the gas supplied in 
Dublin, due to the admixture of 
carburetted water gas with coal gas. The 
Board of Trade received no notice of the 
intention of the gas company to make any 
alterations in the nature of the gas, nor 
are the company required to give such 
notice, but they have now informed the 
Board that the plans of the necessary 
works were submitted to the corporation 
and their purpose explained. [ am not 
aware that the use of water gas has been 
made illegal in any American State, but 
from the Report issued last year of a 
Home Office Departmental Committee, 
which inquired into the question of the 
supply of water gas it appears that in the 
United States carburetted water gas is 
very largely used,and formed in 1896 about 
seventy per cent. of the total gas supply. 
The hon. and learned Member will, by a 
perusal of the Report, obtain much 
information with reference to this inter- 
esting subject, which it is impossible to 
summarise in an answer to his question. 
The Local Government Board for Lreland 
inform me that they are not aware 
whether the high death rate is in any 
degree attributable to the alleged leakage 
of gas. The Commission appointed by 
the Lord Lieutenant has directed its 
inquiries into the general causes of the 
death rate, and pending the Report of 
the Commission that Board cam express 
no definite opinion on the point. 
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Mr. T. M. HEALY; Would there be 


any difficulty in granting to Irish Mem- 
hers such a Committee as was granted to 
the London Members with regard to the 


eas in London ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: Uf the hon. and 
learned Gentleman will call at the Board 
of Trade we shall be glad to put before 
him all the information we possess. 


Questions. 


KERRY COUNTY SURVEYOR'S 


SALARY. 

*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): L beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he can 
state on what grounds the Local Govern- 
ment Board have ordered the Kerry 
County Council to increase the County 
Surveyors salary from £600 per annum 
to £850. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour): By the 
terms of Section 115, Sub-Section 18, of 


the Local Government Act, the Local 
Government Board are required to deter 
mine the increase of remuneration of 


officers transferred from the grand jury 
to the county council in proportion to 
the increase of their duties, and notwith- 
standing the admittedly large increase of 
duties devolving upon the county sur- 
veyor the county council declined to 
allow him any increase of salary. Having 
carefully considered the character and 
extent of the increased duties of this 


officer, the Board fixed his salary at £830 
a year, not £850, as stated in the 
question. 

*Mr. FLAVIN: Can the hon, Gentle’ 


man say whether the duties have not been 
diminished by his duties in conneetion 
with the Urban Council having ceased 
under the Local Government Act ? 


Dr. TANNER (Cork County, Mid.) : 
Has the increase of salary been made with 
the authority of the Duke of Connaught, | 
who happens to be a friend of the gentle- 
man affected 2 


| No answer was given. | 


BALLYMAHON UNION AND TEACHERS 
FEES. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (Westmeath, 

S.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland what 
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portion of result fees to teachers the 
guardians of the Ballymahon Union will 
have to contribute in case the union 
remains contributory under the Permissive 
Act of 1875; and will he explain why, 
seeing that before the Local Government 
Act came into force the guardians were 
recouped two-thirds of the amount con- 
tributed, the Local Government Board 
recently issued a circular to the guardians 
informing them that no recoupment will 
be made in future. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOoUR): Theamount of the assessment 
on the Ballymahon Union for the year 
ending the 31st instant is £326, being 
one-third of the full amount of estimated 
results fees less amount of the surplus 
of previous assessments. The Local 
Government Board have not issued a 
circular informing the guardians that 
ho recoupment will be made in future. 
The circular in question merely called the 
guardians’ attention to the provisions of 
the Agricultural and Technical Instrue- 
tion Act, 1899, with respect to the portion 
of the grant under the Local Taxation 
(Customs and Excise) Act, hitherto paid 
by the Commissioners of National Educa- 
tion to contributory unions, and which is 
no longer payable in the same manner. 


Questions. 


LAND SUB-COMMISSION 
CASES. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, as repre- 
senting the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Treland, whether he can 
state what time has elapsed since the 
Land Sub-Commission sat in Mallow ; and 
whether, in view of the large number of 
fair rent applications sent in from the 
surrounding districts, the Land Commis- 
sion will arrange for sitting in Mallow at 
an early day. 


Mr. ATKINSON : A Sub-Commission 
Jast sat in Mallow in July, 1899. The 
Land Commissioners will arrange for 
another sitting in that town at as early 
a date as possible. 


-MALLOW 


LAND PURCHASE—CREAGH ESTATE, 
Co. CORK. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask Mr. 


Attorney General for Ireland, as repre- 
senting the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
aware that the tenants of the Creagh 
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Estate (County Cork) have applied to the sat in Macroom, County Cork ; whether 


Court of Chancery with a view to pur- 
chase their holdings; and whether the 
Court has been willing, since 1896 or 
1897, to sell the estate ; and, if so, what 
is the reason for the delay in the proceed- 


os 
Ings. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
havin: been good enough to supply me 
privately with particulars respecting the 
estate referred to in the question, I have 
made further inquiries into the matter, 
and am informed that no petition for the 
sale of these lands has ever been pre- 
sented to the Land Judge's Court. So 
far as I can ascertain, no order for sale 
has been made by any Court, and cer- 
tainly none has been made by the Land 
Judge affecting the particular lands in 
question. 


DUBLIN CASTLE ARCHIVES 
LIMERICK CORPORATION, 

Mr. OKEEFFE: LT beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland if he will cause Inquiries to be 
made in the Archive Office of Dublin 
Castle, or other public record depart 
ments, to ascertain if any charters or 
other original documents referring to the 
Corporation of Limerick can be discovered, 
with a view to their restoration to local 
representative trustees. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BaAt- 
FOUR): Inquiries have been made, but no 
trace of the documents referred to can be 
found either in the Record Tower at the 
Castle, or in the Public Record Oftice of 
Treland. 


LAND COURT AT KANTURK AND 
MACROOM. 

Mr. FLYNN: I hee to ask Mr. At 
torney General for Ireland whether he 
can say what was the last date upon 
which the Assistant Land Commissioners 
sat in Kanturk, County Cork*; is he 
aware that upon that oceasion not mere 
than half of the cases lited were disposed 
of ; and, in view of this fact and of the 
number of additiona! applications to fix a 
fair rent, whether the Land Commission 
will arrange for an carly sitting in 
Kanturk. 


Dr. TANNER: I beg at the same 


time to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland what was the latest date upon 
which the Assistant Land Commissioners 





all the cases listed for hearing were dis- 
posed of ; and, if not, how many remain 
unheard ; how many additional applica- 
tions to fix a fair rent have been lodged 
in the Macroom and Millstreet districts : 
and when the Land Commission will hold 
their next sitting for the districts in 
question. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This question of 
the hon. Member for North Cork only 
appeared on the Paper for the first time 
this morning, and, as I have not yet 
received from the Land Commission a 
report upon it, I will ask the hon. Mem 
her to repeat iton Monday. The same 
remark applies to the question standing 
in the name of the hon. Member for Mid 


Cork. 


DUBLIN DISTURBANCES 

TION OF TRINETY 
STUDENTS. 

Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): T beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Lreland 
whether he is aware that recently a num 
Trinity College students were 
hefore the police courts in) Dublin for 
assaulting the police and other offences, 
and that Mr. Tobias, who usually prose 
cutes for the police, stated that he had 
only received word of the cases since he 
came into court; and whether he can 
state who was responsible for not instruct 
ing Mr. Tobias in time, or if Mr. Tobias 
got his full fee in these cases, 


Mr. ATIKINSON : The students re 
ferred to were brought to the police court 
within an hour after their arrest. The 
police instruct Mr. Tobias, and he received 
the only notice which, under the cireum 
stances, was practicable. He is paid by 
salary, and not by fees. 


PROSECU- 
COLLEGE 


ber of 


COUNTY COUNCIL RATES DEDUC 
TION FOR RENTS. 

Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 

beg toask Mr. Attorney General for Tre 

of houses in tewn 


ontitl ] 


land whether tenant 
in Lreland under £4 valuation ay 
to deduct from their rents the amount o! 
the rates collected by county councils 
whether he is aware that landlords are 
refusing to allow this to be done ; and 
will he insert a clause in the coming 
Local Government Act Amendment Bill 
to definitely settle the question. 


Mr. ATKINSON: It is impossible to 


answer this question in its present 
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general form ; the County Council collect 
several rates. The hon. Member will find 
in the 54th Section of the Local Govern- 
ment Act full directions as to when, and 
for what amounts, deductions are to be 
made. J am not aware that landlords are 
refusing to allow proper deductions to he 
made, but if they are the tenant has a 
legal remedy. The matter is clearly 
dealt with by the 54th Section of the 
Act, and no further legislation is neces- 
sary on the subject. 


IRISH CENSUS—DEAF MUTES. 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Iveland 


whether he will insert a clause in the 
Irish Census Bill providing that the 


name, age, and postal address of every 
deaf mute be given to enable those 
interested in their education to discover 
their location. 


Mr. ATIINSON : The information on 
these potuts is furnished) in the Returns 
already made, confidentially, to the Regis 
trar General, and the numbers are pub 
lished in the census tables ; but 1 cannot 
consent to introduce into the Bill a clause 
which would, in many instances, adver- 
tise the domestic afflictions of the families 
to which these unhappy persons belong. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
Mr. J. PL. FARRELL: 


Mr, Attorney General for Ireland whether 


| heg to ask 


any progress has been made in the framing 


of the promised Local Government Act 
Amendment Bill, and what date he pro- 
poses for its introduction. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The Bill mentioned 
isready. IT cannot assign a specific date 
for its introduction, but [ hope it will be 
introduced at an early date. 


LAND VALUATION ANNALY ESTATE. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: I hee toactk Vi 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
is aware that six tenants who made appli- 
cations to purchase their holdings on the 
Annaly (Rathcline) Estate were induced 
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Mr. ATKINSON : This question would 
appear to bea repetition of one put by the 
same hon. Member and answered before. 
However, I have called for a further Re- 
port in reference to it, and as Ihave not 
vet received this Report, I must ask him 
to repeat it on Monday. 


ENNIS UNION—DRUG ANALYSIS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland why the Irish Local 
Government Board have not provided for 
the proper conveyance of drugs from the 
various dispensaries of the Ennis Union 
when brought periodically to the clerk of 
the union for transmission for analysis. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): The provision of proper con- 
veyance of samples of drugs from the 
dispensaries to the clerk of the union for 
the purposes of analysis is a matter en 
tirely for the consideration of the guar- 
dians themselves. 


PROCLAIMED MEETING AT 
CLONFREE. 
Mr. OIKELLY (Roscommon, N.): | 


‘beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
| Ireland, as representing the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Lreland, 
whether his attention has been called to 
the conduct of District Inspector M‘Ghee 
in dispersing a public meeting by force at 
Clonfree, North Roscommon, on Sunday, 
11th March ; and whether this action was 
taken under the direction of the Trish 
Government ; and, if se, for what reason 
were the people of this district of North 
Roscommon deprived of the right of free 
speech and public meeting. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A meeting under 
the auspices of the United Irish League 
was proposed to be held at Clonfree on 
the date mentioned in the question, but a 
sworn information having been made by 
the District Inspector of Constabulary to 





the effeet that he hail reasonable ground: 
for believing, and did believe, that the 
} meeting would lead to intimidation and 


| would be calculated to prevent persons 





'from doing what they had a legal right 


by the receiver to sign agreements to} to do, namely, to take grazing land, 


have their fair rents fixed by the land 
valuers ; and why it is that their holdings 
have neither been visited nor their rents 
so fixed, and will he cause inquiry to he 
made as to the cause of the delay. 


directions were given by the Government 
that the meeting should not be permitted. 
A number of persons, estimate1 at 309, 
endeavoured to hold a meeting, but they 
were dispersed by the police without, 








199 
however, having to have recourse to 
actual force. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Was 
any notice of the prohibition of this 
meeting given to the people of the dis- 


Questions. 


trict--and, if so, how much ? 

Mr. ATKINSON : I do not think any | 
printed notice was issued: but verbal 
notice was certainly given. As [have 


said, no actual force had to be used. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In such 
cases as this, where it is intended to pro- 
hibit a meeting, would it noi conduce to | 

) 


the peace to issue notices ? 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 

Carrain DONELAN : What object is 
gained by thus stifling public opinion in 
Ireland ! 


| No answer Was viven. | 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE, 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY  (Shettield, 
Hallam): | beg to ask the First: Lord of 
the Treasury whether, in of the 
public attention drawn by recent: events 
to the subject of Imperial Telegraphic 
Commuuication, he will place the Vote for 
annual subsidies to cable companies first 
onan early Friday afternoon. 


*Sin CHARLES DILKE: | heg at the 

same time to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury wacther he can arrange for 
taking the Vote for telegraph subsidies 
first on an early Friday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If I tind there 
is any general desire to discuss this Vote I 
shall, of course, endeavour to put it down 
at some convenient time. But we have | 
not yet moved the Speaker out of the 
Chair in Civil Service Supply, and it is 
consequently premature to fix any particu 
lar time for this discussion. 


view 


‘Sik CILARLES DILKE: The to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
the Factories and Workshops Bill is likely 
to be taken before Easter. 


sir T. G. ESMONDE: What business 
will be taken next week ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [have received 
appeals from important quarters of the 
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House that the Factories and Workshops 
311] should not be taken before Easter, Jn 
these circumstances I do not propose to 
take the Bill before Easter. Monday will 
be occupied by the Committee on the 
Finance Bill. [ do not know how long 
that stage will last, but if it is not con- 
cluded on Monday it will be taken on 
Tuesday. [cannot reasonably doubt that 
Monday and Tuesday will be sutticient to 
see the bill through. On Thursday | 
shall propose to take, after the London 
Water 


Bills are disposed of, the 
Municipal Trading Committee, which 
1 think ought to he appointed with- 


The delay which has 
already occurred has caused considerable 
inconvenience in many The 
next measure will be the Railways (Pre 


quarters, 


' vention of Accidents) Bill, which my right 


hon. friend very nearly got through last 


‘night, and there ought te be no difficulty 


in taking the Second Reading on Thurs 
day. The other Bills will be small, but 


' not of a controversial character. 


Mr. STEADMAN: When will the 
Housing of the Working Classes Bill be 
taken 2? Can two or three days notice be 


given ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will 
deavour to give what notice [ can 
days notice, at all events. | hope to be 
able to take the Bill before Easter, but I 
cannot give any promise. 


Cle 
two 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

Dublin Corporation Bill and Clontarf 
Urban District Council Bill,—-That they 
concur with the Commons in their Resolu- 
tion, * That it is expedient that the Dublin 
Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban 
Bill be committed to a 
Joint Committee of Lords and Commons.” 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to amend the Law with respect 
to persons carrying on business as Money 


lenders.” | Money lending Bill | Lords. | 
Also, a Bull, intituled, * An Act te 
enable the Urban District Council of 


Otley to construct additional waterworks ; 
and for other purposes.” [Otley Urban 
District Council Water Bill { Lords. | 


Also, a. Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
divide the separate undertaking autho- 
rised by The Donegal Railway Act, 1899, 


rer nee 2 ory a6 
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into two separate undertakings ; to extend | 


the time for the purchase of lands and 
completion of works hy that Act autho- 
rised; to provide for the granting of re- 
bates in favour of the railway from 
Donegal to Ballyshannon ; to release the 
County Council of the County of Donegal 
from their liability under the West 
Donegal Light Railway Order; and for 
other purposes.” {Donegal Railway Bill 


[Lor ls. ] 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “ An Act to 
constitute an Inebriates Acts Board for 
the County Palatine of Lancaster ; and 
for other purposes.” | Laneashire — Ine- 
briates Acts Board Bill [ Lords. ] 

OTLEY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lorps}. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILE [Lorps]. 


LANCASHIRE INEBRLATES 
BOARD BILL [Lorps}. 

Read the first time : and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


ACTS 


GREAT YARMOUTH PORT 


HAVEN BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


AND 


NEW BILLS. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (187s) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2). 

Bill to amend the Factory and Work- 
shop Act, 1878, by reducing the period of 
employment on Saturday, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Harwood and = Mr. 
Kenyon. 


FACTORY AND WORKSHOP ACT (187s) 
AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 

“To amend the Factory and Workshop 
Act, 878, by reducing the period of em 
ployment on Saturday,” presented and 
read the first time ; read a 
time upon Wednesday, tth April, and to 
he printed. | Bill 140. | 


to be second 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS (No. 2). 

Bill to amend and consolidate the law 
relating to Agricultural Holdings in Eng- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Channing, Mr. Stevenson, Mr. Luttrell, 
and Mr. Robert Price. 
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AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS (No. 2) 


“'To amend and consolidate the law 
relating to Agricultural Holdings in Eng- 
land,” presented and read the first time ; 
to be real a second time upon Monday 
next, and to be printed. {Bill 141.] 


SUPPLY. 
| Committee. | 
CiviL. SERVICE ESTIMATES. 
Order for Committee read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


ROMAN CATHOLIC UNIVERSITY 
(IRELAND). 

Mr. J.P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
rise for the purpose of moving the resolu- 
tion which stands in my name, and to 
again draw the attention of the House to 
the grievances under which the Catholics 
of Ireland suffer in the matter of higher 
education. "This subject is by no means 
anew one to the House, and although it 
has been frequently debated, I tell hon. 
Members that the Irish representatives 
will continue to present their case for 
redress so long as the British Parliament 
turns a deaf ear to their claims for justice. 
From 1854 up to the present time, the 
discussions on this subject may almost be 
said to have been perennial, but it is a 
matter of regret that, while apparently 
some advance has been made in convert- 
ing British statesmen, no appreciable 
advance has been made in the direction 
of legislation. In 1897 the Leader of the 
House showed a sympathetic and kindly 
interest in the question, for which I for 
one am deeply grateful, and declared 
that, though not a Home Ruler, he was 
anxious on this matter to put all sectarian 
prejudices aside, and that an attempt 
should be made to meet the wishes of 
Ireland in this respect. Hopes were 
naturally raised that this question was 
hearing a settlement, but although the 
speech of the right hon, Gentleman was 
delivered in 1897, practically nothing has 
been done. The question has made no 
further progress. [| admit that this uni- 
versity question in Ireland is hedged 
round with many difficulties, but I regret 
that the right hon, Gentleman—and in 
saying this | have not the slightest inten- 
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tion of wounding his susceptibilities— 
has not had the courage to depart 
from the missionary field and to 
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| antagonism to Irish sentiment as regards 


make an attempt in the legislative arena. | 


It is perfectly well known to Irish 
Catholics that this question is dangerous 
to the right hon. Gentleman, because he 
yields too much to the bigoted feelings of 
a section of the people in the north of 
Ireland. I am aware he has difficult 
cards to play ; but seeing he admits that 
we have an unanswerable case, surely no 
excuse for delay in legislating upon it 


should be based on the bigotry and in- | 


tolerance of a small section of the people. 
Ido not wish to say anything to inflame 
or incite a feeling of bitterness in this 
debate ; such a course would only retard 
the cause we wish to advance. T only 
ask the right hon. Gentleman to bear in 


mind that we have waited long 
und = patiently, and that — having 


exhausted every form of argument, it is 
not to be wondered at if there is shown 
some disposition to depart from the paths 
of mild persuasion. The Catholics of 
Ireland form the great majority of the 
people of that country, and they are de- 
manding not predominance but equality. 
We are not asking that exceptional treat- 
ment shall be meted out to us; if we 
were we could understand the opposition 
made to our claims, but surely it is no 
answer to our demand for a Catholic uni- 
versity to say that we have offered to us 
the open door of Trinity College, Dublin, 
free access to the Queen’s Colleges, or a 
share of the advantages of the Royal 
Universities. [I say that the strongest 
point in case is that it 
a demand = simply for — equality. 
We have no desire to interfere with the 


our is 


traditions of Trinity College or its endow- | 


ments, or to take it away from the social 
and political class who have hitherto en 
joyed, and will continue to enjoy, all its 
privileges and all its endowments. [I have 
here a most interesting extract: from a 
work which is being circulated just al 
present moment, pontmyg out the 
tremendous advantages of this institution 
to the class in whose hands it is. I think 
the Protestants of Ireland have no griev- 
ance, or should have no_ legitimate 
grievance, against Catholics who seek 
equality of university education. The 
writer says— 


the 


“A very superficial glance at history 


enough toshow that the educational system of | 4M — . 
Trinity College is an unbroken record of advantage of Trinity College. 


Mr. W: P: Farrell, 


is | Morris, 


religion and national traditions. It is im. 
possible for the Catholic community to recdg- 
nise it as an adequate source of higher instruc. 
tion, for it is still as distinetly opposed to 
Catholic faith and practice as it was before 
the abolition of tests. We know that 
it has been said that the door stands open for 
Catholies to enter freely, but nothing has been 
changed in Trinity College duwing the past 
half century, except the opening of a door, 
which was before more consistently closed, 
We wish to see the higher education of all 
elasses in Ireland promoted as best suits 
those concerned, whether they be Catholic, 
Episcopalian, — or Presbyterian. — Trinity 
College sutlices not, and that is all we have to 
say, but a few details as to the revenues and 
other advantages possessed by the college 
may be noted. The library contains upwards 
of 252,000 volumes. The botanic garden, the 
museum, the engineering, medical, and other 
schools are all splendidly equipped and en- 
dowed. The revenue up toa few years ago 
was nearly £80,000 a year, though in recent 
years, owing to the shrinkage in the amount 
of its rent roll, it must have sunk to less than 
half that sum. The number of students 
receiving higher education in this college in 
1899 was 1,047, or considerably Jess than half 
the number who entered for the Royal 
University examinations in 189s. But. the 
students of Trinity amply suffice to fill the 
halls of one college, and the Episcopalian 
Protestants are satistied with it.” 


The passage IT have quoted will be found 
in a book published by Dr. Salmon, one 
of the leading professors of Trinity 
College, Dublin. That is a statement, | 
may say, on behalf of Trinity College, and 
it is made from a source which cannot be 
described as partial. It statement 
which indicates in few words the tremen- 
dous and powerful advantages which the 
Protestants of Treland have enjoyed, and 
will, as [said before, coutinue to enjoy in 
the future in the matter of university 
and higher education. But what is the 
picture on the other side? T notice that 
we have had some cheers of the statement 
that Trinity College is open to Roman 
Catholics. 
he made one of the stock arguments in 
reply to us in this debate. Tt is true 
that Trinity College is 


Is a 


been open tor a very long time, to sueh 
Catholics as those who, evading, I may | 
take the liberty of saying, their religious | 
responsibilities, wish to enjoy the advan- 


tages of the higher education in that 
college. It is no answer to us to say 
| that such distinguished and able Catholies 
‘as the present Lord Chief Baron, Lord 
and other distinguished jurists 
1 public men in Ireland, ~— taken 
t 1s ne 





I notice that it will probably | 


open, and has | 
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answer to us to say that they have come, 
as one of the bishops of our church 
said, unscathed through the college so far 
ys their religious belief is concerned. 
That is no answer to us as regards those 
yeople throughout the length and breadth 
of the land who, having somewhat 


sronger feelings from the religious stand- - 


point, will not disobey the standing and 
well-known objections of the pastors of 
their church, and avail themselves of the 
hospitalities of that college. We have 
also had in this controversy on the ques- 
tion of the establishment of a Roman 
Catholic University most valuable assist- 
ance, and [ gladly and freely acknowledge 
it—assistance which has brought him into 
very considerable difficulties in his own 
constituency— from the hon. Member for 
South Tyrone. What does the hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Tyrone 
say about Trinity College? He has had 
to explain his views on the subject of 
miversity education for Catholics at great 
length in Ireland since he made his publie 
pronouncement. He has written a 
number of interesting and able letters, 
and he has made a number of speeches in 
support of the position which [am = glad 
to see he has taken up. He describes 
himself in those letters—a_ description 
which | am sure he will not depart from 





in this House-—as a Protestant of the 
Protestants. Addressing a meeting of his 


constituents on the 27th of October, 1897, 
in the county of Tyrone, the hon. Gentle- 
man described Trinity College in this 
way— 

“Dublin University was founded by Queen 
Elizabeth ; much of its revenues were derived 
from the contiseated lands of Catholics ; its 
fellows and examining professorial statis were 
ilmost exclusively Protestant, and the over- 
whelming mass of its students were of the 
same religion.” 


The hon. gentleman went on to put 
the case of our opponents in ‘Tyrone 
in the best possible manner, and a manner, 
[ think, in which it should most fairly 
and most reasonably strike those gentle- 
men. He said- 

“Suppose the 
the atmosphere 
is 1t was now 


conditions were reversed—if 
were as distinctly Catholic 
Protestant—if Jesuits and 
priests were its professors—if mass was sung 
Inside its walls every day—would they send 
their sons to it as freely as they did now that 
it was a distinctively Protestant University ?” 


Nothing we could say could, I think, 
more clearly put the case made against 


123 Marcu 1900} 


University (Irelund). 206 
our arguments than that short extract 
from the speech of the hon. Member. 
But it may be said that the hon. Gentle- 
man in speaking thus did not represent 
any person but himself. I could occupy 
a considerable portion of the time of this 
House in quoting from other speeches by 
eminent and distinguished Protestants 
who hold exactly the same view. We 
know, for instance, that there are a con- 
siderable number of distinguished gentle- 
men throughout the length and breadth 
of England who are in sympathy with us 
on this question. [I believe myself that 
those gentlemen, if they could infuse 
among what I might call the lower strata 
of Protestantism—-I assure hon. Gentle- 
men that | do not use the expression in 
any sense as offensive, or say one word to 
offend any person’s susceptibilities, | 
merely use it in the social sense—among 
the lower strata of Protestantism they 
would bring, I am sure, such a volume of 
opinion to bear as would considerably 
strengthen the hands of the right hon. 
Gentleman the First Lord of the Treasury 
in his desire to do justice to us in this 


matter. Then we are told that we have 
the (Queen’s University, and that we 
have the advantage of the Queen’s 


Colleges in Belfast, Galway, and Cork, 
to which our young people can, with- 
out any strain on their religious feel- 
for the higher education. 
Objectionable as the Protestant atmo- 
sphere of Trinity College may be, in my 
opinion the godless atmosphere of the 
Queen's Colleges is far more objectionable. 
In Ireland we feel very deeply on the 
religious question. Religion, perhaps, in 
these more material days, has not such a 
hold upon the public mind as it had in 
times gone by. We have suffered much 
and long for our religion, and I venture 
to assure Her Majesty’s Government that 
the Irish people of the class from whom it 
may be expected you would get the 
groundwork of your Catholic University 
will never surrender or endanger their 
religious belief for any such system of 
education as is represented by either 
Trinity College or the Queen’s Univer- 
sity. The gentleman who circulated the 
statement of which I read a_ portion in 
reference to Trinity College, says of the 
Queen’s University— 


Ings, yo 


‘In like manner the Presbyterian students 
of Ulster are sufficiently numerous to justify 


|; the General Assembly of the Presbyterian 


Church in appropriating, as they had already 








University (Irelani’). 


207 Roman Catholic {COMMONS} IR 
done, the Queen's College, Belfast. This! of very largely indeed by the Roman 


college is quite capable of being in Belfast all 
that Trinity is in Dublin. Belfast is a rapidly 
increasing centre. It is sufficiently important 
to become a university town. Sincerely 
desirous that all our fellow-countrymen should 
share in the necessary gifts which higher 
education can impart, we begrudge nothing 
that may be required to achieve this purpose, 
either from the publie revenues or through 
Acts of Parliament. But we do justly claim 
that the Catholic population, the vast majority 
of the people in Ireland, should not be kept in 
a position inferior to the Episcopalian and 
Presbyterian minorities. A Government has 
the right to claim the loyalty of its subjects as 
the price of the performance of the correlative 
duty. The first principle of British Govern- 
ment is to give equal rights to all parts of the 
British Isles. England has so outerown Ire- 
land in wealth and population that the two 
nations cannot be compared. But trish 
Catholics demand from the Government which 
claims their loyatty the right to be treated 
with at least comparative equality with other 
religious denominations in that country.” 


If we examine this university. education 
question as it allects other portions of the 
United Kingdom, what do we tind ! Take 
Scotland, for instance. Scotland has four 
universities, which discharge a most 
important duty to that part of the king- 
dom, and which enable the poorest class 
to take advantage in the way I am glad 
to know they do of the higher education 
placed within their reach. Some of these 
foundations were originally Roman 
Catholic. It is interesting to note that 
the University of Edinburgh was founded 
in 1582 by James VI. ; the University of 
St. Andrews was founded in 1411 by a 
3ull of Pope Benedict XIII. ; the Uni- 
versity of Glasgow was founded by a Bull 
of Pope Nicholas V.; and the University 
of Aberdeen was founded so far back as 
1494, before the Reformation. I quite 
admit that the national religion of Scot- 
Jand has changed, and I presume that with 
the change these universities can now be 
described as Presbyterian Universities. 
At all events, there are ample facilities 
given to people professing the national 
faith of Scotland to obtain, without any 
religious bar, that university education 
of which the Irish Catholics are so wholly 
deprived. Personally I feel very strongly 
on this question. You have in’ Treland 
set upa denominational system of primary 
education. You have given our priests 
and bishops the right to safeguard the 
interests of the young children in that 
matter. You have also instituted a system 
of intermediate education to which no 
religious bar applies, and which is availed , 


Mr, P. Farrell. 


Catholic colleges to compete, as they 
do very successfully, with their Protestant 
fellow-countrymen for prizes and honours, 
Why do you stop short of university 
education? Why do you, in point of the 
quantity dealt with, strain at the gnat 
and swallow the camel? There are 8,000 
intermediate students every year in 
freland, fully 6,000 of whom come from 
the Catholic schools and colleges. They 
helong principally to what may he called 
the middle classes; they belong essen- 
tially to the class for which you have pro- 
vided such splendid wniversity education 
throughout the length and breadth of 
England and Scotland, without imposing 
upon those who take advantage of it 
obligations or interposing obstacles which 
their religious feelings and sentiments 
cannot overcome. Why, in. this matter, 
should you treat Ireland differently from 
other parts of the United Kingdom ! 
Perhaps we are appealing in vain for a 
settlement of this to-night, 
Arguments, strong, cogent, and as. it 
seemed to me, unanswerable, have been 
addressed to this House time after time, 
hut so little practical good has resulted 
that one might almost despair of effecting 
any change in the tone and temper of the 
House in dealing with this question. — It is 
just the same as with our financial discus- 
sion. Yet we hope that things will not 
always be as they are at present in this 
House of Commons. We feel that 
eventually, whether by the intervention 
of Parliament or some other means, the 
justice of our case will bring this question 
to such a stage that good to us must 
come. Three-tourths of the people of 
Ireland are Roman Catholics. —‘Three- 
fourths of the taxation which you get out 


question 


of Ireland is raised from the Roman 
Catholics of the country. The poorest 
class contribute to your taxation. The 


poorest man standing at the street corner, 
who, perhaps, could not tell you the 
meaning of the word “university,” is a 
contributing factor, in his own small 
insignificant way, to the maintenance of 
this great Empire. When Ireland’s repre- 
sentatives in this House, feeling that the 
educational interests of their people have 
heen and are being neglected, come down 
here and make an appeal for justice, I 
sincerely trust it will receive from English 
Members opposite a sympathetic and 
caretul consideration. We may not he 
expecting a definite settlement to-night, 
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jut we are throwing our bread upon the 
waters, in the hope that it may bring us 
something back in the nature of the relief 
of the grievance of which we complain. [| 
hope that when the First Lord of the 
Treasury stands up he will be able to 
make such a pronouncement as will 
convince the Catholies of Ireland that there 
is sincerity, determination, and courage 
ou his own part and on the part of those 
who think with him in the matter of 
doing justice to us on this subject. [beg 
tomove the resolution which stands in 
my name. 


sin T. G. ESMONDE (Kerry,- W.): 
Thave to thank my hon. triend for the 
compliment he has paid me in asking me 
to follow him in support of this motion, 
and Fo think To may very fairly con 
gratulate him on the admirable way in 
which he has treated what is unquestion 


ably a very difficult: question. — This 
matter may be regarded from many 
points of view. There is one aspect of 
the case which in recent years has 


very forcibly appealed to me, and it is, 
that in this matter of university eduea- 
tion we have not been very well treated 
by the Conservative party in England. — I 
will not go back very many years, but it 
will he in the recollection of most hon. 
Members that in 1887 the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer told us that this 
question Was being taken into serious con- 
sideration. He actually informed us 
that the Government were prepared to 
deal with the matter, and that they would 
submit their proposals inthe following year. 
A year or two passed away and again we 
were told that the Conservative party 
were prepared to deal with the question. 
Hopes were inspired in Ireland by this 
promise, and the Irish people looked 
confidently forward to an early settle- 
ment of the question. Nothing, however, 
has heen heard of the matter since, unless 
lexeept the public statements made by 
the First Lord of the Treasury and 
another member of the Government, 
whose speeches have been quoted, and 
which express sympathetic views upon 
this question. In view of these cireum- 
stances, the general impression created 
iy the treatment of this question by the 
fovernment is that itis made to suit the 
convenience of English political parties, | 
and that they treat it from the point of | 
view of English political expediency in- 
stead of upon its merits as a case of justice | 
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to Treland. The question has now, I think, 
reached a stage at which we may invite 
the House and the Government to con- 
sider this question upon its merits, not in 
the interests of any political party, but 
from the higher Imperial standpoint of 
the obligations of the Government of the 
Empire. As far as we are concerned the 
question seems to us to be far too large 
and too urgent to be left any longer in 
abeyance. Before I goany further, | would 
like to impress this point upon the House. 
There are hon. Members who sympathise 
with our views on this matter and are 
favourably inclined towards this question 
of a Catholic University for Ireland, 
hut they do not take a very active 
interest in the question, hecause they 
believe we are not very anxious about it 
in Ireland. Many hon. Members think 
that we do not regard it as a pressing 
question of general or widespread —im- 
portance, [should like, if possible, to 
disabuse the minds of hon. Members of 
this opinion, and I wish to assure them 
that Catholic Ireland is’ strongly and 
deeply in earnest in this matter, and we, 
as the representatives of the Catholics of 
Ireland, are only giving expression to the 
strong and universal feelings of our 
constituencies when we say that this is 
# matter in which the people of Ireland 
take the warmest and the keenest possible 
interest. I can assure the House that in 
regard to this question of a Catholic Uni- 
versity education for our children, the 
present situation cannot be allowed in- 
definitely to continue, and if this House 
refusing to provide that 
the Catholies of Ireland un- 
questionably will have to take measures 
to secure that education elsewhere ; 
and if it is not possible for higher 
education to he obtained for the 
Catholics in Ireland a very considerable 
section, at all events, will see to it 
that higher education is obtained else- 
where. That course has been followed by 
Irishmen in days gone by; and there is 
no reason why, if justice is to be con- 
tinuously refused, that course should 
not be adopted again. It is for this 
House to consider whether the rising 
generation of Irishmen, if they have to 
he educated in Paris, Germany, Spain 
Rome, or elsewhere, would bring into 
Irish public life and Trish social life 
generally, an element which would be 
altogether satisfactory to the Government 
of this country from the point of view 
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of the Government itself. The question 
is a serious one and we are very 
sensible of the importance of it. We are 
also determined to deal with it at the 
sarliest opportunity. The reasons why 
we feel so strongly upon this question are 
very simple and plain. It is recognised 
in Ireland generally, that this question of 
University education is not merely a rich 
man’s question or one which merely affects 
a small section of the population, but it is 
also a poor man’s question, a question 
which affects every section, every class, 
and every interest. Higher education is 
the very first necessity of progress, and 
almost I may say of existence in any 
civilised country in modern times. If it 
were only for the purpose of taking 
advantage of the limited opportunities 
which are afforded us now under the 
system of local government in Ireland, 
it is perfectly evident that university 
education is absolutely essential to meet 
the necessities of the country. In regard 
to our agriculture and all our economic 
and industrial questions, it is manifest 
that higher education is a first necessity 
under the conditions of modern life. — It 
has come to be regarded that this 
grievance under which Irishmen labour is 
a universal grievance, and the feeling is 
that it is one in which every section of 
the Irish people has a deep and _ vital 
interest. In the course of this debate we 
may be asked questions as to the right 
of the Irish people to demand _ this 
university. I decline to argue the point, 
for it is simply ridiculous at this time 
of day to argue against the right of a 
people to be educated in their own 
country in their own way. It is 
recognised by every enlightened Govern- 
ment in the world that its first duty 
is to provide the fullest and amplest 
means of education for those over 
whom it rules, and the right of the 
Irish people to that [ am_ not dis- 
posed to argue just now. The rulers 
of this Empire have a great and wide- 
spread responsibility, and it ought to 
appeal to their Imperial instincts to 


recognise their duties in this most im- | 


portant matter as far as the education of 
Irishmen is concerned. A very interesting 
Parliamentary paper was circulated yes- 
terday in this House, and I would invite 
hon. Members interested in this question 
to study this Return. It gives a record of 
what has been done by foreign countries 
in connection with Catholic University 


Sir T, G. Esmonde. 
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education. I do not propose to go into 
the details of this publication, but I wil] 
draw attention to the facts of the ease in 
regard to one important and advancing 
power. I will take the case of Protestant 
Germany. The Government is Protes- 
tant, and speaking generally, Germany is 
a Protestant country. A most important 
section of Germany is unquestionably 
a Protestant section, and yet we 
find that in the Protestant province 
of Prussia you have four purely 
Catholic Universities, and in the whole of 
Germany, governed by a_ Protestant 
Government, there are no less than eight 
State Catholic Universities. If Protes 
tant Germany can subsidise Catholic 
universities without any great injury to 
its Imperial progress or advancement, 
why should England not take a leaf out 
of Germany’s book and allow at least one 
Catholic University to be, established in 
Ireland? If you examine into the case 
of your own Empire you will find that 
even in your own dependencies —in New 
South Wales and Canada, for instance— 
you have Catholic universities subsidised 
by the State, and their existence in no way 
interferes with the progress of those 
colonies or with your Imperial interests 
in either of those two great depen- 
dencies. On this question of sectarian 
universities might I ask the House to 
consider how many universities you have 
in England, Scotland, and Wales? Will 
any hon. Member inform me how many 
of those universities are not sectarian in 
the same sense in which an Irish Catholic 
university could be held to be sectarian 

namely, that the education imparted in 
them is in sympathy with the religious 
convictions of the students ? When you 
come to discuss the question of sec- 
tarianism in relation to your own univer- 
sities you must admit that the existing 
universities in England, Scotland, and 
Ireland are quite as sectarian in their 
character as a Catholic University 
for Ireland is supposed to be likely to 
be. How then can there be any harm 
in one Catholic University for Ireland! 
Protestant theology is taught in Oxford, 
in Cambridge, in Edinburgh, in Aber- 


deen. Why should Catholic theology 
not be taught in Dublin or in 


Galway? Catholic theology is taught 
in Protestant Prussia. Why should 
it not be taught in Catholic Ireland ! 
Catholictheology is tanghtinthe university 
in Canada and in the university in New 
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South Wales, and I have pm to learn 
that any injury has come to the State 
from allowing this teaching to be carried 
on in either of these universities. How 
much force is there after all in this argu- 
ment? Let me remind the House what 
happened immediately after the conquest 
of the Soudan. The ver y first thing you 
did was to establish a Mussulman college 
or university. The interests of the 
Empire are not imperilled by the teaching 
of Mussulman theology in Omdurman, 
and why should they be imperilled 
by the teaching of Catholic theology 

1 Dublin or Cork? It has been con- 
tended that the Catholics of Ireland could 
have university education if they chose 
—that they could go to Trinity College 
or any of the Queen’s Colleges in Ireland. 
We all know perfectly well that there is 
absolutely no force in that argument. 
These colleges are closed to Irish Catholics. 
Catholic Ireland will never accept a 
university education from any of them, 
and I think this House ought to be the 
very first to recognise the strenuous 
insistence upon principle which Ireland 
makes in this matter. There is no use in 
telling us that we can have university 
education in colleges to which our people 
will never go. The position for a wise 
Government to take up would be to 
provide such university education for the 
people as would satisfy their wants and 
aspirations. We shall be told possibly 
that the present is not an auspicious time 
for raising this question. I think, how- 
ever, it is an extremely auspicious time. 
We have in office a Government which 
has a huge majority. Very important 
members of that Government are in 
favour of the establishment of a Catholic 
University in Ireland, and I believe if the 
rank and file of the supporters of the 
Government were canvassed it would be 
found that the majority are in favour of 
such a university. The Government 
possess an enormous, an overwhelming 
majority, and as far as we can see it is 
likely that the Government will maintain 
that majority. I say, therefore, that there 
could not be a better or a more auspicious 
time for dealing with this question. If 
those who believe in doing justice to Ire- 
land in this matter only have the courage 
of their convictions, the question can be 
settled now. Surely it cannot be merély 


‘a question of the money for establishing a 


Catholic University in Ireland. There is 


jore money being spent in one week’s 
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fighting in South Africa than would cover 
the cost. I think that in meeting the 
strong wishes of the people of Ireland the 
Government would be acting wisely in 
an Imperial sense, and would be making 
one of the best possible political invest- 
ments by helping to encourage higher 
education in Ireland. I beg, Sir, to second 
the motion. 


Amendment proposed— 


“'To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words, 
‘Inthe opinion of this House, the provision 
for Universities is totally inadequate, and 
none can be regarded as equitable which does 
not secure for the Roman Catholics of Ireland, 
equally with other members of the community, 


facilities for University Education without 
violence to their religious feeling,’ instead 


thereof—(Mr. J. P. Farrell.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): The House has listened 


with pleasure to the exceedingly eloquent 
and temperate speeches of the mover and 
seconder of this Amendment, and while 
endeavouring to answer their arguments 
I will also endeavour to emulate the 
moderation with which they put forward 
their views. The first thing that sur- 
prised me in the speech of the hon. 
Baronet was that he quoted the Return 
which was issued the day before yester- 
day in support of his statement that 
every important country in the world 
had un‘versity education under sectarian 
influences. But I do not find that stated 
in the Return. Looking at the financial 
side of the question, the financial support 
given in any European country to any 
form of sectarian university education is 
excessively small. I should have wished 
if one or other of the hon. Gentlemen 
while condemning the present university 
system in Ireland had given some little 
explanation of what that system is. It 
was better from their point of view not to 
have entered fully into the facts of the 
present system, because if they had made 
such a statement their whole complaint 
would at once have been answered by it. 
I shallendeavour presently to lay before 
the House a very concise statement of the 
position of university education at this 
moment in Ireland, and I think it will 
prove that the supposed grievance of the 
Irish Roman Catholics is one entirely 


I 
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of sentiment and_ religious intoler- | equality in all matters of legislation and 
ance, and not based on any prac- in all matters of grants of money. It is 
tical hardship or grievance. We inequality, it is a specially privileged 
are asked ‘to redress that sentimental position which the Roman Catholics 


grievance by doing, as I hope I shall be 
able to show, a social and educational 
grievance to Ireland. Hon. Members 
opposite say that Irish Roman Catholics 
cannot go to the present universities and 
colleges in Ireland. What they mean is 
that some Roman Catholics will not go to 
these universities and colleges. They are 
not prevented by any law for which this 
House is responsible, or which we can in 
any way alter. They are prevented by 
rules laid down by their spiritual pastors 
and masters over which this House has 
no control. The Roman Catholic priest- 
hood in Ireland do their very best to pre- 
vent Roman Catholic students going to 


these universities and colleges, and 
then they ask their representatives 
here to complain that so few go. 


From the tone of the debates on this 
question one would imagine that the 
position of affairs was that the English 
Government had at some time or another 
established out of State money, and had 
from time to time maintained out of State 
money, university institutions for Protes- 
tants in [reland, but had all along refused, 
and still refused, to provide similar edu- 
cational facilities for Roman Catholics. 
That is the view expressed by hon. Gentle- 
men opposite, but it is not founded on 
fact. I would remind the House that the 
State did not found and does not bear the 
expense of Trinity College. It did not 
do anything of the kind. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY (Louth, N.): Who 


gave the Trinity College confiscated land? 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: If Trinity 
College is maintained by the State let the 
hon. and learned Member show any Vote 
of this House that will prove it. The 
hon. Members who proposed and seconded 
this Amendment spoke of the splendid 
opportunities for university education 
given to the people of England and Scot- 
land. But they forgot the financial side 
of the question. They forgot that these 
universities were not provided by the 
State, but were endowed by private 
persons. The State did not supply one 
penny for these educational institutions. 
It is not equality, as the Amendment 
states, with other members of the com- 
munity that is asked for. 
Mr. Grant lawson. 


Treland has | 


in Ireland ask for. What is the present 
state of things in Ireland? Any directory 
will show that there are three universities 
in Ireland — Dublin University, with 
Trinity College ; the Royal University, 
with the three affiliated Queen’s Colleges, 
which also acts as an examining body for 
students belonging to any school or 


college in Ireland of every class and 
denomination ; and the Catholic Uni- 


versity of Ireland. The Dublin University 
is unsectarian and not State supported, 
the Royal University is State supported 
and unsectarian, and the Catholic Uni- 
versity is provided for by private 
effort, and is not supported by the State, 
but is intensely sectarian. It has, how- 
ever, received large grants from the State 
as far as regards one of its colleges—the 
College of Maynooth. Maynooth College 
received a building grant of £30,000, 
and in 1869 the contribution towards its 
maintenance, which was always paid by 
this House, was commuted for a sum of 
over £360,000. 


Mr. 


money. 


T. M. HEALY: It was Trish 
It was out of the Church funds. 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON: I agree—it 
was out of the funds of the Protestant 
Church. The one instance of a sectarian 
State-aided college in Ireland is the 
College of Maynooth for Roman Catholies, 
and it is the section of the community 
which enjoys the advantage of this in- 
equality which comes to this House to 
complain that the state of affairs is not 
equal, There is Trinity College, which 
ever since 1793 has been open to Roman 
Catholics. I should like to read some 
words from the University Tests (Dublin) 
Act of 1873, in order to show what really is. 
the enactment for which Parliament was 
responsible in regard to Trinity College, 
Dublin. In the first place, that Act pro- 
vides that students, graduates, teachers, 
or holders of office are not to be re- 
quired — 

“Tosubseribe to any article or formulary of 
faith, or to make any declaration, or take any 
oath respecting his religious belief or profes- 
sion, or to conform to any form of public 
worship, or to do any act in connection with 
any form of public worship, or to belong to any 
specified church, sect, or denomination ;: nor 
shall any person be compelled in, the said. 
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university or college to attend the public 
worship of any church, sect, or denomination 
to which he does not belong.” 


Now, who were the “ holders of office ” to 
which this most tolerant Act applied ? By 
another section of the Act they were, 
with the exception of the professorship or 
lectureship of Divinity, to include the— 

“Professorship, assistant or deputy pro- 
fessorship, public readership, protectorship, 
lectureship, assistant lectureship, provostship, 
fellowship, studentship, tutorship, scholarship, 
or exhibition ” ; 


And then the Act adds— 

“Any other office not in this section 
specified payable out of the revenues of the 
university or college.” 


Now, could there be wider words than 
these? Is it possible to throw open a 
door to a university much wider than 
that ? Catholic students do go to Trinity 
College, Dublin, it is admitted, without 
any harm to their spiritual faith. The 
hon. Gentleman who proposed the Amend- 
ment said that some students had come 
untainted through the Protestant atmo- 
phere of Dublin University. [Hon. 
Members: No!] Well, can any hon. 
Member point to any Roman Catholic 
who has gone to that college and has 
come out tainted ; or to any attempt to 
proselytise Roman Catholic — students ! 
It is said that there is a Protestant atmo- 
sphere about Trinity College ; but this is 
not a chemical laboratory, and we are not 
charged here with the care of the atmo- 
phere. So far as legislation is possible, 
we have thrown open the doors of 
Trinity College as widely as possible. I 
turn now to the Royal University of Ire- 
nd, which was established by Royal 
Charter in 1880 to take the place of the 





Queen’s University—the change being 
specifically made in order to enable | 


FXoman Catholic students to compete for 

the degree of the Royal University with- 
Fut residence at the Queen’s Colleges. 
Jigain, a wide open door was provided for 
JRoman Catholies ; and the Royal Univer- 
Akity was endowed with £20,000 from the 
Trish Church funds. It was said by the 

hon. Member for West Cavan that all the 

professors in the Queen’s Colleges were 
Protestant. 


Mr. J. P. FARRELL: No; I did not 
kiy that. I said that the proportion of | 
Protestant professors was greater in the | 
Queen’s Colleges than in the Royal, 
niversity of Ireland. 
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*Mr. GRANT LAWSON : The present 
Chief Secretary for Ireland was asked a 
question on this subject on March 15th, 
1898, and, in reply, he said that— 

“Of the Fellows, 19 are Roman Catholics in 
receipt of emoluments amounting to £6,168 ; 
16 are Protestants of the different denumina- 
tions, with emoluments amounting to £2,606.” 


Now, it should be noted that most of 
these Roman Catholic Fellows are pro- 
fessors in Roman Catholic seminaries, and 
that they receive £400 a year as pro- 
fessors in the Royal University, so that 
to that extent these Roman Catholic 
seminaries receive assistance indirectly 
from the State. On the other hand, the 
Protestant Fellows are all Queen’s College 
professors, and, therefore, teachers in 
undenominational colleges. A word or 
two as to the State Endowed Queen’s 
Colleges—Belfast, Cork, and Galway— 
which were founded by Royal Charter 
in 1845, by Sir Robert Peel’s Conserva- 
tive Government, “to afford all classes 
and denominations, without any  dis- 
tinction of religious creed whatever, an 
opportunity of pursuing a regular and 
liberal course of education.” Any reli- 
gious community might build halls of 
residence, appoint deans of residence, and 
found theological professorships in connec- 


tion with these Queen’s Colleges. The 
Chief Secretary said on March 15th, 


1898, that the Presidents of Queen's 
Colleges at Cork and Galway were both 
toman Catholics. So much for the 
professorships being monopolised by 
Protestants. He also said that of the 181 
students at Cork, 98 were Roman Catho- 
lics ; and of the 90 students at Galway, 
36 were Roman Catholics. Looking at 
the returns for Galway, I find that the 
number of students from 1849-50 was 


2,489, of which 1,048 were Roman 
Catholics, 711 members of the Church 


of Ireland, 618 Presbyterians, and 112 
Wesleyans. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL: 


cient number of Catholics ? 


Is that a sufti- 


*Mr. GRANT LAWSON : I do not say 
it is a sutticient number; but the fact 
that the number is not greater is not to 
be laid to the charge of this House but to 
the Roman Catholic priesthood. I come to 
the Catholic University of Ireland, estab- 
lished in 1854, which consists of six 
colleges, including Maynooth. Now, that 


|university has no power of granting 
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degrees, as it has no charter, but it sends 
up its students to the Royal University 
to receive their degrees. If this was a 
proposal that that Catholic University 
should receive a charter and become a 
degree-granting university, | should not 
oppose it. 
request for a charter ; it is a holding up 
of the hands for cash. [An Hon. MEMBER 
on the Irish benches : Our own cash.] I 
am quite aware that a 21st or a 35th, or 
some such infinitesimal fraction will be 
[rish cash, but the vast bulk of the money 
will be found by Englishmen, Scotchmen, 
and Welshmen. I believe if a charter were 
granted to that university out of that 
nucleus, and from the donations of pious 
Roman Catholic founders, a Roman Catholic 
University could be raised up to which 
no person could offer rational objection. 
There are two ideas of university educa- 
tion in the United Kingdom. There is 
the idea of our older universities in Eng- 
land and of Trinity College, Dublin, of a 
highly classical and mathematical and 
expensive education, and there is also the 
Scotch idea of university education, which 
is of a very much lower type than ours. 
{Hon. Mempers : “ No, no,” and ‘ With- 
draw.”] Lam afraid I shall rouse the perfer- 
vid ingenium of my Scotch friends, but at 
any rate the Scotch universities provide an 
education of a somewhat lower class than 
the universities of Oxford and Cambridge. 
If the university education is narrow, 
then I do not think there will he a 
great many Roman Catholic students 
to go to it. It is misleading to count 
heads without considering what sort of 
heads they are. I doubt very much 
whether the proportion of Roman 
Catholics likely to make use of the class 
of education given in Oxford and Cam- 
bridge would be very large. But if you 
are thinking of a university education of 
a Scotch type a different state of affairs 
would come into play. Of that type there is 
now a university with an atmosphere not 
only undenominational in theory but in 
actual practice. We are told by my right 
hon. friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
that this new university would be set up 
“under conditions.” But what guarantee 
have we that these conditions will be 
carried out and adhered to? No doubt 
Parliament could keep their hands on the 
purse strings ; but we could not recover 
the building grants ; for it is proposed 
that we should build and keep up the 
university buildings out of public funds, 


Mr. Grant Lawson. 
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and I doubt very much whether Parlig- 
ment would see its way to evict the 
Roman Catholics out of the buildings jf 


the conditions were not fulfilled, | 
would here suggest that the Irish 


Members should themselves bring in a 
Bill showing what it is they want, and 
what conditions they are willing to accept. 
I know that such a Bill would be out of 
order, because it would create a public 
charge ; but, at any rate, it would obtain 
a First Reading, and be printed at the 
public expense, and we should see what 
the conditions really are which they pro- 
pose. These conditions are supposed to 
re-assure Protestant parents ; but I doubt 
very much whether Protestant parents in 
Ireland would have much faith in these 
paper assurances. Roman — Catholic 
parents have the assurance of the experi- 
ence of many years that no endeavour has 
been made to proselytise their sons at 
Trinity College and other universities. 
[An Irish MemBer: They do not go 


there.] But some go, and no charge has 
heen made that those who do go 


were proselytised, or attempted to be 
proselytised. It would be many long 
years before Protestant parents would 
have a similar assurance, by experience, 
that if they sent their sons to this pro- 
posed University no attempt would be 
made to proselytise them. Then, how 
are you going to start this new uni- 
versity ? My hon. friend speaks of the 
leaven of a certain amount in Trinity 
College ; but where are you going to get 
the leaven in the case of the new uni- 
versity—the corresponding Protestant 
leaven to the Roman Catholic leaven in 
Trinity College ? If the proposed new 
university is to be unsectarian, I main- 
tain that it is unnecessary, because there 
are unsectarian colleges in Ireland at the 


° 4 
present moment which are not made as | 
full use of as they might be ; and if it isto | 


be sectarian, then I say that is a new de- 
parture ; it is a thing never done before 
—a new departure which would lead us 
into foolish extravagance. For if the 
State can find a university for Roman 
Catholies, why not for all the other de- 
nominations which exist in the United 
Kingdom? All of them would claim 
from the State a similar privilege. Ina 
Protestant State it would be tolerable for 
theState to endow a Protestant University, 
but what is not tolerable is that in a 
Protestant State the Government should 
endow a university of which the very 
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raison etre would be hatred of the State 
religion. Having dealt with the religious 
aspect I will now say a word or two 
on the social and educational side of the 
question. Do hon. Members really think 
that the establishment of this new univer- 
sity would promote the interests of educa- 
tion in Ireland ? Would it not be merely 
to set up another weak university, whose 
degrees would have no social or commer- 
cal value inany part of the world! It is 
far better, in the interest of the youth of 
Ireland, that they should continue to study 
together. The one thing that ought to 
be encouraged in Ireland is that free inter- 
course between the young of different 
religions, so that friendship might be 


cemented. Are we to despair of doing 
that? This isa form of priesteraft, this 


shutting up of the young in watertight 
compartments to prevent contamination. 
It is a doctrine created especially for Irish 
consumption, and does not extend to this 
side of the Channel. Roman Catholics in 
England go to Oxford or Cambridge, and 
the Pope allows them to. Ireland isa free 
country, and the Government ought not 
to consent to the doctrines — laid 
down by the Irish priests. Suppose that 
the priesthood laid it down that no 
oman Catholic should work for a Pro- 
testant employer, would the State have 
to find Roman Catholic employers? I 
have endeavoured to argue this matter 
from a political, social, and religious point 
of view. I began by saying this is a 
sentimental grievance, and if this is an 
attempt to satisfy a sentimental grie- 
vance, is there no sentiment on the other 
side worthy of consideration? The con- 
sciences of many people in this country 
would be grievously hurt by such a pro- 
posal, and those who with difficulty are up- 
holding the Protestant banner in the 
south of Ireland would feel that they had 
heen delivered over to their enemies. 


*Sir WILLIAM ANSON (Oxford Uni- 
versity): As I propose to vote for this 
resolution, I do not wish to give a 
silent vote, but to advance some of the 
reasons which permit me the unusual in- 
dulgence of voting in the same lobby with 
hon, Gentlemen opposite. The scheme of 
the First Lord of the Treasury to grant 
such a university as will satisfy the 
Roman Catholics of Ireland is practically 
the subject of discussion. Under that 
scheme the University is to have no test ; 
all the endowments are to be free ; and the 
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governing body is to be so constituted and 
maintained that the Roman Catholics upon 
it will predominate. They are so to pre- 
dominate that no money is to be given 
for ecclesiastical or philosophical teaching 
or for teaching in modern history, because 
these subjects would be taught under 
the limitations which are considered 
necessary by the Roman Catholic Church. 
Now, my first inclination was adverse to 
that scheme, because there was an air of 
unreality about it. If it were to answer 
its purpose it must be substantially a 
Roman Catholic University. Casual 
Protestants might be attracted to it 
by prospects of pleasant society, good 
teaching, or endowment, but they would 
he few. Then why not have a strictly 
denominational university? Why require 
this freedom from tests, and why throw 
open the endowments! The answer, I 
confess, is not easy to find. But this 


may be said the scheme of the 
First Lord of the Treasury — holds 
the field; it is acceptable to many 
who would not assent to a_ strictly 


denominational university ; and, more 
important, it is acceptable to the Romar 
Catholics of Ireland, and particularly 
to the Bishops. Lastly, the scheme 
represents the sort of university which 
an Irish Legislature would, under the 
Home Rule Bill, have heen able to create 
There are Gentlemen on the other side 
who were supporters of the Home Rule 
Bill, and yet strenuous opponents of the 
scheme of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
I would suggest to them that, if they 
would not rob the orchard themselves, 
they would be willing to provide the 
ladder and prop it against the wall. But 
there is a more real objection raise: to 
the scheme. It is asked, Why should 
not the Roman Catholics of Ireland 
go to Trinity College and to the other 
colleges which are open to them without 
risk to their religious opinions? Irish 
Members must forgive those familiar 
with our English Universities if we 
have some difficulty in understandiry 
the Irish position. In Oxford Uni- 
versity toleration may be said to be 
absolute. There are there two private 
halls, one set up by the Jesuits—a large 
and growing institution—and a smaller 
one set up by the Benedictines ; while 
Roman Catholics are scattered about the 
University in almost every college as 
Fellows, scholars, and commoners. — It 
| is no wonder, therefore, at the first blush 
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should be this desire for a separate 
University. I myself have taught Roman 
Catholics, and have examined them with- 
out finding either my faith or theirs in- 
juriously affected. I wish with all my 
heart that Irishmen would go to the uni- 
versities, where men of different creeds 
might learn to understand each other. 
But we must take them as we find them, 
and, as I understand, there is so rooted an 
antagonism between the Roman Catholic 
religion in Ireland and the Protestantism 
of the Irish Church, as to make the Irish 
Roman Catholic think it impossible that 
he could safely send his son to Trinity 
College. What, then, is to be said to this 
people who at the present moment, owing 
to their religious convictions, are destitute 
of university education, and who can only 
get it by the foundation of such a uni- 
versity as I have described? Are we to 
say to a hungry man, in whom we are 
bound to take an interest, “* Either you 
shall dine at my table or you shall 
starve”? It is said that there is a 
great and sacred principle which prevents 
the endowment of a denominational 
university, the principle State money 
should not be spent for denominational 
purposes. This principle may furnish a 
good working rule, but I should re- 
quire something of much higher authority 
to prevent me from according to the Irish 
Roman Catholics the opportunities which 
a university education gives. I notice 
that we never enforce our principles with 
a more Spartan severity than when we 
enforce them at the expense of other 
people ; and never in a more unamiable 
character than in the effort to exclude 
others from the enjoyment of advantages 
which we ourselves possess. What was 
the result of the present state of things ? 
The right hon. Member for Dublin Uni 
versity said in debate, in 1898, that out 
of 3,250,000 Roman Catholics in Ireland 
there were only 300 Roman Catholic 
students in the colleges. That shows that 
the Roman Catholics in Ireland are starved 
as to university education. 
hon. Member for the Montrose Burghs 
said in the same debate that he, and other 
Irish Secretaries, had been frequently 


obliged to pass over Roman Catholics for | 


appointments because they did not enjoy 
the same educational advantages as Protes- 
tants. If we wish the administration of 
Ireland to be conducted sympathetically 


and cordially, how can we get what we want | 


Sir William Anson. 
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that we should be surprised that there | 


The right | 
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when the great mass of the population 
are excluded from any prospect of ap. 
pointments for want of the educational 
advantages enjoyed by the Protestant 
minority ? There is another evil—-less 
tangible, but none the less real. I have 
seen it dwelt upon by the First Lord of 
the Treasury. Although comparatively 
few of the great bulk of the community 
are able to enjoy the benefits of uni- 
versity education, yet the influence of 
university education upon those few has 
a penetrating and stimulating influence 
which is felt by all classes with whom 
they came in contact, and if the highest 
and most liberal form of education is cut 
off from the bulk of the community the 
intellectual life of that community is 
thereby impoverished and retarded. [| 
may say that in voting for this resolution 
lam going back from the beliefs and tradi- 
tions which I have maintained ever since | 
entered university life. [ have always 
maintained in the strongest way that 
universities ought to be open and their 
endowments free, that the advance of 
learning should not be fettered and in- 
peded by any anxieties as to the immediate 
or temporary effect of the new knowledge, 
or should seem to conflict with the religious 
truths in which I have been brought up. 
3ut this is a case in which it seems to me 
that I must be prepared to put my 
traditions and convictions on one side. 
If the Irish Roman Catholies are not 
willing to have any university education, 
but an education which must be given by 
a practically denominational university, | 
would say to them, “ Take the risks and 
the responsibilities ; we put the matter in 
your hands; it is for you to give your 
children the best education which your 
religious convictions allow ” ; and I would 
grant their denominational university as 


frankly and heartily as | shall vote for | 


the resolution to-night. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JONES (Carnarvon- 
shire, Arfon): lam verysorry that a speaker 
who preceded me used terms of reproach 
in dealing with this grievance from which 
Ireland has been suffering. He led us 
to believe that Ireland was the most 
splendidly endowed of all countries 
in Europe with regard to — educa 
tion, and he asked, Why do Catholics not 
go to Trinity College, which is open to 
them ? You might as well ask, Why do 
Catholics not go to the Protestant 
Church, which is open to them! He 
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Roman Catholic 


remarked that Catholics in England found 
no difficulty in entering Protestant uni- 
versities. Well, there is this difference. 
In England the Catholics are a sect; in 
Ireland Catholics are practically the 
nation. But let us look at these questions 
really as they are. I am a Protestant of 
the Protestants, believing as firmly as any 
man in the principles of Protestantism, 
and I yield to no man in this House in 
my adherence to those principles. In 


addition to being a Protestant I am 
a Nonconformist Free Churchman ; but I 


believe also in the intellectual and critical 
results of the Protestant Reformation, as 
well as the religious and ethical advan- 
tages it has given to us, and my reason 
for standing up to speak on this oceasion 
as a Free ” Churchman is to see if we 
cannot possibly remove, to some slight 
degree, the non possumus and the inflexible 
attitude taken by some ultra-Protestants 
onthis question. [have always believed 
in a free, nonsectarian, and undenomi- 
national university. I still believe in 
it, but can you force such an ideally 
free institution on Catholic Ireland 7? Let 
me first of all ask, have you such an 
ideal institution in the most Protestant 
country in Europe? Have you that free 
institution in England or in Scotland ? 
We have in Waies. In Wales we have 
an approach to the most perfect system 
of a free, democratic, unsectarian univer- 
sity, and we are proud of it. But what 
about England? It is true that in 
Oxford and Cambridge you have no tests, 
but it is not true that you have no chapels 
of the Episcopalian established denomina- 
tion there. In every college you have a 
chapel which belongs to one section 
of the Protestant community. More 
than that, you have professorships of 
divinity and theology endowed, and the 
professors who fill “these chairs, and fill 
them in the most distinguished way, 
belong exclusively to one ‘church. No 
Nonconformist can hold theological 
chairs in either Oxford or Cambridge 
universities. They are filled = by 
members of the Church of England 
and by members of that Church 
alone. The same thing applies to Fellows 
of Divinity. No Nonconformist, no Jew, 
no Roman Catholic need apply for a 
Divinity Fellowship. Take Scotland 
again, and surely we are proud of the 
Scottish universities. In Wales we are 


proud of them, for it was to them we sent 
Nonconformist students when Oxford and 
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Cambridge had not abolished tests. But 
even in Scotland, where you have _practi- 
cally the best trained intellect in Europe, 
the universities are not free from this 
sectarian taint. All the Divinity 
Facultiesinall the four universities of Scot- 
land areentirely in the hands of one church 

-the Presbyterian Established Church— 
and that to the exclusion, I venture to say, 


of the most distinguished theological 
scholars in Scotland. Just think of 
scholars like Dr. Davidson, the — late 


Dr. Bruce, Dr. Mareus Dods, and Pro- 
fessor George Adam Smith, shut out from 
teaching in “the Scottish universities. So 
in Protestant Scotland after enjoying the 
full effect of humanism and the Reforma- 
tion, the universities are not quite the 
ideal institutions we would wish them to be. 
Is it fair then to apply the ideal principle 
to Ireland —Catholic Ireland ? Is it fair to 
make Catholic Ireland a virgin soil to 
plant your ideal and reformed university 1 
Again let us look at the primary educa- 
tion of England. You have Church of 
England and Wesleyan schools, and you 
have for the training of primary school 
teachers colleges which are for the 
most part denominational. In Scotland, 
again, all the training colleges are 
denominational. But what about 
Wales? In Wales we have a 
wholly free, democratic — university. 
Therefore, that will not lend itself very 
much to my argument. We had at 
Lampeter, before the establishment of 
the University of Wales, a teaching 
institution for higher education. It was 
controlled by the Church of England. 
Tests were abolished, and it opened its 


doors to laymen as well as to those 
seeking holy orders. Did Nonconformists 
send their sons there? Not at all, 


except a Nonconformist parent here and 
there who desired his son to become a 
priest of the Anglican Church. _There- 
fore the Welsh nation, the Noncon- 
formists, were panting for equality of 
opportunity. They got it first of all 
by the establishment of Aberystwyth 
College. When that college was founded, 
who became the head of it? Do you 
think for a moment that the Welsh 
Nonconformists, through their delegates 
and scholars—-those who had _ their 
fingers on the pulse of the national life 
—elected a Churchman to be head of the 
university ? They elected the most dis- 
tinguished theological scholar modern 


Wales has produced—the late Dr. Thomas 
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Charles Edwards. He it was who endeared 
the college to the hearts of the Welsh 
Nonconformist nation. By appointing 
such a man at the head of the college 
they gave it a complexion and flavour 
which was congenial to the Welsh people. 
To the success of Aberystwyth College 
was due the foundation of the two other 
similar institutions at Bangor and Cardiff, 
and ultimately the obtaining of the 
Charter of our Welsh University. These 
three colleges—the constituents of the 
university —- educate the sons and 
daughters of all classes, rich and poor 
alike. Take the statistics of Aberyst- 
wyth College. You will find one-third 
of the students, males and females, are 
from the labouring and artisan class. 


More than half belong to the 
homes of the  peasantry.. So we 


have here a university which practically 
takes hold of the whole people, 
and contributes intellectually to the 
Empire. We are beginning even to 
send teachers from Wales to Seotland, 
Now let us turn to Catholic Ireland. 
What have we there among people who 
believe in the Church as the religious 
authority, a different thing altogether to 
what Welsh Nonconformists believe ? The 
question of university and higher educa- 
tion must, as regards Ireland, be 
approached from a different point of view. 
The Catholic Bishops of Ireland say that 
they claim nothing but equality of 
treatment, and here I agree with them. 
I know that the defenders of Trinity 
College will say “ Trinity College is a 
great historical institution. It has_pro- 
duced the most distinguished Irish scholars, 
and it has most distinguished professors.” 
All the professors are Protestants ; all the 
fellows, I believe, are likewise Protestants; 
the vast majority of the students are 
Protestants, six or seven per cent. only 
are Catholics. Its Provost is certainly one 
of the most cultured scholars, but he is 
also a famous Protestant controversialist, 
who has contrived by his writings to 
irritate the minds of his Catholic fellow 
Christians. He has called them by the 
offensive name of ‘ Romanists,” and has 
termed their religion and _ doctrines 
“Romish.” Surely you cannot expect 
Roman Catholic parents to send their 


sons with impunity to such a college. | 


But apart from that, the college chapel, 
where there is a daily service, is Protes- 
tant and Episcopalian. The whole insti- 


tution is Protestant in its atmosphere. | 


Mr, IVilliam Jones, 
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I think Catholic Ireland deserves 
better treatment at the hands _ of 


Protestants than that. I believe the 
authorities of Trinity College are very 
much to blame for the existing 
grievances and wrongs in connection with 
Catholic education. If they had inter. 
preted Protestantism from the highest 
point of view they would have done away 
with some of the exclusiveness of that 
institution, and would have invited their 
Catholic fellow Christians to harmony 
and union with them in that institution, 
They have not done that. [An Hoy. 
MrEMBER: Yes, they have.| At one 
period Irish scholars were the finest 


in Europe. Justice has not been 
done their labours and influence by 
British writers and _ historians. You 


have weighty German, French, and Italian 


writers, who understand what the Irish 
monks did from the fifth century on to. 
the eleventh, not merely in Ireland, Scot- 
land, and England, but on the Continent,. 
where they were pioneers of learning and 
sowed the seed of that civilisation and 
ripe culture enjoyed by Germany and 
Switzerland in our time. How is it that 
Catholic Ireland fails to come into proper 
union with the Protestants of Ulster and 
with the English Government th.t has 
been behind that Protestant province ! 
I think you will learn a lesson from the 
history of Wales. In Wales we are not 
only believers in our nationality, but also 
in the Empire which, through the Tudors, 
we helped to build, for the Tudors had 
Welsh blood in them. The Tudors in 
their turn sympathised with the Welsh 


people. Under their auspices juster laws 
tlourished, the Bible was translated into 
Welsh. The Reformation spread by 


means of Welsh scholars. There was 
no attempt to suppress the language 
and the literature loved by the people. 


Anyone who knows anything about 
Celtic literature knows that before 
the Protestant Reformation Wales 


and Ireland thought very much alike, 
lived very much alike, worshipped 
very much alike. The Tudor dynasty 
changed all that. We have become Protes- 
tants and loyal to the Empire. — Ireland 
remains Catholic, and has often been in 
rebellion. Why? Because the Tudors 
and other rulers forced upon the people 
measures which alienated their  sym- 
pathies. Their motive may have been 
right, but their method was hopelessly 
wrong. They employed Englishmen to 
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do everything, and Englishmen did not 
quite understand the Celtic mind. 
Englishmen are above all practical. They 
are generous in act and deed when 
they have seen how to act. The 
Irish are generous in thought. Is 
it the way to plant religious educational 
training! The Reformation was forced 
upon them by an adventitious growth. 
You cannot cultivate the religious and 
intellectual life of a nation by artificial and 
foreign methods. That must have its source 
in the mind and heart of the people them- 
It is said that Ireland is still a 
priest-ridden nation. If it be so, what 
is your remedy? Is it to deny her 
children the advantages and_ blessings 


selves. 


of a university education, and to 
render them impatient under the 
deprivation of their natural rights ! 


The love of Irishmen for education can- 
not be denied. Under the most detestable 
penal laws hedge-schools were kept when 
to open regular schools was forbidden. 
That fine and good man, Cardinal New- 
man, did his utmost for Catholic educa- 
tion, but was crippled in his endeavour. 
Mr. Gladstone failed to surmount the ob- 
stacle. They do not demand or desire a 
Roman Catholic University, but a Uni- 
versity where Catholic youth may enter 
without any conscientious scruple. There 
would be no tests, therefore it would 
he open to Protestants. There might 


be a great deal of obscurantism 
about the training. IL wish I could 


say there was no obscurantism about 
our Protestantism. The Catholic youth 
in such a university would be taught, 
according to the scheme of the right 
hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury, no theology. There would not 
be the endowment of any Catholic 


chair. They would be taught Latin, 
Greek, literature, modern languages, 


science, mathematics, medicine, and law. 
I ask, in all seriousness, would the House 
believe for a moment that if you have a 


generation of Irish youth taught these , 
Trinity College, from the highest to the 


subjects they could not penetrate with a 
flash of their imagination the obscurantism 
of the hierarchy of any religious body ! 
We believe now that the time has come to 
plant a university for Catholics in Ire- 
land alongside Trinity College. What 
would be one practical result? You 
would have a healthy rivalry and 
strong competition between the Catho- 
lice educated youths and _ Protestants 
for the Civil Service. I have often 


{23 Marcu 1900} 


'that university. My 


University (Ireland). 230 


heard the Irish Secretary say that Catholic 
youths failed to pass the Civil Service 
examinations because they were not as 
efficiently trained in knowledge and 
higher education as Protestants. Remove 
the grievance and bring the best of 
the Catholic youth of Ireland to 
compete with the best of the Pro- 
testants. That is one way to make 
Ireland loyal and happy. We have 
recently rejoiced a great deal in Irish 
valour. We have seen the wearing of 
the shamrock, and Her Majesty the 
Queen is about to visit Ireland. Are 
these insignificant signs ! I believe these 
signs can touch the nation into finer 
issues. [ hope the British nation, 
through Parliament, will in this matter of 
higher and university education take 
measures to help frishmen to get 
out of their exclusiveness and their 
national barrier, and enable them to 
compete with the rest in promoting the 
harmony and solidarity of the Empire. 


*Mr. LECKY (Dublin University): The 
House will not be surprised that I should 
make a few remarks on the very severe 
criticisms which the hon. Member who 
has just spoken has made with regard to 
Trinity College—eriticisms for which | 
contend there is no historical justification. 
As far back as 1793—long before the 
universities in England—Trinity College 
threw open her degrees to Roman 
Catholics. One of the strongest and 
most able men who ever advocated 
Catholic emancipation was Lord Plunket, 
who was her representative. In 1854 
the University founded a number of 
non-foundation scholarships, free from all 
religious disabilities. In 1867, at the 
expresss request of the University of 
Dublin, a number of important professor: 
ships were thrown open to Roman Catho- 
lics. Then, in 1873, came the great 
Emancipation Act, connected with the 
name of Mr. Fawcett, by which every 
post of emolument, honour, and power in 


lowest, with the single exception of the 
divinity professorships, was thrown open 
to the Roman Catholics without restric- 
tion. I contend that against a university 
which can show such a record as_ that, 
the charge of bigotry is one which 
cannot be sustained. It is — said 
that Roman Catholics cannot go to 
answer to that 

exception of 


is that, with the 
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O'Connell, there is hardly a single illus- 
trious Roman Catholic Irish layman who 
has not been an alumnus of it. Nearly all 
the Roman Catholic Judges on the Irish 
Bench have been educated in Trinity Col- 
lege. The same may be said of Lord Morris 
in the Court of Appeal. The present Lord 
Chief Justice of kngland has been through 
it, and I might, I believe, add to the list 
the eloquent and brilliant orator who now 
leads the united Irish party opposite. It 


has been said, too, that our university | 


has not been in touch with Irish life and 
literature. Here, again, surely it is a 
sufficient answer to say that we havea 
professor of Irish ; that we have another 
professor who is the first living authority 
about the Brehon law, and that by far the 
larger proportion of those distinguished 
in Celtic literature have been through 
the University of Dublin. There is 
Bishop Reeves, one of the greatest 
Celtic scholars who has ever lived; there 
is Professor Stokes, who has written one 
of the best books on Celtic ecclesiastical 
history ; there are Dr. Todd, Bishop 
Graves, and many others. If Catholics 
are prepared to accept the system of 
mixed undenominational education with- 
out any teaching of their own religion 
our education is absolutely pure. No 
one can possibly discover anything in 
the course at Trinity College which is in 
any single way contradictory to the 
Roman Catholic faith. As far as the 
mixed education is concerned, it is per- 
fectly open to Roman Catholics of the 
present day. Iwill gofurther. We have 
appointed a Presbyterian professor to 
teach the Presbyterian students their own 
religion, and it is an open secret—indeed 
it is not secret at all—that the University 
has long been perfectly ready to appoint 
a Catholic professor to teach Catholic 
students their own divinity if they would 
only accept it; while if there were a 
sufficient number, I do not believe that 
there would be the slightest difticulty 
in obtaining a chapel for them. 
My own belief about this question is that 
there is in Ireland no want of provision 
for a mixed education for the benefit of 
Roman Catholics. If mixed education is 
accepted at all by them, Trinity College 
will give it in the best and fullest form, 
and without the smallest interference with 
their faith. If they do not wish to 
go to Trinity College, there are the 
Queen’s Colleges, two of which are in the 


very heart of Catholic Ireland, both of | secularised. 


Mr. Lecky. 
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which a very short time ago had Catholies 
at their head, and which have a large 
proportion of Catholic students. As far 
as the atmosphere goes, it of course 
depends greatly on the students. We have, 
unfortunately, not many Roman Catholies 
in Trinity College, though we have more 
than has been stated by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. The number, on the average, is 
from 8 per cent. to 10 per 
cent. of the students. But this is simply 
because every effort possible had heen 
made by the bishops for years past to pre- 
vent Roman Catholics from going into it. 
I cannot say I like the scheme which the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of the 
Treasury brought forward. | cannot say I 
like it, because I do not think it alto- 
gether a genuine one. It is meant to 
provide a mixed —undenominational 
education, with the whole governing 
body Catholic. I believe this must turn 
into a purely sectarian education. My 
hon. friend the Member for Oxford Uni- 
versity said it would be practically sectarian; 
for my own part I should prefer it being 
openly and avowedlyso. I believe there are 
a certain number of persons in Ireland who 
absolutely refuse to go into any college 
which is not completely under the ascen- 
dency of their bishops. If they are to be 
gratified at all, I should like it to be done 
by an institution purely and_ frankly 
sectarian. Speaking for myself, I have 
not the least hesitation in saying 
that I wish such an institution to be 
liberally endowed. The type of opinion 
represented by this Roman Catholic claim 
is one which is exceedingly well known all 
over the Continent. All over the Con- 
tinent the bishops of that church have been 
demanding the ascendency over university 
education, though they have not succeeded 
in obtaining it. And in this connection 
the Parliamentary Return just published, 
and entitled “ Reports from Her Majesty's 
representatives abroad of the provision 
made in foreign countries for the uni- 
versity education of Roman Catholics,” is 
one of the most instructive and interest- 
ing Returns on this subject I have ever 
read, and I hope every Member of the 
House will carefully examine and digest 
it. As far as I can see, there are three 
different types of university which 
have been set up in the principal 
Roman Catholie countries. In a large 
number of these countries university 


‘education is completely and absolutely 


The Returns say that they 
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can draw no distinction between Protes- ; nearly, if not quite, £7,000 a year from the 


tants and Roman Catholics, because they 
never ask the religion of those who go 
into the university, and because they 
never teach them any kind of theology. 
That is true of a certain number of State 
universities in the most Roman Catholic 
countries. There is another type which 
you find in Germany which is entirely 
under lay influence, with one great excep- 
tion. The secular education is entirely 
outside ecclesiastical control, but there is 
the Catholic divinity school, which is 
under the authority of the bishops. 
Besides these, there are some few countries 
in which the Catholics are allowed to set 
up universities of their own, the funds 
ot which come from the Catholic bodies 
themselves, and not from the State, and 
these Catholic universities have the 
right to give degrees. The most im- 
portant of these institutions is the 
free University of Louvain, which was 
avowedly founded by the Roman Catholic 
Episcopate of Belgium as a_ university 
where the arts and sciences should be 
taught “by professors who hold the 
Orthodox faith, and think rightly of the 
toman Catholic religion,” while all 
its students must profess the Catho- 
lic religion and perform its duties. 
The State Universities in Belgium are 


absolutely secular ; there is no distinction’ 


made between the different graduates, 
but this university is entirely under 
ecclesiastical influence ; the Bishops pre- 
side over it, and do pretty much as they 
like. This university was copied in Ire- 
land, and is the model of the Catholic 
College which is now in St. Stephen’s 
Green, Dublin. There are, however, 
two important distinctions between 
the Catholic College in St. Stephen’s 
Green and the free University of Louvain. 
The latter can give degrees to its own 
members, while the Catholic College 
cannot, but is obliged to go to the 
Royal University and enter into competi- 
tion with other bodies, a principle which 
secures a higher standard of proficiency. 
On the other side, the University of 
Louvain does not draw a single penny 
from any State source, but is entirely a 
voluntary body. This is not true in regard 
to the Catholic University in Ireland, 
because, by an ingenious arrangement 
devised by Lord Beaconsfield, the Catholic 
College in St. Stephen’s Green have been 
made fellows of the Royal University, 


and as such derive an income of very | 


State. In my opinion, it would be better if 
that endowment were frankly and direetly 
given to the Roman Catholic College. 
The true basis upon which this question 
should be solved is not by setting up a 
new and costly institution, an institution 
which pretends to be unsectarian but 
really is not—an institution which, if it 
was so unsectarian as to draw Protestants 
into it, would immediately bring about 
the atmosphere so much denounced and 
the mixed system which has been again 
and again condemned. I think it would 
be much better to take the college which 


‘is already set up by Roman Catholics in 


Stephen’s Green as representing the thing 
they themselves desire, and do something 
to extend and more largely endow it. 
I do not know much about this college or 
the students in it, who are not very nume- 
rous, but everything I have heard about its 
teaching is in its favour. I know our 
people in Trinity College think it is a good 
education. It has an excellent medical 
school. The leading professors are men who 
are very much respected. One member of 
the staffis, in my opinion, one of the most 
universally honoured men in Ireland— 
I mean Father Finlay, who has done so 
much work, in connection with the Vice 
President of the Irish Board of Agricul- 
ture, in spreading industrial prosperity 
throughout Ireland. We are on the best 
of terms with the members of this college, 
and I believe few people are more popular 
in Trinity College than Father Finlay, 
when he appears there. A great deal has 
been said about the immense demand for 
Catholic University education in Ireland. 
I think it would be interesting to have some 
more precise knowledge about what is the 
extent of the problem with which we have 
to deal. It is all nonsense to talk about 
three-fourths of the people of Ireland 
heing Catholic and wanting a Catholic 
University education; agricultural _la- 
bourers in no country in the world can 
possibly have much to say to univer- 
sity education. That is not in the least a 
test to go by. I might mention in this 
connection that nearly one out of every 
five electors at the last election professed 
not to be able-to read the name on the 
ballot-paper. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
Whose fault is that ? 
*Mr. LECKY: A 
would he to take 


much better test 
the number of 
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Roman Catholics in the learned  pro- 
fessions. We must also remember the 
divinity students. Roman Catholic di- 
vinity students were already amply pro- 
vided for at Maynooth. Maynooth had 
an endowment of £26,000 a year up to 
the time of the disendowment of the 
Established Church, and it then received 
a large grant of not very far short of 
£400,000, on the interest of which a 
college is supported. In fact, Roman 
Catholic divinity students are practically 
educated at the expense of the English 
Government. This very considerably 
diminishes the number for whom univer- 
sity education is demanded. A great deal 
has been said about our divinity school in 
Trinity College. It is a school which does 
not in the least affect anybody who is 
not going into the Church of Ireland. It 
corresponds with the very much more 
largely endowed divinity school which 
exists at Maynooth. The divinity pro- 
fessors at Trinity College have no part 
whatever in the government of the univer- 
sity. It is quite true that our present Pro- 
vost, who is one of the most versatile and 
brilliant men I have ever met, was at one 
time a divinity professor ; but it was not 
because he was a divinity professor that 
he was made Provost, but because he is 
one of the most eminent mathematical 
scholars in Europe. Our divinity students 
simply consist of these who are going into 
the Church of Ireland, and the college 
lends them its lecture-room. We wish 
the connection between the divinity 
school and the university to — last, 
partly, no doubt, for financial reasons, 
because the divinity fees are rather 
more than is required for the payment of 
the divinity professors, but also for 
another reason, One of the first’ prin- 
ciples of the Roman Catholie Church, 
which has been again and again brought 
forward in the debates about May- 
nooth, is that their priests ought to 
be educated entirely apart from laymen. 
There is a great speech of Mr. Shiel’s 
which I dare say many hon. Members 
have read, on the subject of the endow- 
ment of Maynooth, in which he put 
this necessity in the strongest possible 
way. In our Church we take exactly 
the opposite view. In the Church of Ire- 
land it is felt in the strongest way that it 
is desirable that our ministers shall have 
the best purely secular education which 
the country can afford, and we think it 
exceeedingly desirable that in their youth 
Mr. Lesky. 
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they should mix with members intended 


for other professions and of other denomi- 


nations. We think that this is not only good 
for the ministers themselves, but for the 
university also, Those who are going into 
the sacred profession, presumedly represent 
a higher average level of moral character 
than others, and we believe that it is an 
exceedingly good thing both for them- 
selves and their fellow students that they 
should, during the whole of their residence 
in Trinity College, be in constant contact 
with men who are going into other pro- 
fessions and with men of other opinions 
and denominations. With regard to the 
divinity school, some Roman Catholics 
have been talking of it as if it destroyed 
the undenominational character of our uni- 
versity, and was a danger to their faith. 
My answer is that no member of that 
faith ever goes into the divinity school or 
is ever expected to go there, and that 
therefore no such danger exists. It is 
perfectly true that members of other 
denominations may be taught mathe- 
matics and classics at another hour of the 
day in the same hall in which divinity 
students have been taught before, but | 
am not aware that the earlier course 
leaves any dangerous microbes behind it. 
I refer to this subject also because | know 
it is a favourite idea with a certain number 
of Nonconformists, who are very much 
opposed to a Catholic University, to 
secularise, as they call it, Trinity College 
by driving the divinity school out of it. 
What I want to impress on those who 
hold this idea is that by doing so they 
may undoubtedly do some harm to the 
Church of Ireland, and considerable harm 
to Trinity College itself, whick may 
possibly be gratifying to some theological 
minds, but they will not take a single 
step towards settling this Irish ques- 
tion or reconciling Roman Catholics. 
As far as mixed education goes, you can- 
not improve very much upon the present 
state of things, unless you get what 
Trinity College, and, I believe, Queen's 
Colleges also, would be perfectly willing 
to give—namely, some teachers to teach 
Roman Catholics their own _ religion. 
A great many Roman Catholics accept 
this position. It is not merely in 
the past that eminent Roman Catholics 
have gone to Trinity College and the 
Queen’s Colleges. There are Roman 
Catholics at Trinity College now, and 
there are many more at the Queen's 
Colleges, while there are also those 
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who go to Oxford and Cambridge, 
which are quite as undenominational and 
unsectarian as our university, and who, 
as my hon. friend the Member for Oxford 
University has said, get on there perfectly 
well and without the slightest danger of 
losing their faith or of doing harm either 


to their neighbours or themselves. 
But I believe there is a discontented 
residuum. There are a certain number | 


of persons in Ireland who, not I think 
spontaneously, but in — consequence 


of the dictation of their priests, ask for | 


something more, who want to have some 
kind of college which is more completely 


and entirely in its secular teaching domi- | 


nated by their own ecclesiastics. Catholics 


have this at Louvain, but they 
could not get any State  endow- 
ment for it. We are more _ liberal. 


We do give indirectly a certain endow- 


ment, and by doing that I 

we have very much conceded the 
principle. I hope the time may come | 
when the Nonconformist conscience will 
come to the conclusion that a_ little 
more money so spent would be = ex- 


tremely good economy, and would go far 
to settle the question. I am quite aware 
that [ have got very much into the bad 
hooks of some of my most distinguished 
Roman Catholic friends by advocating any 
sectarian Roman Catholic University or 
college, and everybody who knows what is 
the real opinion of a large number of the 
Roman Catholic gentry knows that they 
look with horror upon such a system. I 
believe, however, that a good many 
Irishmen desire it. And for my own 
part I think that a small expenditure 

[ do not think a large expenditure would 


he required, for I do not believe that the | 


students would be very numerous—on 
a purely sectarian establishment would 


be extremeiy good economy, and, on the | 


whole, beneficial. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I listened to the 
speech of the hon. Member for the Arfon 
Division of Carnarvonshire with sur- 
prise, in the first place because of its 
extreme pessimism, and, secondly, be- 
cause of its inconsistency. My hon. 
friend is one of a band of young Welsh- 
men who have been engaged in the 
educational struggle of the last few years 
which has had the splendid result he 
has described to-night. He has told us 
that Wales has its undenominational 


{23 Marcu 1900} 


think | 


University (Ireland). 238 
| university, and that the edrcationalists 
|of Wales are now placed in a position 
| far superior to that of the educationalists 
of England and Scotland. Then what 
does he do? Does he say to the 
Liberals of England and Scotland, “Go 
thou and do likewise”? No! He points 
to the inequalities which still remain at 
Oxford and Cambridge, and instead of 
keeping before him the ideal which has 
been guiding some of us for many years, 
he advocates the lowering of the flag of 
religious equality, and submitting to what 
he regards as the inevitable. Instead of 
putting those institutions in such a 
position as he himself would like to 
have them, he recommends Liberal 
educationalists to set up sectarian 
institutions elsewhere, in which all the 
evils against which he has been fighting 
in Wales’ will be reproduced and 
perpetuated. I am sorry to part com- 
pany with my hon. friend, but I intend 
to adhere to the ideal which he thinks 
cannot possibly be realised, and I hope to 
continue to be associated with those 
who, encouraged by the victories 
of the past, will persist in the 
fight until all these sectarian barriers 
in national institutions are broken down 
and perfect religious equality everywhere 
prevails. The speeches of the mover and 
the seconder of this motion gave us, I 
think, nothing to complain of in regard 
to their temper or their tone. The com- 
plaint which I make of them is that which 
I ventured tomake last session, namely, that 
they appear to have taken it for granted 
that there is only one side to this question ; 
that there are no_ serious objections, 
and that nothing more has to be done in 
order to secure the fulfilment of their 
designs than to overcome the timidity of 
the First Lord of the Treasury, and, pos- 
sibly, the bigotry of English Noncon- 
formists. According to the statements of 
the mover and the seconder of the motion 
the Roman Catholics of Ireland have no 
educational advantages whatever. They 
objected to Trinity College, Queen’s Col- 
leges, and the Royal University, and they 
even extended their grievance from 
Ireland to Scotland, and said that the 
universities there were Presbyterian. I 
am one of those who deny that the 
great inequalities which have been de- 
scribed in such general terms actually 
exist. The mover of the Resolution will 
not deny the fact that there is an open 
door to all these institutions. Neither 
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would he deny that a considerable number 
of members of the party to which he 
belongs have availed themselves of the 
advantages offered by the Queen’s Col- 
leges, Trinity College, and the Royal 
University. But w hat does he say in 
reply to that fact? He says that 
those who have availed themselves 
of these advantages have been evad- 
ing their religious responsibilities. 
Those who are so censured will have 
something to say in their defence, 
for they may ask, how is it that 
a generation ago Roman Catholics did 
avail themselves of these institutions, and 
how is it that the objections which are 
now urged were not then urged when the 
Roman Catholics in considerable numbers 
entered these institutions ! The objection 
to Catholics being educated in these insti- 
tutions is quite a modern idea, and it 
fully explains this demand for a Roman 
Catholic University. The time was when 
the heads of the Roman Catholic Church 
were not so adverse to the policy 
of mixed education. The policy of 
the present generation of Catholic 
bishops differs from that of their prede- 
cessors, for they have put a ban upon 
these institutions, and large numbers of 
Roman Catholics have ceased to attend 
them. There is one point to which I 
wish to call special attention, and that 
is that those who are demanding this 
university in Ireland are asking for 
something which does not — exist 
anywhere else, either in this or any 
other country. To illustrate this fact 
I wish to call attention to a document to 
which the hon. Baronet made a_ very 
slight allusion. I am referring to the 
paper placed in the hands of hon. Mem- 
bers of the House within this last week. 
So far back as 1897 the Foreign Secretary 
requested our representatives in foreign 


countries to senda Report upon university | 


education. I am sorry that the Report 
has been so long in coming, for it would 
have been very convenient if it had been 
in our hands many months earlier. This 
Report contains descriptions from our own 
representatives of the state of things 
which exists in regard to the university 
education of Roman Catholics in twenty- 
two foreign countries, and the result is 
a most remarkable one ; for it appears 
from the statements made by our repre- 
sentatives that Roman Catholic Universi- 
ties created and endowed by the State 
and controlled by ecclesiastics exist 
Mr. Carvell “aliums. 
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nowhere. I was surprised to hear the 
hon. Baronet speak of six State-institu- 
tions in Germany which he said were 
Catholic institutions. In the Report on 
university education in foreign coun- 
tries I find the following passage, con- 
tained under the head of “ P russia ”— 
“No spec tial arrangements exist in Prussia 
for the university education of Ro nan Catho- 
lies as such, except in regard to the study of 
Roman Catholic theology. The institutions of 
the Prussiin State in which ac awlemical teach- 
ing is given admit all students who are other- 
wise duly qualitied without distinction of 
creed.” 
The writer goes on to say that special 
provision is "made for the teaching of 
Catholic theology in certain universities 
which he names, and I am bound, in 
candour, to add that in those uni- 
versities special provision is made for the 
benefit of the Roman Catholic Church, so 
far as the faculty of theology is con- 
cerned. The authorities of the Romish 
Church have something in the nature of 
a veto upon the appointment of theologi- 
cal professors, and they have certain 
powers of supervision. But all these 
foreign universities are, apparently, free 
from ecclesiastical control, and are open 
to the holders of various religious creeds, 
and there is no evidence that the Roman 
Catholic laity are forbidden to attend 
these institutions. The Catholic atmo- 
sphere which we are asked to create in 
Ireland does not exist so far as these 
mixed institutions are concerned. Having 
in view these facts, | am justified in 
saying that those who are demanding 
the creation of a State-endowed univer- 
sity for the special benefit of Roman 
Catholics are asking for something 
which does not exist elsewhere, cither 
in this or any other land. On the 
general question I wish to say that | 
oppose this motion, not because I am a 
Protestant ora Protestant Nonconformist ; 
for my objection would be just as strong 
if a proposal were to be made for the 
creation of a university on behalf of the 
body to which I happen to belong, or on 
behalf of any other Nonconformist body. 
I am opposed in principle to a sectarian 
university, no matter in what interest 
it may be asked for. It seems to me 
that sectarianism is opposed to the very 
idea of a university, for the two terms are 
incompatible, and just in proportion as 
you introduce the sectarian element into 
these institutions you diminish their 
university character. In the next place, 





241 


I am 
stren 
sepal 
educ: 
my © 
an a 
of tl 
man 
made 
year 
hims 
speec 
the | 
of t 
creat 
only 
posal 
right 
be ne 
that 
Rom: 
days, 
sayin 
only 
form 
a pa 
he 
educ: 
pa 
auth 
weig 
sistet 
upon 
publi 
issue 
Cath 
then 
oly 
count 
the u 
woulk 
off fre 
own i 
value 
coin 
throu 
be kn 
Mnpor 
that 
shoul 
In ope 
men \ 
of ah 
of we 
Cathe 
them, 
know 
grea te 
value 
appro 


I can 
tion, 
weig] 





41 Roman Catholic 


[ am among those who continue to be 
strenuously opposed to the principle of 
separate as distinguished from mixed 
education. Ineed not express opinions of 
my own upon this point, because there is 
an abundance of authorities in support 
of that view. The right hon. Gentle- 
man the member for Dublin University 


made a remarkable speech in the 
year 1897. upon this question. He has 
himself described it as a_ half-hearted 


speech in favour of the proposal before 
the House. In my opinion, three-fourths 
of the speech was dead against the 
creation of a Catholic University, and 
only one-fourth in favour of the pro- 
posal. In the course of that speech, the 
right hon. Gentleman said that there could 
be no greater misfortune for Ireland than 
that the members of the Protestant and 
Roman Catholic religions, in their early 
days, should be entirely separated. In 
saying that the right hon. Gentleman 
only repeated what had been said upon 
former occasions. Mr. Isaac Butt issued 
a pamphlet some years ago in which 
he strenuously objected to separate 
education, and in that pamphlet there is 
a passage which I will quote, from an 
authority, which I am sure will have 
weight with hon. Gentlemen from the 
sister isle. Mr. Butt, in his pamphlet 
upon “ The Problem of Irish Education,” 
published in 1875, quotes from a pamphlet 
issued by Dr. Woodlock, the rector of the 
Catholic University, in which the doctor 
then wrote- 


“In amixed community,suchasexists in these 
countries, it is of the greatest moment that 
the univer-ity stamp should not be one which 
would almost estranve the bearer and cut him 
off from his fellow countrymen, either by his 
own act or by their unwillingness to admit the 
value of this coinage ; the literary and scientific 
coin should be such as would run current 
throughout the realm, because its value would 
be known to all. In other words, it is most 
important for the social interests of Catholics 
that the university degree borne by them 
should be a bona fide mark of distinction won 
in open competition with their fellow country- 
men of all denominations, and not the result 
of a hole-and-eorner examination, and the fruit 
of work done under the inspection of a few 
Catholic teachers app oved and awarded by 
them, and of the value of which others would 
know little or nothing. It is also of the 
greatest importance that the true intellectual 
value of Catholic education should be publicly 
approved and recognised by all.” : 


[ can add nothing to that weighty declara- 
tion, which [ think must have some 
weight with the hon. Members who come 


{23 Marcu 1900} 


University (Ireland). 242 


from the other side of the Channel. There 
is one other point to which I wish to 
make reference. In my opinion this is a 
retrograde proposal which is now before 
the House. Both Houses of Parliament, 
in passing a measure for the abolition of 
sectarian tests at Oxford and Cambridge, 
may not have thoroughly carried out the 
principle they affirmed, but in passing 
those measures they did attirm the prin- 
ciple that national institutions should be 
national in spirit and in aim. I quite 
admit it was an imperfect measure, and 


admit the force of the statements 
made by the hon. Gentleman _ the 
Member for the Arfon Division of 


Carnarvonshire ; but our policy, as far as 
education is concerned, should be to con- 
tinue along the road we have been march- 
ing for years past ; instead of taking a 
step back and calling into being an_insti- 
tution which may advance the interests of 
a particular church ; whereas the object of 
a university should be to further the 
interests of learning and promote the 
social well-being of the country. 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Suffolk, Stowmarket): 
I have listened with pleasure to the able 
and weighty speeches which have been 
delivered on this subject. The question 
before the House is one of the greatest 
importance, and it has been argued year 
after year with great success in this 
House. The principle is one which has 
been supported by all classes of Irish 
society and Irish opinion, and it is a 
principle which is backed by the whole 
body of the Irish people and the Irish 
priesthood, The clearness and the tem- 
perateness of the arguments which have 
heen advanced have every year been gain- 
ing ground and gathering support on this 
side. We have heard this Catholic Uni- 
versity called by many hard names. 
We have heard it called a_ bribe 
to Ireland, a dole to the Catholics, 
and a sop to the Nationalists; but | 
do not think we need care very 
much about these names. They are 
phrases which have been ransacked from 
the library of ancient prejudice. [I know 
that this claim is supported by the bulk 
of the Irish people through the voice of 
their elected representatives, and I know 
that they passionately long for oppor- 
tunities for this higher education, so long 
as these can be obtained without injury 
to the faith of their fathers. It is there- 
fore the duty of the Government to 
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encourage aspirations such as these, and 
it is the duty of all of us who 
value the higher education of the people 
to share with our neighbours that which 
we have got for ourselves. The retort 
has been made by the hon. Member who 
has just sat down that such educational 
advantages are already within the reach 
of Catholics. That is literally true, 
though practically it is false. If I want 
to rescue something from a fire I have to 
pass through the flames, but if I find the 
flames are so intense that I cannot reach 
my treasure, it might just as well be 
hundreds of miles away. So it is with 
Roman Catholic education at the present 
time in Ireland. What has been the 
position for the last fifty years? It has 
been one of admirable toleration on 
the part of Trinity College, Dublin, 
and Queen’s College. They have thrown 
their doors open to all and sundry, and as 
a result brilliant Irish scholars have issued 
constantly from those colleges. Although 
that is so, yet the vital and underlying 
principle is left untouched. The _priest- 
hood is profoundly opposed to the Protes- 
tant atmosphere which exists there, and 
asa consequence the people obedient to 
their religion are still left craving for 
higher education. But having © said 
that, I do not think this confession solves 
the difficulty at all. It is our duty here, 
and it is the duty of Irish Members 
opposite, to look fifty vears forward and 
not fifty years backward. Are we con- 
tent to see the brains of young Ireland 
wither and perish for want of proper 
nourishment, or shall we cast aside the 
remnants of our ancient prejudice and 
give them the facilities for which they 
ask? I should not fear the consequences 
of such action, for although our fathers 
may blame us now for supporting this 
motion, that will he nothing to the blame 
of our sons for resisting this claim. 
Surely we, as Unionists, have a special 
duty in the matter. We have refused 
Home Rule to Ireland and we have said 
that we are able to deal with Ireland and 
with Irish necessities. Here is a want, 
and here is a necessity, and how are we 
dealing with it? Year after year we 
have met it with an annual shrug of 
the shoulders, and a few somewhat anti- 
«juated observations upon the power of 
the Pope; yet all this time we are 
hoasting of the self-government we are 
giving to Ireland. That local self-govern- 
ment has not a ghost of a chance so long 
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as we are stifling the education of the 
Catholics. We wish to fill Irish offices 
with educated Irishmen ; these men will 
be Roman Catholics, of course ; there is 
your demand, where is your supply ! Now, 
may I say one word which I am afraid has 
often been said before upon the two main 
objections? It is said that Ireland will 
gain something which is not granted to 
England, and will be subjected to some 
exceptional treatment. It is within the 
recollection of the House that Ireland has 
been subjected te exceptional treatment 
which has been justified by circumstances ; 
but if ever circumstances demanded ex- 
ceptional treatment those circumstances 
are before us now in this debate. Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Wales desired un- 
denominational education, and they got 
it; Ireland demands denominational 
education and I think that the circum- 
stances justify the demar, and Ireland 
ought to have it. Of course there is the 


usual outcry against Roman Catho- 
licism. We are told that Roman Catho- 


licism is going to be fostered by public 
funds and that a great and serious danger 
may be expected therefrom. I think such 
an outcry comes from gentiemen of ex- 
ceedingly nervous temperaments, and 
they appear to forget that three-fourths of 
Irish elementary schools, the industrial 
schools, to say nothing of Maynooth, are 
denominational. I cannot imagine what 
serious danger such nervous persons 
contemplate in granting a charter for a 
Roman Catholic University. I can only 
say, that in my mind there is far greater 
danger in the cruelty of depriving a 
student in his early manhood of that 
religious atmosphere which has been his 
guide and stay from childhood. Are we 
afraid of proselytising if we establish 
a university under Roman _ Catholic 
auspices ? Why, we know that Trinity 
College and  Queen’s Colleges have 
thrown their doors open to all, and that 
they are open to capture now. History 
does not record that any attempt has 
been made to capture them by the 
Catholics of Ireland. The representatives 
of Irish Universities are in favour of this 
motion; but I do not think it requires 
very much imagination to picture the day 
when the power of Irish intellect will rise 
in its strength, and ask for shelter in 
some university, and, finding none, may 
lay siege to Dublin University and 
effect its capture. Let it not be 
supposed that this question which we 
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are now debating is of exclusive interest 
for this country and Ireland. The 
British Empire holds many — creeds, 
and it boasts that it gives freedom to 
them all. Many  thousands—possibly 
millions —of Her Majesty’s subjects are 
Catholics; and you may be sure that 
this dehate is heing closely watched by 
all to whom this Parliament is synonymous 
for freedom of thought and = education. 
I remember very well last year, when [| 
paid a visit to my native city of Quebec, 
having long and interesting conversations 
with the French and English statesmen 
who so grandly uphold our rale in that 
Dominion. Constantly we talked upon 
this question of Roman Catholic educa- 
tion and upon the reluctance of the 
Protestant Parliament to grant it; and 
you may as well know it, have felt the 
slur and had the rooted idea that we con- 
sidered Roman Catholics less loyal than 
ourselves. They pointed me to Laval 
University; | saw their priesthood 
within the precincts of Laval ; among the 
Indians in the backwoods, on the rivers 
among the royayeurs. Everywhere the 
purest. religion, the widest instruction, 
the most earnest devotion to the Queen 
and the Flag. I point you to-day to 
Laval, to the Freneh Canadians, from 
Sir Wilfrid) Laurier to the humblest 
labitunt ; to the love of Empire that those 
Roman Catholics have shown, and I ask 
that their idea of slur may he uprooted 
hy the favourable action of this Parlia- 
ment. In the West Indies, in Australia, 
in all your colonies, your action in this 
matter is being and has been watched for 
years, We tolerate eccentricities of 
character in’ our various dependencies ; 
we adapt our constitution to the needs of 
ow colonies ; we strive to give equality 
of opportunity to all and sundry. Here 
isa chance at our door to advantage 
everybody, and to remove (with other 
included disabilities which still remain) 
the last trace of oppression for the faith. 
Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): We have 
listened to-night with unusual interest to 
the debate which has arisen on this 
motion. Besides the speeches—the very 
instructive and luminous speeches—of the 
hon. Member for the University of 
Oxford and the hon. Member for the 
University of Dublin, we have had from 


my hon. friend the Member for the 
Arfon Division of Carnarvonshire a 
speech of significant eloquence. We 


have also had to-night in this debate 
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a singular absence of that kind of 


religious bigotry which at one time used 
to intrude itself in discussions of this 
kind. In the speech of the hon. Member 
who has just sat down we recognise a 
large and liberal spirit, based upon 
colonial experience, which will commend 
itself to us all. I cannot help feeling 
that, at any rate, a wider recognition is 
heing given to the claims of Ireland in 
this matter, and that is the spirit in 
which we desire it to be regarded. No 
doubt it may appear to some hon. Mem- 
hers that this is partly due to the idea of 
killing Home Rule with kindness, but 
still we must not forget that the terms 
of the resolution embody a truism to 
which assent cannot be refused. We are 
obliged to ask ourselves what the giving 
of a vote in favour of this resolution 
would mean, and what interpretation 
would be put upon it. I do not find, 
either in the terms of the resolution or 
in the speeches of the hon. Members who 
moved and seconded that resolution, any 
definite explanation of the kind of scheme 
that would satisfy Lreland. They were 
very fair and moderate in their remarks, 
but there was nothing about them which 
indicated the kind of scheme that would 
vive satisfaction to Treland; and, there- 


fore, by assenting and voting for 
this resolution I might appear to 


he pledging myself to what is— in 
the minds of the [Irish Members, without 
really knowing what it is, and without 
retaining that freedom of action which | 
always desire to retain whenever a pro- 
posal of this kind is put before the 
House. That is the difticulty which [ 
feel in accepting this resolution, Iut 
having regard to its terms I could not 
possibly vote against it. We have had 
from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House at various times 
within the last four or five years a strong 
expression of his own views upon this 
question. They were embodied in a re- 
markable letter which the right hon. 
Gentleman wrote to one of his con- 
stituents in 1899, and we have every 
reason to think that that letter could not 
have been written without the assent of 
his colleagues. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
q.): [t was. 


Mr. BRYCE: I am surprised to hear 
that, because when a letter of that kind 
Iv 
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is written by a gentleman occupying the 
position of the Leader of the House one 
naturally inelined to think that it 
represents the views of the Government. 
We have had no progress made with this 
question, and we do not know how far 
the right hon. Gentleman has succeeded 
in converting his colleagues. I do hope, 
therefore, that when the right hon. Gen- 


is 


tleman addresses the House again upon 
this subject he will be able to throw 
some light upon this matter, and 


that he will be able to tell the House 


how far his colleagues support him. 
He has had the courage to start the 
question ; let him also have the persis- 


tence to impress his views on his colleagues 
and endeavour to bring about a settle- 
ment of what we admit should be settled. 
It isa very old grievance. I think it is 
older than any Member in the House now 
can recollect. It existed as far back as 
1854, and in 1873 it was the subject of a 
remarkable Bill brought forward by the 
Liberal Government of that day, which 
was only defeated by a majority of three. 
| think very few Members now present 
were in the House at the time of that 
debate. 


*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): I was one of the three. 
Mr. BRYCE: Well I hope that all 


the years that have passed since then 


have taught the hon. Gentleman wiser 
and more tolerant views than he then 
expressed. 

*Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON : Not in 
the least. 

Mr. BRYCE: It is quite true, as has 
heen said by several hon. Gentlemen, 
and in particular by the right hon. 


(Gentleman the Member for the U niversity 


of Dublin, that this grievance is not quite | 
so serious as it might appear, because it is | 


a grievance which is largely made by the 
Catholic Bishops of Ireland themselves. It 
is they who insist that members of their 
flocks shall not enter Trinity College, and 
having made a grievance, they turn round 
and complain of it 1 
for this reason-—that it is not a grievance 
in other Roman Catholic countries. — It 
not a grievance even in England, 
as was pointed out by the 
Gentleman the Member for the 
of Oxford, the old policy 
Catholics going — to 
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Oxford has in late years been happily 


reversed, and Catholies have now two 
halls of residence under two of their 
religious orders expressly — to provide 
religious — instruction under — Catholic 
influences. [AN Hon. Member: For 
ecclesiastical law.]| | Be that as it may, 


the Holy See encourages Catholies to go 
to Oxford by making this provision for 
them there. But there is a still more 
remarkable case—-the case of the Conti- 
nent otf Europe. I will come back to it 
again, as itis set forth in the e xtremely 
interesting Return which has been pre- 
sented to the House, but I refer to it now 
only for the purpose of calling attention 
to the fact, that Catholics in such great 
Catholic countries as Germany, France, 


and Belgium are permitted by their 
ecclesiastical superiors to resort to 
the universities of their country which 
are absolutely unsectarian and unde- 
nominational. It cannot be said, there 
fore, that this is really such a very 


serious grievance, when the Catholics 
of Europe are content to submit to it. 
Still I do not deny for a moment that it 
is a grievance, even if it is largely one 
which the people have created for them- 
selves. But if they believe it to be an 
inequality, and if it is associated in their 
minds with injustice to their country and 
a violation of their national feelings, we 
must recognise itas a practical fact. That 
is the sentiment which has been expressed 


on hoth sides of the House to-night. 
Therefore, looking on it as a grievance, 


and believing it to he felt as a grievance 


by Irish Catholics, we ought to do our 
hest to remove it. How then can 
we proceed to remove it ! — Let 
me say in passing that [entirely 
agree with what has been so well said hy 


my hon. friend the Member for the Arfon 
Division of Carnarvonshire, that we must 
not consider that this is a grievance affect- 
ing only the upper classes. It is not a 
grievance affecting only the upper classes. 
Everyone who knows the Irish peasantry 
knows that there is no peasantry more 
desirous of knowledge or possessed ot 
brighter minds than they are. There are 
three parts of the United Kingdom which 
have among the humblest population a 
strong desire for knowledge, combined 
with a most susceptible intellect. That 
is true of the West of Scotland ; 
true of Wales in an eminent degree, as 
has been said by my hon. friend, and | 
believe it is also true of Treland. If, 
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therefore, we can do anything to make! 
Irish education more adequate and more 

easily acceptable to the peasantry of Tre- 

land, we shall have rendered a very great 

service to that country—a service in 

which we ought to be proud to bear a 

part in rendering. Premising that, I 

come to ask what we can do. There is 

no plan. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): There is 
the plan of the First Lord of the 
Treasury. 


Mr. BRYCE: Yes, the right hon. 
Gentleman indicated a plan in his letter 
in 1899. Tt was a plan which in many 
respects Was a considerable advance on 
plans previously submitted, and it was a 
plan which did less violence to the feel- 
ings of English friends than any previous 
plan. At the same time T will not 
sofaras to say that it was a plan that 
the English people would have accepted, 
and it) would probably require some 
modification. There was one point on 
which it was very vague, and that 
with regard to the — consti- 
tution of the governing body. We have 
no certainty that that plan will be 
accepted in Ireland. We were told at the 
time that it probably would he accepted 
by the Roman Catholic hierarchy, but I 
have heard since that it would not. 1 
have no private access to the opinions of 
the Roman Catholic hierarchy. We 
know those opinions have been frequently 
changed, but it was stated, with some 
appearance of authority, that the 
hierarchy thought that plan went 
further than they were prepared to 
go, and that they could not give it their 
assent. Are we to understand that they 
have altered their views since? At any 
rate, at present we are without a plan, 
andall one is able to do is to lay down 
some of the general principles to which a 
useful and possible plan ought, if possible, 
to conform. That is as far as we can go, 
What light is 
thrown on the possibility of a practical 
plan by the Return which has been pre- 
sented to the House ? The right hon. 
(entleman in a previous debate suggested 
that we might get light from abroad. It | 
was a happy thought, and he carried it 
out hy directing that inquiries should he 
made hy our foreign representatives. We | 
have some very interesting statements in 
this Paper, but Lam bound to say some 
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of them are not at all sufficient. I think 
that the statements with reference to 


Austria and Switzerland might be much 
clearer, but there is a great deal of 
interesting and curious matter in the 
Paper dealing with other subjects as 
well as this subject. What does it 
broadly show? It throws no practical 
light in the direction of the constitution 
of a university which would meet the 
wishes of the Lrish Nationalist Members, 
and at the same time undenomi- 
national. That is the very point. it 
omits, and the light it gives us is nega- 
tive light. It shows us that not anywhere 
in Europe is there a university whieh 
conforms to the demands made on behalf 
of the Roman Catholic bishops in [reland. 
We may put out of sight countries 
entirely Catholic like Spain, because we 
cannot expect much light from them. I 
wm afraid my reason is not the one put 
forward by the hon. Member. These 
countries being entirely Catholic, the con- 
ditions are not the same as those we have 
to consider. The same applies to exclu- 
sively Protestant countries like Sweden. 
Sweden being almost entirely Protestant 
does not care to make special provision 
for its Roman Catholic subjects. We, 
have, however, a very instructive illustra- 
tion with the countries side by side in 
which the minority in one is the majority 


be 


in the other. I refer to Holland and 
Belgium. In Belgium there is a large 


and powerful Catholic majority, and an 
important Protestant minority; in 
Holland there is a Protestant majority 
and a large and_ influential Catholic 
minority. These are the two very 
countries in which it might eX- 
pected that some special — provision 
would have been made for the univer- 
sity education of the minority, and that 
a desire such that now before us 
would have been satistied. But there is 
special provision in either — of 

countries. In Holland there 

large and influential Catholic 
minority in) Brabant and other — pro- 
vinces, which often affects the trend 
of Dutch politics, and which is very keen 
with regard to university education ; and 
yet the universities of Holland, according 
to the Paper, are absolutely unsectarian, 
and no provision at all is made for the 
special case of Catholics. Belgium is a 


he 


as 


ho 
these 


Isa 


country where religious feeling runs 
very high, and it has three unsec- 
tarian universities and one Catholic 
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University, the University of Louvain. 
That is an ancient university, vener- 
able by its traditions, with the power of 
granting degrees, but it does not receive 
any State subvention, even in a country 
as Catholic as Belgium. But there is 
another curious fact connected with it. 
The Catholic University at Louvain has 
1,600 students, whereas the other universi- 
ties — unsectarian universities — have 
3,200 students. In face of the fact 
that Belgium is a predominantly Catholie 
country, twice as many students go to 
the unsectarian universities as to the 
Catholic University. That shows, there- 
fore, that even while the amplest pro- 
vision is made by the University of 
Louvain, with all its ancient traditions, 
the bulk of the Catholic students prefer to 
go to the undenominational universities. 
That appears to me to be a very material 
fact. Take France and Germany. In 
France no university makes special pro- 
vision for Catholic students, and in 
Germany provision is made by having 
Catholic faculties of theology side by side 
with Protestant faculties. That exists in 
the famous Universities of Bonn and 
Tiibingen, and there are one or two other 
universities also where Catholic and 
Protestant faculties of theology exist side 
by side. There can be no objection to 
that in Ireland. I suppose no one would 
object to faculties of Catholic theology in 
Trinity College. That is a small matter, 
however, over which I do not think anyone 
would quarrel. In the United States 
there is no case in point at all, because 
there any rich body of persons who ean 
bring together a certain sum of money 
can incorporate themselves and call them- 
selves a university, and proceed to grant 
degrees. In _ fact, in the United States 
Catholics are better off than any other 
community, because they can create a 
university by what is admitted to be an 
absolutely authoritative and efficient 
method of making a university, namely, 


by Papal Bull. The Universities of 
Glasgow and Aberdeen were created 
in that way, and = no one has 
ever disputed that the Pope — has 
a right to create a university, 
and these American universities for 


Catholics have availed themselves of the 
Papal power. [| may put it this way, 
therefore —that so far as foreign experi- 
ence goes, and so far as we can expect 
light from foreign countries, that light 
does not go to support in any way the 
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special claim made on behalf of the 
Catholics of Ireland. Nevertheless, | 
desire as far as we possibly can to meet 
the Irish demand ; but all I can venture 
to contribute to the discussion of the 
subject is to suggest certain conditions 
on which that demand may be granted. I 
need hardly say that T am speaking for 
myself only, but Lhave no reason to doubt 
that a certain number of hon. Members 
hold similar views. In the first place, 
any scheme put forward _ practically 
must be such as will receive the 
acceptance of the Irish Catholic body. 
It must be one to which they will give 
their assent. There is no use in putting 
forward a plan which would he received 
merely as an instalment and be the basis 
for further agitation. We remember 
what happened in 1873 when Mr. Glad- 
stone brought forward a plan which he 
had every reason to believe would vive 
satisfaction, but which ultimately was 
rejected by the Trish bishops. That 
ought not to occur again. When a plan 
is brought forward, we ought to have an 
assurance, Which no doubt the bishops 
will give, that it will be accepted. In the 
second place it ought to be a scheme 
which cannot be drawn into a precedent 
dangerous to university education in 
England and Scotland. There have been 
late of a revival 


some signs of 
of denominationalism in this country, 
and many of us feel the strongest 


possible objection to any form of denomi 
nationalism in every branch of education, 
from the elementary school to the univer- 
sity, and although we are obliged to 
submit to the denominationalism which 
prevails in the elementary schools, we are 
determined to resist any attempt to sec 
tarianise university education. We take 
our stand upon the fact that as far back 
as 1845 we adopted the principle of un- 
denominational education in Lreland, and 
that system was adopted in England in 
1871 by the University Tests Act, which 
threw open Oxford and Cambridge. It 
would be a very serious set back if we did 
anything to check that principle, and I| 
therefore think that we must lay down 
the condition that nothing must be done 
in Ireland which would be likely to be 
used as a precedent for going wrong in 
this matter in England. But I am very 
far from saying that a scheme cannot be 
devised which would meet the conditions. 
I think we ought to have a scheme which 


will meet the Trish demand and not 
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furnish a bad precedent for England. 
now come to what seems to me the most 
important condition, and that is that any 
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plan for a new university system in | 


Ireland should give us the prospect of 
achieving the ultimate object in view, 
namely, to give Lrish Catholics a cheaper, 
better and more efficient university educa- 
tion than they at present receive. To 
setup a Weak university, or a university 
so nnder clerical control as not to be per- 
vaded with the true university spirit, 
would not be giving the Trish people 
what we ought to give them. There- 
fore the first of our conditions — is 
that the university shall be a true 
university In the highest and best sense 
of the term. That is a point which is in 
some danger ot being overlooked, because 
those who have followed the history of 
Irish education know that, as a rule, the 
changes made in it have not 
made from educational motives. They 
have made as bargains between 
the bishops on the one hand and the 
Cabinet on the other, the result being to 
secure the silence of the bishops and the 
peace of the Cabinet. That is the reason 
why the intermediate education scheme 
has not borne the fruit which the money 
ought to have borne ; that is the reason 
why the creation of the Royal University 
has not the result it ought to have. As 
one of those who have always opposed 
the extinction of the Queen’s Colleges, 


heen 


been 


I have always felt that the ideas 
started by the right hon. Gentleman 


the Member for Thanet, when he was 
the Lrish Secretary, and which were con 
tinued by Mr. Forster, were political, not 
educational ideas, and if they had been 
animated by a genuine educational policy, 
they might have achieved far more than 
they did. Supposing then that we agree 
—and | hope the right hon, Gentleman 
will agree - that it is education that ought 
to he in our minds, what are the eduea- 
tional conditions we ought to lay down in 
order to make Irish university education 
proper ¢ The university must not 
under clerical control. It is not sutticient 
to say that there shall not be a clerical 
majority on its governing body ; we may 
have a body virtually clerical, although 
hishops and priests do not constitute its 
majority. In the second place, it ought 
to have first-rate teaching—teaching on 


he 


the same level as that of Trinity 
Uollege. Everyone admits the merits of 


Trinity College, and T do not think thet 
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[| any university would be a proper gift 


from us to the Irish Catholies if it were 
not as good in point of teaching as Trinity 
College. 


Mr. T. M. 


much better. 


HEALY: It ought to be 


Mr. BRYCE: By all means. My idea 
of an Irish Catholic University is, that it 
should be one possessing professors of 
such eminence and learning that Protes- 
tant students would gladly attend it, 
because | should be very sorry to see a 
university entirely resorted to by Catholic 
students. I would desire to see Protes- 
tant and Catholie students sitting side by 
side, and I would wish to see Protestant 
professors amongst the Catholic professors, 
just as I desire to see Catholic professors 


in Trinity College. I would add_ this 
further consideration that ought — to 


influence us, namely that the supply of 
first-rate teachers is not unlimited, and 
that it is not very easy to stock two or 
three colleges in a country like Ireland 
with teachers of the first rank. That 
suggests the remark, that if we could so 
liberalise Trinity College as to give it 
no longer the Protestant atmosphere 
which is complained of, we would make it 
more useful to the Catholics than if we 
set up another university which might 
not be able to attract the best teachers. 
Then, a proper university ought to have a 
high examination standard ; it ought to 
have a governing body which would be 
fully alive to the importance of making 
its degrees hold their own against the 
degrees of English and Scotch universities, 
as well as Trinity College. | For the uni- 
versity to begin with a low standard 
would be suicidal. That of course implies 
that the governing hody which would choose 
the examiners, and direct the courses of 
instruction, should an enlightened 
governing body, fully alive to the educa- 
tional necessities of the world. The last 
point is, T think, that the university ought 
to be pervaded by a genuine intellectual 
atmosphere. It ought to have an 
atmosphere where there is a geniune feel- 
ing for learning science and free inquiry. 
If it has not that genuine feeling it is not 
a university. The life-blood of a uni- 
versity is the feeling that it exists for the 
promotion of truth, that its professors are 
not limited in the course of their re- 
searches, or are not prevented from teach- 
ing what they believe to be the truth. It 
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is also essential to the true spirit of a) 


university that there shall be such an 
admixture of students of different 
religions and different classes in 
society as will produce that working 
of one mind on another which is one of 
the best parts of university life. T need 
not dwell on that, as it was admirably 
emphasised by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for the University of Dublin. 
Everyone who remembers his university 
life will remember that he learned at 
least as much from those among whom he 
lived as from his teachers, and that he 
learned from them because they came 
under conditions different from his own, 
and probably belonged to a different 
religion. I believe that Roman Catholics 
are not at all as likely to become Protes- 
tants by contact with Protestants, as 
Protestants are to become Roman Catho- 
lies by contact with Roman Catholics. — | 
never heard that a single Roman Catholic 
hal become a Protestant at my univer- 
sity, but | have known a great many Pro 
testants who have become Roman Catholics. 
An intellectual atmosphere is quite as 
essential toa university as that Catholic 
atmosphere which hon. Gentlemen ask 
for. If they try for a Catholic atmo 
sphere at the sacrifice of an intellectual 
atmosphere, they will find that they have 
got what is of no value. I feel further, 
that if there is any country in which it is 
desirable that the different religious 
bodies should be brought together during 
the years of university life, that country 
is Ireland. Many of the most eminent 
Nationalist leaders, from 
down, have been Protestants, and have 
had the most power in stirring the 
feelings of the people. If I were a 
Nationalist [ should not wish to 
Nationalist Catholics in one university 
and all others in another. [should be 
glad to have them mixed as much as pos- 
sible, and to have them learning to cherish 
the interests of their common country, 
while pursuing those studies which would 
foster and stimulate their intellects. | 
believe it would be a very bad thing for 
Irish Nationalists if the Lrish Catholic 
population were to be educated apart 
trom the Protestant population, but L do 
not see any reason why we should not 
devise a plan under which the joint 
education of Catholics and Protestants 
would not be possible. That brings me 


see 


to the conclusion which I can offer to the 
House. 


Mr. Bryce 


I desire very earnestly to see 
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some scheme proposed which would meet 
this grievance, and I believe a scheme is 
possible on the conditions which | have 
tried to indicate. | am sure that most 
of us on this side of the House approach 
this question with open mind. 1 do not 
helieve that there is any one of us who 
does not wish to give the Lrish Roman 
Catholics the best education they can get, 
but it is for them to make practical pro- 
posals. T can assure the Irish Members 
that if they will make a practical pro- 
posal which appears to us to have the 
elements of real educational efficiency in 
it we will give it our hearty support 
without attempting to make any political 
capital out of it. This question has been 
far too long before us to be any longer 
the sport of Parliament. We must all 
endeavour to do the best tor Ireland, and 
no greater service can be rendered to her 
than to increase the educational facilities 
of her people, and to stimulate, if possible, 
in them that love of knowledge and 
learning which in days far remote shone 
forth in brilliant flame, and which | am 
persuaded still glows in their hearts as 
much as ever. 


Sik MARK STEWART (Kirkeud 
brightshire): In the few remarks I wish 
to make on this occasion I hope I shall 
follow the line which up to this time has 
heen taken, and not impart any acrimony 
into the peaceful tone which has charae- 
terised this discussion. I think the House 
may congratulate all the speakers on 
the fact that they have endeavoured to 
put forward their views temperately and 
discreetly. I was much struck }y the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman oppo- 
site, and I think the advice he gave was 
good, and such a scheme as was sketched 
out would, [ think, be acceptable now to 
a great number of the Irish people ; but! 
doubt whether it would be to the Romish 
Church, and that gives no help on this 
occasion, Every Government is in a 
helpless position with regard to this 
matter. The Government are willing ty 
propose and do propose Certain measures, 
but they have had no support in carrying 
them out. The whole House is anxious 
for the matter to be settled once and for 
all; we are all anxious to thrash the 
matter out, and are agreed that the 
examining staff of a university should be 
of the most thorough description, and 
that the general atmosphere should be as 


‘highly intellectual as it is possible to be. 
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| frankly admit that my experience is 


that you get greater liberality of 
view under one university seat of 
learning than under clerical guidance, 
ud IT am most anxious lest we 


get into anarrow groove. It is true that 
we have given the Trish a large measure 
of denominational education, and also 
acceded to their wish for intermediate 
education, but when it comes to university 
education it is another matter; thenthe boy 
becomes a man and wants to rub shoulders 
with his colleagues, and what he becomes 
then he will remain in after life. It has 
been admitted that there are sufficient 
universities in Ireland to educate all the 
Irish in Ireland, and if you found a 
university for the education of Roman 
Catholics alone you will do more harm 
than good, because you will reduce educa- 
tion to the narrowest possible limits, and 
itis because I believe this that I depre- 


cate the extension of Roman Catholic 
universities in Ireland. Although I live 


near the north of Ireland I have many 
opportunities of hearing the opinions of 
gentlemen who live in the south, and I 
say there are many in the south of Lreland 
who are not satistied and who deprecate 
this agitation. We want to satisfy this 
sentiment, for every sentiment is danger- 
ous; if it is allowed to grow it becomes 
a dangerous weapon in the hands of a | 
dangerous part of the community. I am 
one of those who are most anxious to see 
the question settled, and I would go to } 
great lengths to try and get it settled, 
wd if | had thought that the hierarchy | | 
of Lreland was satisfied with the proposition | 
that was made I should have voted for 
the resolution ; but when Tain told it has 
taken notice of in an official 
way fam again thrown back into despair, | 
not knowing what to do in the matter. 
This is one of the most important matters | 
for Treland. We in Scotland have 
agitated and ‘got great universities which 
we going extremely well, and if the same 
system was adopted in Ireland it would 
be w far more brilliant success, and if it 
would solve this difference I would be 
only too glad to vote money to universi- 
ties in Ircland, and would gladly do so to 
give Ireland what Scotland already pos- 
sesses. L should now just like to make 
one or two remarks on a Paper put into 
our hands last night which contained the 
replies to an inquiry sent out with regard 
to this matter. I find from the Paper 

that while in certain cases in Roman 
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Catholic colleges special provision is made 
for Protestants, the universities them- 
selves are absolutely free and open to 
Protestant and Roman Catholics alike, 
and there is a consensus of opinion among 
all religious critics that universities should 
be free from State interference. Those 
universities are quite willing to receive 
Protestants, whilst Protestant universi- 
ties are equally willing to receive Roman 
Catholics. Your sons do not become Pro- 
testants because they are placed beside Pro- 
testants in the universities. With regard 
to the university quoted by the hon. 
Baronet who seconded the motion, that 
is largely supported hy the State, and in 
that case there is provision made for 
Roman Catholics ; but it does not work 
well, because there is constant friction 
between the Minister of Education and 
the Government. The figures recently 
issued show that the Roman Catholic 
sectarian system is fallacious, and that it 
has been found necessary on the Con- 
tinent to encourage unsectarian uni- 
versities. If that has been found a good 
thing so far as Europe, as well as England 
and Scotland, are concerned, why should 
it not be equally good for lreland? Let 
not the Irish people be so rigorous or 
exacting in their demands, and then this 
House will do all it can to help them. 


*Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.) : 
I wish not to enter into the regions of 
controversy on this question, but rather 
to express the views I — entertain 
with regard to a question which I con- 
sider requires great consideration, and 
difticulties of which I also know. 
of our of learning are in- 
sutticiently provided for. Take Queen's 
College, Belfast, which is doing a 
magnificent educational work. That col- 
lege is simply starved, especially the 
laboratories and the scientific depart- 
ments. T can see that this will con 
tinue, for no statesman dare venture 
to give further encouragement to institu 
tions which can be used only by the 
Protestant minority, while the claims of 
the great majority of the people of Ire- 
land are refused. I think this is one 
reason why this question should be very 
soon settled indeed. On the merits it is 
admitted that the Catholics of Ireland 
have a grievance. They require that 
secular knowledge shall be founded on 
religious faith, that literature, science 
and philosophy shall be taught so as to 
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harmonise with the doctrines of the 
Church, and free from the danger of 
undermining the Christian — religion. 
Queen’s College, in Belfast, and others are 
not established on these lines. [| do not 
call them godless colleges, but certainly they 
are not established on these lines. There- 
fore they are rejected by the hierarchy of 
the Church, and who would dare to inter 
fere with, or object to, these conscien 
tious views! That the Catholics have a 
grievance is admitted, not only by the 
leading statesmen of this country, but by 
the thinkers in the English Church and 
the best educated Protestant laity of Ire 
land, including the professors and Presi 
dents of the Magee College, Londonderry, 
the Queen's Colleges of Belfast, Cork, and 
Galway, and Trinity College, Dublin. 
Many suppose that the demand which is 
inade is for a Catholic university. Cor- 
rectly speaking, it is not a Catholic 
University that is wanted, but a univer- 
sity in which Catholics will receive 
education in harmony with — their 
conscientious views, open to — all 
denominations, similar to the  Mel- 
bourne College, to which many of the 
Protestants there send their children 
to finish their education. IT can 
see no just reason for refusing the 
Catholic claim in the interest of educa- 
tion. It seems that the first duty of the 
State is to educate the people, and that 
in whatever way the people desire them- 
selves. If three-quarters of the people 
were Jews in place of Roman Catholics, 
and if they demanded a Hebrew college 
to be set up in Ireland, I should willingly 
grant it. The business of the State is 
not to dictate or prescribe a religion, ut 
to supply the means of instruction so that 
the people shall ].e educated. The money 
required is very small indeed compared 
with the outlay of the nation. You spend 
vast sums of money on the building of 
ships, on the Army and Navy you pour 
it out like water, but you grudge the 
small sum wanted for the education of 
three-fourths of the inhabitants of Treland, 
who, till about fifty vears ayo, were 
totally neglected by the State, and even 
now are handicapped in the race of life 
when brought into competition with the 
Protestant youth of the country as eandi- 
dates for the Civil Service and positions 
of emolument and trust, simply because 
they have been denied the same means of 
education as the Protestants have enjoyed 
for over a century. There is room for 
My. Samuel Young. 
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another university in Ireland. There are 
four universities in Scotland, which is a 
much smaller country. There are uni- 
versities in England, from Durham in tke 
north to Oxford and Cambridge in the 
south. Ireland has but one teaching uni- 
versity, and that practically for only 
about 650,000 Protestant inhabitants, A 
country which supplies soldiers and 
sailors of the highest order to the British 
Empire, and pays its taxes to the nation, 
should be provided with the means 
of education in a liberal spirit. | 
know it has been said that — the 
system in Treland is united secular and 
separate religious education. — There. is 
no such thing in Ireland as separate 
secular education as a principle. —Protes 
tants who hold the theory of united 
education do not act upon it. They would 
not send a child to an elementary school 
where there was a Catholic teacher if 
they possibly could avoid it. Every Pro- 
testant church that is erected has a school 
close by, with a master who must be of 
the same religious views as the clergy- 
man of the church, who is the patron of 
the school. United education in Treland 
isa delusion. It may be put forward to 
prevent the Roman Catholic people from 


receiving adequate consideration, ut 
united education is not even known 
among Protestants themselves. The 


sects will not unite. The Presbyterian 
will not send his children to a Church of 
Ireland school, or vice versu. Ht the 
people of Ireland will not have mixed 
education, by all means let them have 
secular education. The opposition on the 
part of a fraction of the people of the 
north of Ireland on the score of united 
education is a fraud. May I say that I 
have no doubt but the clamour raised 
against ritualism in England by the Non- 
conformists of this House has prejudiced 
many, and has had some effect in retard- 
ing the progress and settlement of this 
question. It should not, for it is a totally 
different question. The Minister who deals 
with the university problem in [reland and 
brings it to a speedy settlement will be 
considered one of the most popular states- 
men of his generation, for it is a burning 
question and ripe for settlement. In con- 
clusion, will you allow me to say that | 
think I can perceive a tendency on the 
part of the Government to treat Ireland 
in a more considerate manner than 
formerly it did, and as an evidence of this 
I quote the passing of the Local Govern 





96) 


ment 
and 

grant 
the 

rela 
matt 
to be 
possi 
embl 
furth 
meet 
anno 
be in 
of w 


*M 
W.): 
heen 
the 

ean 
spea 
that 
harn 
iiss 
thin, 
view 
opin 
foun 
evel 
wisl 
has 
| dk 
sinc 
side 
ditt 
a ql 
first 
Thi: 
only 
peo 
mal 
be 
kno 
abs 
rig] 
as 

for 
oth 
wh 
pro 
ent 
anc 
the 
the 
LO-] 
pre 
ha 
ind 
the 
val 


60 
ie 


ni- 
be 
he 
Nie 
ly 
ad 
sh 
Mn, 
lis 


un 





961 Roman Catholic 


ment Lill for Ireland, the Agricultural , 
and Technical Edueation Bill, with a 
grant of £165,000 a year, and, may I add, 
the visit of Her Gracious Majesty to 
Ireland. In regard to these sentimental 
matters I think there is some importance 
to be attached to them. In promoting | 
possibly the display of the national | 
emblems, | hope the Government. will | 
further gratify the people of Lreland, and 
meet the reasonable expectations by 
announcing that next session a Bill shall 
he introduced to settle the vexed question 
of wiversity education in Lreland. 

*Mnk. 


ARNOLD - FORSTER (Belfast, 


W.): We have had a debate which has | 


heen illuminating beyond the majority of 
the debates in this House, and while I 
cannot hope to rise to the high level of 
speakers who have preceded me, I trust 
that | shall say nothing that will mar the 
harmony of the discussion. It is per- 
missible and almost essential that some- 
thing should be said from the point of 
view | hold. LT represent a large body of 
opinion in’ Ireland, which hitherto has 
found no spokesman in this House this 
evening. It is in their interest that | 
wish to present a view of the case that 
has not yet received consideration at all. 
| do not desire to cast doubt on the 
sincerity of hon. Members on the other 
side of the House, or upon others who 
ditter from the view I take. This is not 
a question that is being debated for the 
first time in the House of Commons. 
This is a question that has divided not 
only the [rish people, but every civilised 
people for many generations and for 
many centuries, and although there may 
be a definite right and wrong, I do not 
know that any of us can say with 
absolute certainty that he possesses the 
right or the wrong. I think there is 
as much sincerity and as much ground 
for that sincerity on the one side as the 
other. It has been represented that the 
whole of Ireland has acquiesced in the 
proposals made to-day. [venture to 
enter a caveat against that statement, 
and | say that a large portion of 
the population of Ireland is opposed to 
the general proposals which are made 
tonight. 1 use the words “general 
proposals,” for the proposals — which 
have been made are very general 
indeed, and I should like to apply to 
them a test which I think is of some 
value. L would like to put to hon. Mem- 
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bers on both sides of the House the test of 
anexamination. I should like to ask them 
to write a paper embodying their views 
as to what they think we are voting upon 
to-night. I venture to say that there are 
not two who would put down anything 
like approximately the same. -I do not 
think it is an extravagant demand that 
before we are asked to deal with an 
immense principle of this kind, we should 
be told by somebody, whether by Members 
opposite, or by the Leader of the House, 
what it is we are committing ourselves 
to. I heard the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for South Aberdeen 
this evening, and it was a very interesting 
speech no doubt, but for the life of me | 
could not form the faintest idea of what this 
ideal state was he was striving for. He 
pictured what might be a sort of college 
of angels where everyone agreed to do 
everything they had hitherto differedabout. 
We are not going to have exactly that solu- 
tion of this vexed question in Ireland. The 
hon. and Jearned Member for North Louth 
feels strongly on the matter. He has not 
told us—and he is entitled to speak 
for a large body of Irish opinion—-whether 
the proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 
the Leader of the House is one that would 
be accepted as a final and just solution of 
the problem as it presents itself to the 
mass of those who agree with him 
now. My hon. friend the Member 
for the Stowmarket Division of Suffolk 
said many things which were very nice, 
and which we all agree about. He said 
if we were virtuous we would be happy, 
but he did not tell us what we are really 
asked to do. I don’t suppose I can get 
an answer from the First Lord of the 
Treasury. He is not present, but perhaps 
someone will tell us later on what we 
are asked to do. I want to know where 
we stand. Are we asked to endow from 
the funds of the State a Roman Catholic 
University which shall be in any sense 
exclusively Roman Catholic, and, if so, in 
what sense it is to be exclusively Roman 
Catholic? Is it to be controlled partly or 
entirely by the Roman Catholic hierarchy, 
and if we are told that it is to be so con- 
trolled what pledge or assurance have we 
that the doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
Church are to be waived? It is the secular 
claim of the Roman Catholic Church that 
in the matter of education the Chureh 
should be and must be supreme. The 
Bishops have in no particular instance 
waived the claim, and I do not believe 
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that that claim is yet eliminated from the 
essential doctrines of the Roman Catholic 
Church. I do not agree with the proposal 
to endow any university of this kind, and 
I think it is reasonable and fair that we 
should be told what we are asked to 
do. I wish to see this put in some 
arithmetical expression which I can 
appreciate. | come to another point, 
which | think I have a right to 
ask shall be met. We have been told, 
we have been taunted I may say—those of 
us who take the view I take—with doing 
something in this matter which is retro- 
grade. We have been told that we are 
withholding a just demand from an im- 
portant section of the people of Ireland, 
and because we do so we are stamped as 
ignorant, retrograde, and illiberal. But 
after all there is something to be said for 
the verdict given by w hat I may call the 
collective experience of a very large 
section of mankind. [ do not think 
enough has been made during this discus- 


sion of the information put into our 
hands on this question of endowing 


Roman Catholic education. There is 10 
foundation whatever for 
that what is demanded as a matter of 
right and justice to Ireland has been 
conceded in any other country in the 
civilised world, and in confirmation of my 
view we are presented with this very 
valuable Return, From beginning to end 
of this return we have but one story told. 


The right hon. Gentleman the Member for | 
South Aberdecii says that a negative light | 
is thrown by this Return on the proposi- | 


tion we are considering. I venture to 
contest that position. I venture to say 
that the light thrown upon it is a very 
brilliant and positive light. We are 
challenged on this matter, and we are 


the allegation | 


{COMMONS} 





University (Irelund). 964 
profess the Catholic religion and perform its 
duties, while Article XLV. requires them to 
attend courses of religious lectures. The uni- 
versity is not endowed by the State, and ean 
hold no property. The revenues are entirely 
controlled by the Belgian bishops, and no 
accounts are published either of income or 
expenditure.” 


Is that the parallel which hon. Members 


wish to reproduce in Ireland! Certainly 
we do not. 
Mr. T. M. HEALY: Where are the 


accounts of Trinity College ? 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : 
the faintest idea. 


I have not 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: Nor anyone else. 
*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: Does the 
hon. Member really contend that if he 


has a grievance about the accounts of 
Dublin University, that alters the validity 
of my argument! Look at France, where 
there is an enormous Roman Catholic 
population, and which enjoys, or is sup- 


posed to enjoy, the advantages of the 
* Concordat.” All the universities are 


entirely unsectarian, and Roman Catholic 
students are free to improve their religious 
knowledge in any manner they please, 
like the other sects. In Athens, the 
most ancient seat of university teach- 
ing, the university opens its doors to all 
students without distinction of creed. 
Coming to Italy, a country which is men- 
tioned in this return as one in which the 
Roman Catholic religion is the State 
religion, and where there is a Roman 
Catholic population of 30,000,000, do we 
find any parallel to what we are asked to 
create | The universities are State institu 


| tions under the direction of the Minister ot 


told that we are retrograde and illiberal | 


because we do not do this thing. Go to 
ltoman Catholic and Protestant countries 
and you will find one uniform conclusion. 
You will not find one single country in 
which this proposition is admitted —that 
what we are doing now is an injustice. 
In Bavaria the universities are open to 
students of all creeds, and the Church 
exercises no control whatever. I come to 
Belgium— 

“The University of Louvain was founded by 
the Roman ( ‘atholic Episcopate of Belgium as 
w university where the arts and sciences should 
be taught by professors who hold the orthodox 


faith, and think rightly of the Roman Catholic 
relision. Article XIII. of the general regula- 


tions expressly declared that all students must | 


Mr. Arnold-Forster. 





Public Education. Theology does not form 
one of the subjects taught in the univer- 
sities. In Holland, the universities of 
Levden, Utrecht, Groningen, and Amster- 
dam are open to students of all creeds and 
persuasions. No objection is made by the 
Roman Catholic clergy to persons of their 
faith attending these universities. In 
Portuga! the Episcopate does claim rights 
over the education of the country, but the 
State votes nothing towards it, save for 
scientific establishments. In Prussia no 
special arrangements exist for the univer- 
sity education of Roman Catholics, as 


‘such, except in regard to the study of 


Roman Catholic theology. I learn to- 


night from my _ right hon friend the 
Member for the University of Dublin 
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— 


that there is a disposition at Trinity 
College to give theological teaching to 
any member of the Roman Catholic com- 
munity. I would make this further ex- 
tract from the evidence given in regard 
to Prussia- 

«The Prussian universities ure institutions 
yoverned and maintained by the State. 
Extraneous co-operation and interference, 
such as was formerly exercised hy the Papacy, 
no longer exists. The right of conferring 
degrees issues directly from the State authori- 
ties, which also determine the constitution 
and status of each university. The connection 
of the universities with the church was 
originally so close, that in the Middle Ages, 
and even in the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries, they could with justice have been 
described as ecclesiastical institutions. Since 
the eighteenth century this connection has 
gradually become less intimate, and in the 
present day the universities have entirely laid 
aside their ecclesiastical character. 

Then we come to Spain—a Roman 
Catholic country if ever there was one— 

“There exists in Spain no special provision 
for the education of Roman Catholies, or of 
any religious denomination. The Government 
universities are not in any way connected with 
the Episcopate, no inquiry is made with 
regard to the religion professed by those 
entering them, nor even respecting that of the 
professors themselves. Those intended for the 
priesthood are educated at seminaries.” 
we are told, is a Roman Catholic 
country. Is that the programme we are 
asked to sanction in Ireland? If so, that 
throws a great deal of light on the 
problem we are asked to solve. I cannot 
accuse the Spanish Government of gross 
illiberality because they adopt this course 
regarding their university institutions. — I 
should like to say a word about Switzer- 
land. We have had an eloquent and 

| 
interesting speech from the — hon. 
Member for the Arfon Division. Switzer- 
land is a country not altogether different 
from Wales. It has a long history, and 
is now prosperous and free. There 
we five universities in Switzerland, four 
of which, Bale, Zurich, Geneva, and 
Lausanne, are constituted ona 
utterly incompatible with the request 
made tous tonight. There remains the 
University of Freiburg, a modern institu- 
tion, founded by two verv able and dis- 
tinguished Roman Catholics, who are 
residents in and members for the Canton 
of Freiburg. What is the history of that 
university! In the first place, it has 
never received the sanction of the Federal 
law; the statutes of the university have 
never been confirmed ; its financial con- 
dition is most unsound ; and its degrees 


Ireland, 


basis 
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are not recognised by the German 
universities, and have very scant recog- 
nition in Switzerland itself. If we are to 
take Freiburg as an example, I ask hon. 
Members to look at what it means. In 
Freiburg there was an attempt made to 
create that ideal university which has 
been sketched out by my right hon. 
friend the Member for South Aberdeen, 
and which T suppose is conceived by some 
other hon. Members who support this 
proposal. There was an attempt made to 
introduce there the best secular teaching 


under — ecclesiastical government. A 
number of professors of reputation were 


brought in from Germany, and some 
from America. After a year or two had 
passed some Dominican monks came from 
France. They acquired the direction of 
this university, made the situation of the 
German professors so intolerable that 
eleven or twelve left the, university, and 
ever since that time there has been 
a most embittered correspondence, 
conducted in both languages, between 
the resigning professors and the 


Dominican friars or monks by whom 
they have been practically expelled 
from the University of Freiburg. If we 


are to go to Switzerland for an example 
of the institution we wish to see estab- 
lished in Ireland, it is not to the Univer- 
sity of Freiburg we should go, but to the 
four universities of European reputation 
which exist in that Republic, which have 
provided some of the most learned 
students of Europe, and which are on a 
basis inconsistent with that which we are 
asked to yield to-night. There is only 
one other reference I wish to make to this 
report, and I make it because it is a very 
important one, and one we cannot possibly 
omit. I have been talking about Con 
tinental countries. It may fairly be said 
that we are an enlightened people and 
are not bound in any way by the prece- 
dents of European countries ; that we, 
hoth in England and Ireland, are in 
advance of those countries, and that by 
combining our moral and intellectual 
superiority we can lay down a sound pre 
cedent which can be relied on and be in no 
way affected by the errors of the Continent. 
[ do not know that I quite accept that 
view. I think it is a relevant fact that 
the experience of many many years has pro- 
duced an absolutely unanimous conviction 
throughout the whole of the Continent. 
But I gonowto agreat kindred country, and 
one which has, | think, some grounds to 
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claim the allegiance and sympathy of hon. 
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| the affairs of our colonies than | am, but 


Members opposite as well as the respect | I venture to say that, with the exception 


of hon. Members on this side of the 
House : I go to the United States. What 
do we find there ? 


“In the United States the demand for 


higher, or university education, among the 
members of the Church of Rome has been met 
by the foundation at various times of 
numerous universities and colleges in all 
parts of the Republic. These institutions, the 
great majority of which are conducted by reli- 
ious orders and congregations of the regular 
clergy, have been incorporated under the laws 
of the States and federal district or territories 
in which they were respectively established, 
so as to secure the recognition of the degrees 
conferred by them upon their students. Some 
of them have also had university privileges 
granted to them by the Holy See.” 
This next sentence is important 

But Roman Catholic institutions, like those 
of other denominations, are debarred from 
public endowment either from Feteral or 
State Governments, or from the municipal 
authorities of the towns in which they are 
situated.” 


*THE SECRETARY to tur LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) was understood to 
say that there was already a university in 
[reland receiving State money. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: My hon. 
friend is quite right. It has been men- 
tioned already this evening that by a side 
wind there is an institution in Dublin at 
St. Stephen’s Green which at present, 
under the name of the Catholic Univer- 
sity, is receiving something between 
£7,000 and £8,000 a year from the State. 
But that is not my point. 


*Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: [ was not 
referring to the Catholic University, but 
to the Royal University and the Queen's 
Colleges. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER: And I 
referred to the Roman Catholic Univer- 
sity, and I utterly fail to see what rele- 
vance that remark has to my statement 
that if we are to look abroad for guidance 
either to the Continent or to the United 
States we get no encouragement or sanc- 
tion for the proposal of which I under- 
stand my hon. friend is in favour. With 
regard to what we can learn trom outside 
| have only one word more to say. My 
hon. friend the Member for the Stowbridge 


Division spoke of the lesson we may learn | 


from our colonies. There are many Mem- 
bers here who are better acquainted with 
Mr, Arnold-lorster, 


|of the university to which he referred, 
| the Laval University in Quebec, there 
is absolutely no institution through- 
out the British Empire, outside these 
islands, which would come within the 
definition he seems to suggest. [I may be 
wrong, but I do not know of any self- 
governing colony which has deliberately 
established a  State-endowed — Roman 
Catholic University. If such exists, | 
shall be interested to learn where it is. 


[AN Hon. Member: Laval.| 9 With 
‘regard to the Laval University, 1 
will only say this: it is not a 
modern one. [An Hon. MEMBER: 


It was founded in 1852.] Yes, it was 
founded in 1852, but it is recited in the 
charter by which that university was 
established that it was founded in con- 
tinuation of an institution which had 
existed in Canada for over 200 vears, 
The Laval University is a sur 
vival of a time which iaas long gone 
by, and I do not share the roseate view 
of the hon. Member for Suffolk with 
regard to the influence and value of that 
university. I have before me a letter 
written by a very competent adviser, in 
which occur these observations 

recently no serious ats 
tempt was made to provide elementary 
education in the province of Quebec. — In this 
regard the province is still in a most back- 
ward condition. There are many parts of the 
province in which the great bulk of the 
inhabitants cannot read or write, and even 
school commissioners and members of munici- 
pal councils are frequently found unable to 
read or write. The general result is that 
educational development in this province is 
most unsatisfactory, very far behind what is 
found inall the other provinces in Canada. 
And this is the result of the existence of 
that centre of national intelligence of 
which the First Lord speaks and which 
he desires to reproduce in Dublin 
Therefore, if we are to rely on this single 
instance of the survival of Newfoundland 
University we ought to have more testi- 
mony than we have had hitherto as to 
its value and as to the intention of hon. 
Members to create anything remotely 
resembling that institution either in con- 
stitution or in the work which it does. I 
do not think I have said anything which 
can fairly be said to detract from the 
moderate tone in which this debate has 
been conducted, but I think I am entitled 
to. point out that by the passages I have 
read, the onus of proof has certainly been 
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shifted to those hon. Members who desire 
to go back upon this uniform movement. 
If we are to take our ideal from the uni- 
versal practice of other countries in the 
world, we are justified in the course we 
are taking, and we should not be justified 
in following the advice given by hon. 
Members opposite from Treland. —T repre- 
sent those who feel that the course which 
has been taken by this country is not 
only just in itself, but is absolutely 
essential in the interests of all freedom 
and popular liberty, That, | know, will 
he disputed from the other side. Hon. 
Members opposite would take another 
view. They would say that human 
happiness, and possibly human_ liberty, 
would be promoted by going back in this 
matter, but I think it is fair, bearing in 
mind the whole history of this question, 
that | should he allowed to speak, and not 
with bated breath, of the view which I 
most distinctly hold that it is by the con- 
tinnance of the very system which it is 
now desired to repreduce, that this country 
and other countries have been held back 
from the freedom we now enjoy. — 1 do 
not recognise the value of the argument, 
although Ido recognise as a contribution 
to the debate the tendency to introduce 
the question of elementary education. I 
do not see that there is any fair parallel 
to be drawn between elementary and 
university education. The object of 
elementary education is to teach very 
young children the elements of knowledge, 
and if at that time we think it is 
your duty—and most of us do—-to instil 
into their minds, in the only way we can, 
the principles of religion, it is not unrea 
sonable to take that opportunity. But 
when you come to the university you are 
not dealing with the same material. A 
University is a piace in which universal 
knowledge is or may be imparted, and 
when I carry my mind back to the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House, I recall a vision of 
a university which would in no way re- 
present that universality of knowledge 
which to my mind is connected with the 
very idea of a university. 
stand on what great principle we are 
asked to establish a university in 
which three of the faculties are to be 
held in abeyance. [‘‘No.”] There again | 
am not only ready but anxious to be cor- 
rected if 1am wrong. I should like my 
hon. friends to tell me whether [ am not 
right in saying that the suggestion of the 
right hon. Gentleman was 
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Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.) : What he 
said was that they should not be State- 
endowed. 


*Mr. ARNOLD-FORSTER : Exactly, 
and what that means is that the State 
will endow that university, but will take 
no responsibility ‘for three of the most 
important faculties. | attach great im 
portance to that. You may go all through 
Europe, and you will find a consensus of 
opinion as to the limits within which 
these subjects should be taught. If the 
State does not make itself responsible for 
these faculties you will have a limitation 
of the teaching of those subjects, 
which may, ipso facto, put that uni- 
versity on a _ different plane — I 
will not say a lower plane, as I 
do not wish to be offensive — from 
that of other universities, where full 
research and full play for human know- 
ledge is permitted. I have already 
spoken too long, and [I will conclude by 
saying that there is not one man in this 
House who has the faintest idea of what 
it is we are asked to do. I have some 
knowledge of what can be the meaning of 
a Roman Catholic University; [ have 
studied this question enough to know 
what liberality in this matter can 
mean. - am under a _ very clear 
responsibility, not only to my own con- 
science, but to my constituents, who 
must he considered if this matter is to be 
brought to any satisfactory conclusion. 
On their behalf, and on behalf of a number 
of Members of this House, I say that we 
want to know what it is to which we are 
being committed—-whether we are to 
follow the hon. Member for East Mayo or 
the right hon. Gentleman the First Lord 
of the Treasury, or the right hon. Gentle 
man the Member for South Aberdeen, or 
my hon, friend the Member for the 
Stowbridge Division, or the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Dublin 
University, the statements of all of 
whom are, as far as I can make out, 
utterly irreconcilable, not in their genera- 
lities, but in the practical application of 
their generalities. Under which leader 
are we to be induced to make this conces- 
sion? {AN Hon. Member: They are all 
leaders.| Yes, they are all leaders, and 
they all lead in different directions. Tf I 
can get any illumination in this matter [ 


/ may, perhaps, be disposed to change my 
| mind, 


but I do not think it is at all 
likely. 
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Mr. DILLON: I think this is one of 
the most interesting debates which have 
taken place in the House of Commons. 
As an Irish Member I feel hound to offer 
my warmest and most grateful thanks to 
the hon. Member for Oxford University, 
the hon. Member for the Arfon Division 
of Carnarvonshire, and the hon. Member 
for the Stowmarket Division for the 
generous and sympathetic speeches which 
they have contributed to this debate. I 
confess that if this debate had produced 
nothing except the remarkable and, to us 
Irishmen, most grateful speech of the hon. 
Member for Oxford University, the debate 
would have amply justified itself. That 
an hon. Member holding his high position 
in the learned world, and representing 
the greatest seat of learning of its time, 
should become a convert to our demand 
and advocate our claim in such powerful 
and eloquent language, — undoubtedly 
marks a considerable advance in our cause. 
I will now turn to the speech of the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for South 
Aberdeen, because it raised certain impor- 
tant and vital matters connected with this 
whole question. At the outset he ex 
pressed his regret that the mover and the 
seconder of the motion had not given to 
the House some indication of the plan 
contemplated hy the [rish people for the 
settlement of this question. He pro 
ceeded to say that at present there was no 
plan before the House. With regard to 
his criticism that we have submitted no 
plan, Ido not think it isa fair or just 
one. It has been recognised, and over 
and over again stated by men high in 
authority in this House, and versed in its 
practice and traditions, that it — is 
not the wisest or most prudent way 
to advance any great question, for 
those interested in it to introduce a Bill 
or a plan which can only be brought for- 
ward as a private Member's measure ; but 
that, on the contrary, the proper and best 
course is to endeavour to obtain from the 
House a recognition of the existence of a 
grievance, before addressing one’s self to 
the particulars of a Bill, | ventured, 
however, to point out, and the right hon. 
Gentleman recognised the truth of the 
remark, that we were not without a plan, 
because we have before us the plan which 
has come to be known as the plan of the 
First Lord of the ‘Treasury. The right 
hon. Gentleman commented upon that 
proposal, and said we were entitled to 


suppose that when that letter was written | 
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it was the plan of the Government. [| 
must say, on behalf of the right hon, 
Gentleman who leads this House, that he 
has always been perfectly frank and 
honest’ in this matter, and that he took 
the most elaborate precautions to safe- 
guard himself and to point out to the 
country and to the House that this pro- 
posal came from himself alone, and that 
it was in nosense a Government proposal, 
sut, said the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for South Aberdeen, what security 
or indication have we that this proposal 
would be accepted in its entirety, or even 
with some slight modifications, by the 
bishops and the lay Catholics of Ireland ' 
He then went on to make a very remark- 
able statement, which I confess took me hy 
surprise. He said that, so far from having 
any reason or ground to imagine that this 
proposal would be accepted, he under- 
stood that the bishops of Treland had 
changed their mind and had decided to 
refuse it. I think it is of the utmost 
importance that this matter — should 
be put ona true basis. What happened 


with regard to the plan of — the 
right hon. Gentleman the Leader of 


the House? It was made, as everyone 
will remember, in a letter addressed by 
the right hon. Gentleman to one of his 
constituents in the month of January last 
vear, and subsequently ina speech de 
livered in) Kast Manchester. This letter 
and this speech naturally created a vast 
amount of interest and some excite- 
ment amongst the Catholics of Ireland. 
Immediately after the delivery of the 
speech a great and representative confer- 
ence of Irish Catholics was held in the 
Mansion House at Dublin. Present at 
that meeting was the secretary of the 
Irish bishops, and the plan of the First 
Lord of the Treasury was discussed. Not 
one word, critical or hostile, was said, but 
all the speeches were of a character 
friendly to the plan, and suggesting that 
the proposal should be considered in a 
most friendly spirit by the Catholics of 
Ireland. We were given to understand, 
and I believe there is no doubt about the 
fact, that the bishops had arranged to 
hold a meeting to consider that plan. But 
what happened in the interval ? Shortly 
after the conference at the Mansion 
House, in February last year, I believe, 
a semi-official notice appeared in the 
Standard newspaper, a statement accepted 
by the bishops and the Catholics of 
Ireland as semi-ofticial, announcing that 
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that plan was in no sense a Government 
lan, and that the Government had no 
intention whatever of dealing with the 
question. That, of itself, might have 
heen passed over, although it certainly 
ereated a feeling of profound disappoint- 
ment on the part of Irishmen, but it was 
followed by the speech of the Duke of 
Devonshire, which must be fresh in 
the memory of every Member of this 
House. | would ask the House to listen 
while | read a short extract from that 
speech. Speaking on the 16th March of 
last year to the Liberal Unionist Associa- 
tion, the Duke of Devonshire used these 
words 

“{ should he extremely surprised if, during 
the existence of the present Government 
Mark those words. He did not even say 
“during the existence of the present 
Parliament,” but “during the existence 
of the present Government.” 

. any practical measure dealing with 
this subject is brought forward.  L acknow- 
ledge, gentlemen,—perhaps [ ought to be 
ashamed of so acknowledging -that this is a 
subject to whieh | have not recently given 
any close study. [admit that the arguments 
put forward by Mr. Balfour are extremely 
difficult, to answer, but the experience | 
obtained on this question, which now, [ am 
sorty to say, goes back as far as 1873. when I 
was a member of Mr, Gladstone’s Government, 
which proposed to deal with the question of 
university education, has led me very much 
to doubt whether, as a measure of practical 
politics, it is possible for either a Liberal or a 
Conservative Government to make any pro- 

Bl 
posals on this subject, which should not be 
limited by conditions and restrictions which 
will fail to mekeit a satisfactory solution of 
the problem of Roman Catholic education. J 
have never looked upon the question as one of 
imnediate practical importance.” 


In face of that statement, what conclusion 
could the bishops and the laity come to 4 
| think it is unfair to charge them with 
the intention attributed to them of reject- 
ing the proposals of the First Lord, when, 
as a matter of fact, they were never 
allowed to consider them when this non 
possumus was introduced. Let me point 
out what is the record of the bishops on 
this question. You will find it in their 
declaration of 28th June, 1897, when they 
say — 

“In the course of his speech Mr. Balfour 
observed that upon this complex problem the 
Government had not as much guidance from 
leaders of Irish aoe opinion as they would 
like to have. Perhaps he may have some 
reason for the complaint, but for our part we 
must say that we have always been ready to 
place any information which we possessed at 
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the disposal of the Government, but that we 
have never received an intimation that anyone 
in authority had any desire to receive it from 
us. Even now we should be vlad if anyone 
were to formulate a series of questions.” 

And then they proceeded with the famous 
declaration which has been alluded to. 
There is another point. I desire to say 
in the frankest way this. It has always 
been the custom here to assume that this 
question is one between the bishops and 
the Government. Permit me to say that 
it is nothing of the sort. I tell the 
Government deliberately that if they pro- 
duce a plan which commends itself to the 
judgment and consciences of the great 
body of the Catholic laity in Ireland, I 
do not believe that the bishops, even if 
they desired, would dare to refuse it. The 
laity are primarily — interested, and, 
although we desire to act with the clergy, 
it is absolutely untrue, and T indignantly 
deny, that the Trish Catholies are 
dictated to by the bishops. Even 
if the bishops were so unwise and so 
bigoted as to refuse a proper plan, the 
opinion of the Catholies of Ireland would 
override that of the bishops. The plan 
of Mr. Gladstone in I&873 was defeated, 
not by the bishops, but by the Catholic 
laity, and the first movement against it 
was by the medical students of the 
Royal University, of whom [ was one, 
About a hundred students got together to 
discuss the Bill, and we declared against 
it, and I have now a copy of the petition 
which we sent to the Catholic bishops ask- 
ing them to oppose the Bill, because it 
threatened to be ruinous and injurious 
to Ireland. This has not always been a 
purely ecclesiastical question, for it is one 
in which the laity are deeply interested, 
and they have suffered too much to reject 
any reasonable scheme, even if some of the 
bishops were opposed to it. What is the 
present position of this question? It was 
supposed to be making at one time such 


| good progress in this country that we 


hoped that even in the life of this Govern- 
ment the pledges made on the eve of a 


| general election might be redeemed. Well, 





I no longer see any sign of that progress 
which, according to the right hon. Gentle- 
man, would entitle him to make it a 
Government question. I do not see any- 
thing that entitles us to hope for a settle- 
ment on the lines of the gradual growth of 
public opinion within any reasonable 
number of years. But are hon. Members 
prepared to say that so long as_ public 
opinion in Great Britain is unconverted so 
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long must the Catholics of Ireland remain 
without university education? Have not 
English statesmen declared a deadly 
wound is being inflicted upon the lite 
of Ireland? Let it be remembered 
that the public opinion which is 
to be changed before anything is done is 
that of the people who are not suffering 


from the grievance. We have heard 
about the liberality of Trinity College, 


and nothing more unreal than those 
declarations can be imagined. The govern- 
ing body is purely Protestant ; the Pro- 
vost isa Protestant Minister and contro- 
versialist. I will put a test to the hon. 
Gentleman. The Government have, as | 
understand, the appointing of the Provost. 
Suppose they appointed Father Delaney 

Father Finlay, would the Protestants 
of Ireland exhibit their liberality by 
accepting him! They told us to capture 
Trinity College. Why? Because they 
knew there is not a shadow of a chance of 
its being done. There would he a nice 
uproar if we were to attempt it. Talk as 
you may, it will remain a Protestant insti- 
tution. Then, as to the Queen’s Colleges, 
we know they are not attended by 
Catholics, whoever they may be presided 
over by. There is only one Catholic on the 
governing body of Galway College, which 
is in the most Catholic province in Ire- 
land, and only the other day they re- 
moved a Catholic and appointed a Pro- 
testant president. Then, as to the Royal 
University, it is stated that we have it in 
our hands, and that it is altogether a 
purely Catholic institution. Even if that 
were so, it would not solve the question, 
because the Royal University does not 
teach anyone, It teaches nothing, and 
there is no more futile solution of a great 
problem like this than to try to palm off 
awn examining board upon us and say, 
“You have got there all you want.” 
Even if we had the Royal University en- 
tirely in our hands, it would not solve the 
question, nor would it go an appreciable 
distance towards it. As a matter of fact, 
I find, according to the last return, that 


the governing body of that institution 
consists of nineteen Protestants and 


fifteen Catholics. It looks now as if the 
question was to be put back for fifty 
years or more, during which time the 
younger men of our country are to be 
denied this education, which is their chief 
asset, for in the brains of our people and 
our poor, in my judgment, lies the greatest 
wealth of Ireland. We are told we are 


Mr, Dillon, 
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to wait until the prejudices of English- 


men are allayed and assuaged, Ww vhilag 
in Ireland things are going — steadily 
from bad to worse. An hon. Member 


truly said that under the _ present 
system we have a purely clerical college 
drawing tive or six hundred a year 
indirectly, and he seemed to think that one 
way to settle this question was to in- 
crease that endowment. Was there ever 
a greater instance of perversity ! You 
object to endow a great University which 
will do the work which is needed, and 
will compete with Trinity College and 
others in the light of day, but you allow 
a small endowment to leak out to a 
purely denominational college-—a college 
with reference to which you know nothing, 
And yet you say you ‘will not endow 

you will not break your great principles, 
But you are doing it, and you are doing 
it in the worst possible way, because it is 
being done without restraint, and in a 
mean dirty way which does not satisfy 
Irishmen. Ought that fact not to bring 
home to the mind of any hon. Member 
of this House who approaches the 
subject in an honest way, the absurd 
state in which you have handled this 
question! Let me direct the attention 
of the House to two aspects of the 
question. This question has been dealt 
with too much as a religious one. 
There are two aspects which have been 
neglected and overlooked. The first of 
these is higher education generally, apart 
altogether from the question of religion. 
Will you get any man in Ireland who is 
really working for higher education to 
stand up and say that he thinks it is 
satisfactory ! I could take up considerable 
time quoting great authorities in Lreland 
to show that it is very unsatisfactory. 
Dr. Hamilton has declared over and over 
again that he desires most earnestly a 
settlement of the claims of Catholics, not 
only in the interests of the Catholics them- 
selves, but also in the interests of his own 
college and of higher education. The 
result of persistently denying to the [rish 
Catholics their reasonable demand has 
heen to disorganise the whole system 
of university education, for it has 
created that unrest and uncertainty 
which must be fatal to its successful de- 
velopment, and, as the hon. Member for 
South Aberdeen said, the result of this 
persistent denial of the claims of the 
Catholics has been that every educational 


problem connected with Lreland is judged 
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not from an edueational, but from aj] Irish Catholics not only a Catholic uni- 


political point of view. 
vave us a Royal University endowed 
with a large sum of money, and although 
it has skimmed over the sore it has done 
nothing to elevate the higher education 
of the country. Therefore I say that not 
only are you inflicting, by persisting in 
this policy, a great grievance on the 
masses Of the population in Treland, but 
you are injuring, stunting, and interfer- 
ing with the natural development of 
higher education in every part of Treland. 
In claiming this university for Trish 
Catholics | have always s endeavoured to 
bring home to the House the fact that 1 
look at it not only from a religious point 
of view but also from a national point 
of view. What have been the traditions 
of Trinity College! It was established 
at a time of bitter race hatred and_per- 
It was alien in its faith, in all 
its traditions and in all its — spirit, 
and it remains so to this hour. If 
| wish to give proof of that statement I 
need go no further than the extraordi- 
nary evidence of Professor Atkinson and 
Professor Mahatfy before the Intermediate 
Education Commission, who said it had 
treated Celtic learning with contempt, 
and to its shame be it said, had left that 
work to be done by French and German 
scholars from the most distant parts of 
Europe, who learn the language of our 
country and write those magnificent 
works on the literature of — Treland. 
lrinity College has done nothing to 
encourage the learning of our country. 
Ithas treated it ina hostile spirit, and when 
Mr. Dickenson the other day was examined 
before the Intermediate Education Com- 
iission on the question of the teaching 
four language, he gave evidence which | 
venture to say astonished and shocked 
eery Celtic scholar in Europe, for his 
the ancient language of 
insult to the whole 
Was 


secution. 


knowledge ot 
lreland was an 
comtry, and he 


| 





backed up by | 


amother great authority who covered our | 


aieient language and literature with con 
tempt and scorn. That is only one of 
the characteristic manifestations of the 
spirit which has driven Irish Catholics 
away from Trinity College. Therefore, 
when you talk about opening wide those 
doors you talk absurdity and nonsense, 
because it is impossible that the great 
wultitude of Irish people would ever find 
ghemselves at home within the walls of 
lrinity College. Therefore, I claim for 
VOL, LXXXI. [Fourts Series. ] 


That is why you | versity to which the Catholic can resort, 


but a national university where the Celtic 
spirit of our people will have full and 
fair play. I hear people talking about 
the multiplication of universities 
degrading education in [reland. 
I ask—has the multiplication of universi- 
ties degraded education in Scotland and 
in Germany ? Cananyone say that we have 
in Ireland a university which gives fair 
play to culture raey of the soil and char- 
acteristic of the people ? The Irish people 
say to those who have enjoyed Trinity 
College for three centuries, “ Keep your 
university ; we do not desire to interfere 
with it; but we say give to the people of 
Ireland a university which can compete 
with yours in generous rivalry.” We 
want a university with the national spirit 
of Ireland, a university instinct with the 
national spirit of the people of Lreland. 
We have offered over and over again to 
the unreasoning prejudices of this House 
the fullest safeguards against persecutions 
or against narrowness of teaching, and | 


can assure the House, speaking for 
the laymen of Ireland, and I feel 
sure also for the vast number of the 
bishops and priests of [reland, that 


we desire only to have a free university, 
based upon a liberal constitution, and 
able to compete with the University of 
Dublin and other kindred bodies in 
[reland ; and in my judgment it will be 
one of the wisest acts that this House 
ever did if it frankly and freely offers this 
university to [reland. I beg of the Govern- 
ment to approach the question frankly, 
and not to make it a matter of some 
miserable political bargain. [ believe in 
my heart and my soul that if the First Lord 
of the Treasury had the courage—and he 
has great courage —-to put down upon the 
Table of this House a Bill drafted in the 
spirit of his own speeches, and say he 
wanted, without reference to political 
interest, to settle this question in the 
interests of higher education in Ireland, he 
would carry the Bill, and that many who 


had formerly opposed him would now 
unite with him in carrving it into law. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I rise’ with 


great reluctance to speak on the present 
occasion, not because my zeal has cooled 
in the cause which has been so ably advo- 
cated on both sides of the House in 
favour of higher education in Ireland, 


L 
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suited to the wants and wishes of Roman! pressed them with the knowledge of my 


Catholics in that country, but because I 


feel that I have so often spoken in this | 


House and out of it, have made so many 
speeches, and written so many letters, 
upon this one theme that I really have 
nothing new to say to the House ; no argu. 
ment to advance which I have not already 
developedto the best of my ability; no new 
consideration to urge on the House or the 
British public with which they are not 
familiar, or with which they might not be 


if they have followed closely the course of | 


these discussions. But, at the same time, 
as the question has been raised, I suppose 
I can hardly allow this discussion to draw 
to its legitimate conclusion without say- 
ing a few words, in addition to the many 
I have used, in advocacy of the same 


| ; 
colleagues, and having put my hand to 


the plough I did not think it consistent 
with my own personal honour or the 
duty Lowe to the House or the country 
to turn hack ; and that which I stated in 
1889 as a member of the Government | 
have felt it my duty to press on public 
attention ever since. While quite recog- 
nising the inexpediency of members of 
the Government carrying ona propaganda 
on their own account upon any particular 
subject of public policy, | would ask the 
House to remember that when a mission- 


| ary enterprise of this sort is begun under 


the conditions which I have described, | 
think it is not in the public interest that 
it should be abandoned by those who have 
startedit; and for myownpart I meanin the 


great cause of national education which [| future, as | have done in the past, to do 


have now, as I| have always had, closely 
at heart. The hon. Gentleman who 
moved this Amendment and some others 
who have followed him in the debate have 
criticised, in a friendly — spirit, 
I admit, but still criticised 


most 
have 


all that I can to convert my countrymen 


| to the views which | hold with extreme 


, more than I can do. 


the independent attitude which [ have | 


from sub- 


ject. 


the first taken up this 
They seem to think it inconsistent 


on 


with the position which | have the honour 
to hold on this bench and in the Govern- 
ment that I should have, without previous 
consultation with my colleagues and with- 
out obtaining their assent, advanced, 
publicly, my opinion on a great subject of 
public importance. I admit that is a 
course which ought rarely to be taken by 
a Minister of the Crown. I admit fully 
that independent missionary action should, 
on the whole and asa rule, be left to 
persons outside the corporate life of a 
Government. But I would remind the 
House that the opinions I expressed as to 
this reform in the letter which has been 
more than once alluded to, and in speeches 
I have delivered since the present Govern- 
ment was formed, are not new opinions 
of mine, but date back to more than ten 
years ago, when, as Irish Secretary, I was 
responsible for the Government of Ireland. 
At that time I expressed very much the 
views I have since I ex- 


Mr, A, J. Balfour, 


advocated, 


| policy which I describe. 


‘has been suggested, 


and almost passionate earnestness. Having 
made that frank statement of my views 
to the House, they must not ask me to do 
It is not my busi. 
ness to refrain from speech on this subject 
unless [ can say that it is the Government 
It is not the 
Government policy. It is a policy largely 
held, I believe, on this side of the House 
—largely and increasingly held among 
friends of mine, increasingly large. | 
know that, not only on that side of the 
House, but on this, there are a large 
number of Gentlemen who differ from me 
upon this question, who have a perfect 
right to differ,and whom I have no right 
to coerce in this matter, whom I shall 
convert if I can, but, if | cannot, who have 
as good a right to their own opinion as I 
have to mine. I pass, therefore, from that 
personal aspect of the question to another 
aspect which may, in a certain sense, be 
regarded as personal also. 
particular plan for dealing with this 


I suggested a 


problem in the letter I wrote at the 
beginning of last year. That plan seemed 
to me to get over a great many difficulties. 
It is a plan which [ still think is in many 
respects better than any alternative that 
sut I wish it to he 
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distinctly understood that so long as the 
main object of that scheme is carried out 
[care not by what machinery that result 
is attained, 
in my own patent. I dare say better plans 
-plans more congenial to Lrish sentiment 
—_may be started. If they are started, 
and they carry out the main object which 
we have in view—which is that of pro- 
viding a system of higher education which 
willmeet the wantsof Catholies—Labandon 
myown plan most gladly. Notasingle word 
| propose to say to-night will be in defence 
of the particular scheme which I have 
advocated, or will be intended to suggest 
that no better plan may not be hammered 
out by other minds than mine and may 
not receive, both in Ireland and in this 
country, « larger measure of support 
than my scheme has, as yet, been able 
to obtain. I will break my own rule by 
saying one word in defence of certain 
aspects of the scheme which I pro- 
pounded. In my judgment the university 
which I desired to see established was an 
indenominational university. I have been 
told by letter, by speech, and otherwise, 
that the university | proposed to start 
was undenominational only in name. | 
had hoped that a university on that plan 
would have been felt to conform abso- 
lutely to the principles of legislation laid 
1873, and that it would not 
have been open to any gentleman to say 


down in 


that the principles of the Abolition of 


Tests Act had been evaded by such a 
university. [still hold that view. What 
was the principle of the Act of 18757 It 
was that no place should be given because 


[ have no personal interest | 
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of religion, that no place should be with- | 


held because of religion, that in the dis- 
tribution of endowments, in the granting 


of education, religion should be put abso- | 


lutely upon one side. That is the prin- 
tiple of the Act of 1873, and I maintain 
that that principle would be absolutely 
carried out by a university founded upon 
the plan which I ventured to sketch out 
It is said in reply to that, “Oh, but, 


after all, the governing body are going 


Catholies, or in the main 
Roman Catholies, and probably in conse- 


to be Roma ; 
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quence of that a great many of the 
professors will be Roman Catholics. That 


is an evasion of the Tests Act.” Wasa 
more shallow argument, an argument 


which took less account of the actual fact 
of university education in this country, 
ever advanced in the House of Commons ? 
I do not believe that there is at this 
moment, either in the University of 
Aberdeen, St. Andrews, Glasgow, Edin- 
burgh, Victoria University, the Welsh 
University, Oxford, or Cambridge a single 
Roman Catholic professor. 


Sm FS. POWELL (Wigan) : 
there is Lord Acton. 


Yes, 
one 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Quite true; 
but, as the right hon. Gentleman opposite 
reminds me, Lord Acton is professor on 
a subject which would not be endowed 
by public funds in the new university ; so 
that it is absolutely true to say that at 
this moment in the Universities of Eng- 
land and Scotland there is not one Roman 
Catholic professor on any subject which 
would endowed under the 
which | ventured to propose. Ninety-nine 
per cent. of the students, | believe, are 
Protestants, and yet all these universities 
carry out the spirit of the Act of 1873. 
Then, [ ask, how can it be said that a 


he scheme 


university in Ireland, which would be only 
the sense that the 
governing body would be in’ the main 


Roman Catholic in 


Roman Catholic, and which might be in 
the 
beforehand 


though that we cannot tell 
that a majority of the pro- 


sense 


fessors would be Roman Catholic, how ean 
that in common sense and in common 
honesty be described as a violation of the 
Act of 1873? It is untrue to say that 
such a university would be undenomi- 
national only in name. On the contrary, 
it would be undenominational in precisely 
the same sense as, and to the full extent 
to which, any university now existing 
within the four seas is undenominational 
at the present moment. I hope, there- 
fore, that that argument will not be urged 
against the plan I proposed, whatever else 
may be urged against it, aud that it wil} 
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henceforth be allowed to die a natural 
death. Then, while on this subject of 
the Tests Act, | must say one word about 
something which fell from my right hon. 
friend the Member for Dublin University, 
who interesting speech 
earlier in the evening. He said that the 
doors of Trinity College were thrown 
videly open, that Roman Catholic students 


made a very 


vould be weleome, and that if need be a 
Roman Catholic chapel would be built, 
and a Roman Catholic faculty of theology 
I think that is a 


would be established. 


new policy, 

*Mr. LECKY: 1 said there is now a 
Presbyterian professor in Trinity College 
to teach Presbyterian theology, and 
Trinity College would be willing to make 
a corresponding appointment of a Roman 
Catholic professor. 1 do not know that 
it has ever been proposed to educate the 
priests there. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
have pressed my right hon. friend's ob- 
servations farther than he intended, but 
it was quite unintentional. What [I want 
to say is, I should greatly regret that any 


Perhaps | may 


change should be made in the Protestant 
traditions of Trinity College. Hon. Gen- 
tlemen who object to this scheme for 
educating Roman Catholics would like to 
see Trinity College do for Roman 
Catholics all it does for Protestants. | 
have no such hope or desire. ‘Trinity 
College, from the very moment of its 
inception, has been in spirit a Protestant 
institution, and | am_ sufliciently — pre- 
judiced, if you choose to put it in that 
way, to desire that in spirit it should he 
a Protestant institution to the end of 
time. | should regard with something 
like dismay the intrusion, as | should 
regard it, into Trinity College of a great 
body of Jesuit professors, or the establish- 
ment of Roman Catholic professorships, 
or any change in Trinity College which 
would make the proportion of Roman 
Catholics to Protestants at all correspond 
to the proportion of Protestants to Roman 
Catholics in the whole of Ireland. . Much 


Mr. A: J. Balfour, 
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rather than see any result of that sort, | 
should prefer to see some other univer. 
sity or college established which would 
carry out the object my right hon. 
and I have equally at heart, 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member 


friend 


for South Aberdeen made a speech shortly 
the the practical 
object of which [ found it very difficult 


before dinner-hour, 


to understand. He spoke, as he always 
speaks, with great knowledge of his sub- 
ject and great facility of expression, but 
1 could the 
speech what it was he wanted, what he 


not discover at end of his 
objected to, or what he desired to see 
established. It was a happy balance of 
arguinent. Any gentleman unexpectedly 
called out of the House in the middle of 
the speech would have thought, when he 
came in again, that the right hon. Gentle- 
man was discussing the other side of the 
question to that he was speaking on when 
he went out. But there is one special 
point in the speech I should like to call 
attention to. He said, citing the Blue- 
hook which has been laid on the Table of 
the House, that he surveyed Europe from 
end to end, and he found no university in 
all Europe to meet the Trish demands, 


and he stated that even in the most 
Roman Catholic countries on the Con- 
tinent there are no universities which 


have a distinctive theological foundation. 


Mr. BRYCE: I said I did think 


the purely Roman Catholic countries were 


hot 


countries from which an analogy could be 
extracted. Therefore | left those countries 
their conditions 


on one side, because 


were too unlike ours to admit of com- 


parison, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Have I so far 
forgotten the right hon. Gentlemans 
speech as to be mistaken in thinking that 
he dwelt at great length on the Univer 
sity vf Bonn and upon the Universities 
of Belgium and Holland ? 


Mr. BRYCE: But those are not purely 
Catholic countries. 


E 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | mean pre- 
dominantly Catholic countries like Bavaria 
and Belgium, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man said they had no University corre- 
sponding to that which the Irish desire. 
The right hon. Gentleman went on to say, 
it is quite true, that they have theological 
faculties supported by Government, and 
not only that, but the Protestant State of 
Prussia has also theological faculties, and 
he asked, why should not that plan be 
adopted with regard to Ireland? A 
scheme better calculated to unite all 
parties against it could hardly be con- 
ceived than that of leaving other denomina- 
tions unendowed and endowing a Roman 
Catholic f The right hon. Gentle 
man stiggests, at a time when the general 


Faculty. 


public opinion is actively hostile to giving 
public funds for theological purposes, that 
the Government should endow a Roman 
Catholic faculty and leave the other 


denominations untouched. 


Mr. BRYCE: T did not say that we 
should endow a Roman Catholic faculty 
atall. Tsaid we might allow a Roman 
Catholic faculty to be established in con 
nection with Trinity College. I did not 
say we should pay for it. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


power to prevent that now. 


We have ho 
I do not see 
that that comes within the purview of the 
House of Commons at all. If the authori- 
ties of Trinity College choose to pay for 
they can do so to-morrow. I «lo not 
see What the House of Commons has 
to do with it. | do not see what the 
right hon, Gentleman or [have got 
with the matter. It is 
wholly outside the present controversy. 
I do not wish to carry on this controve rsy 
with the right hou. Gentleman. But let 
me say that there is no parallel between 
the case of Ireland and the ease of the 
Continent. If one wants a true and in- 
structive parallel to the case of Ireland, 
let him consider the case of Scotland. 
That may seem a startling proposition at 
first, but, believe me, it is a proposition 
that’ will lead to fruitful conclusions if it 
be pursued. I was greatly struck by the 
speech of the hon. Member for the Arfon 


to do 
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Division of Carnarvon—one of the most 


interesting and eloquent speeches on 
an educational subject which I have ever 
heard in this House. In surveying the 
recent course of higher education in Wales, 
the hon. Gentleman said that one of the 
reasons why the recently founded uni- 
versity at Aberystwith had taken hold of 
the imagination of the Welsh people, and 
had lent itself to the needs of higher 
education in Wales, was because the first 
head of that university was a man who 
shared their religious and national sym 
pathies. Well, that observation, which I 
think a most striking and instructive one, 
led me to throw back my mind on the 
history of our Scotch education. [ remem- 
ber that of all parts of the United King 
dom Scotland is the one where university 
education has, perhaps, done more good, 
where it has penetrated more completely 
through every section of the population 
-upper class, middle class, lower class 
and [ask myself whether that result, 
which every body applauds, would ever have 
been attained if the Scotch universities 
in the periods of their earlier activity had 
not been in active religious and _ political 
sympathy with the people. We are now 
told that the Irish Roman Catholics are 
throwing away their opportunities for 
higher education unless they go to a uni- 
versity whose atmosphere is Protestant, 
but whose doors are open to them. 
Supposing the Universities of Glasgow, 
Aberdeen, Edinburgh, and St. Andrews 
had manned their teaching staffs from top 
to bottom with Roman Catholics since the 
period of the Reformation, supposing that 
in these universities the great bulk of the 
students had been, in consequence ot that 
fact, Roman Catholic, does any human 
being believe, knowing anything of history 
or of human nature, that these four great 
universities would have been used by the 
Scotch as they have been used to such 
great advantage for 400 years? No, Sir, 
the proposition is incredible. The Scotch 
Universities under Roman Catholic 
management would have been deserted 
by Scotch Protestants and Scotch Presby- 
terians, as Trinity College has been « deserted 
by Irish Roman Catholics ; and at this 
moment there would have been as small a 
proportion of the population of Scotland en- 
joying the advantage of a university edu- 
cation us, | regret to say, there is in Lre- 
land. Does not that illustration, which, I 
am quite sure, must go home tothe mind of 
everybody who understands the history 
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of Scotland, entirely dissipate all this—I 


will not call it cant—hut all this prejudice | the liberty of thought. 


about the open door of Trinity College ? 
Sir, the open door is not enough. It has 
never been enough in Scotland, it would 
never have been enough in England ; and 
[ think my own countrymen, at all events, 
whoshare to the full the fears ofany scheme 
of endowing what could be truly called 
Roman Catholic education, ought, from 
their own experiences, to support me at 
all events in giving to Ireland a system of 
which we have seen the admirable fruits 
in our own country. After all, I think 
this question would he settled if hon. 
(sentlemen would approach it in a prac- 
tical spirit if they would not lay down 
abstract principles of legislation, but 
would ask themselves what it is that is 
wanted and how that want is to be  satis- 
tied. The want is a plain and simple 
one. It is the want of higher education 
to the great bulk of the Irish people. 
What is the difticulty ? It is this—that 
in England and in Seotland and in the 
North of Ireland there is a strong feeling 
that you cannot minister to this need for 
higher Roman Catholic education in Ire- 
land without giving undue strength to 
the Irish Roman Catholie hierarchy and 
promoting in some way the growth of the 
Roman Catholic form of Christianity. 
Well, Sir, nobody who knows the history 
of this country would undervalue the 
force of that view. If I were to say all 
I think upon the theological aspect of this 
question Tam afraid IT should say some 
thing which would justly offend the snus 
ceptibilities of my Roman Catholic hearers, 
and which would be regarded by them as 
an example of my bigotry and prejudice. 
But my quarrel with my fellow-country 
men, if quarrel it is to be called, is not as 
to the dangers that they anticipate from 
any great growth or extension of Roman 
Catholic opinion in this country, because | 
should agree with them in the fears based 
upon that. My quarrel with them is of 
quite a different kind. [ am wholly 
unable to understand, and have never 
been able to see even the beginning of a 
ground for understanding, how they 
arrive at the conclusion that the pro- 
motion of higher education among Roman 
Catholics in Ireland is to aggravate the 
evils which they fear from the Roman 
Catholic religion. Let us, for the sake 


of argument, admit that the Roman | 
‘the Protestants in Germany has in the 


Catholic form of theology has shown it- 
self inimical in history to the expansion 


Wr. be 7 Balfour. 
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of true liberty, either political liberty or 
Let us admit, for 
the sake of argument, that it has heen 
hostile to progress in science, to freedom 
in philosophy, to Biblical criticism, to 
religious progress, to all the advance- 
ments in learning which, I think, with 
some justice Protestantism claims for it- 
self. Let us grant that. I cannot ask 
my Roman Catholic hearers to grant that, 
but let us Protestants grant it. Tell me 
how this promotion of higher education 
in Lreland is to aggravate those evils? 
The Roman Catholics are there. Two- 
thirds of the population are Roman 
Catholics. You have tried to prevent 
them from being Roman Catholics | 
grieve to sav, in the last three centuries 
by laws which an Englishman or Scotch 
man can hardly mention now without a 
blush. You have persecuted them ; you 
have made them incapable of the ordinary 
rights of citizenship; you have kept 
them out of every lucrative employment ; 
you have oppressed them in every con- 
ceivable way, from the Revolution in 
1688 until the abolition of those abomin- 
able laws which the progress of civilisa- 
tion and humanity-—{An Irish MEMBER : 
Not all abolished yet |—until their practi 
eal abolition by the growth of humanity 
and civilisation. But you have totally 
failed by that method to diminish the 
number of Roman Catholics in Ireland. 
You have got, therefore, to deal with 
them. Are they likely to be less preju 
diced heeause they are more educated | 
Will a knowledge of the classies, of mathe- 
mattics, Of science, of engineering—-will a 
general survey of the intellectual progress 
of the world aggravate and augment those 
dangers which you, perhaps not unjustly, 
fear from Roman Catholicism? — [ am 
utterly unable to understand the frame 
of mind which conceives such a thing 
possible. I do not in the least believe 
that university education will be an 
instrument for the conversion of Roman 
Catholics to Protestantism: but I do 
believe that, if the evils which we believe 
to result, at all events, from the growth ot 
Roman Catholicism in some of its forms 
exist now in Ireland, they will be dimi- 
nished rather than aggravated by any- 
thing you can do in the way of higher 
education. Take the case of Germany. 
I do not believe that the actual propor- 
tion between the Roman Catholics and 


last two or three generations been materi- 
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allyaltered. At allevents,I have no grounds 
for believing that it has been “altered 
in favour of the Protestants. And yet 
there you have University education and 
ca see what education can do for the 
great Roman Catholic population, he-ause 
the German Roman Catholics are by uni- 
admission, by the admission of 
student in every branch of know- 
the most advanced, the most en- 
and the most learned of any 
their co-religionists. I think that is a 
strong evidence of what education will 
do; and, though I am quite aware that 
what Iam saying is not and cannot be 
agreeable to my Roman Catholic hearers, 
it ” strengthens the arguments I wish to 
press upon the House from the Protestant 
point of view, from the point of view of 
those who helieve that from freedom of 
knowledge and investigation the great 
progress of the future is to be expected. 
To them [ appeal not to keep under a 
cloud of ignorance this great mass of our 
fellow-countrymen, but to allow them to 


versal 
every 
ledge, 
lightened, 


enjoy, as we enjoy, all the fruits of higher 


education, all the lessons which the 
learning of the world can give us, all that 
interchange of ideas which is making 
civilised Enrope gradually one great in- 
tellectual community. Sir, that is the 
appeal which [ venture to make to my 
Protestant friends. One other thing | 
would like to say, and only one, before | 
sit down. Holding these views, | do 
think it is the duty of the [rish Members 
and of the Irish hierarchy and the leaders 
of Roman Catholic thought in Ireland, to 
make it perfectly clear to this House and 
to the country, that what they desire 
is education and not the domination of 
ecclesiastical influence. The hon. Gentle- 
man who last sat down | think indicated 
that that, at all events, was his view; and 
that everything that can be said, and that 
ev erything that can be done will be done, 
to show that the scheme of university 
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the House of Commons, because that is 
the fear that exists on both sides of the 
House—they think that everything that 
is done for Irish higher education is cal- 
culated to confer additional power on the 
Irish hierarchy ; and that everything 
that you do, every penny that you give 
to establish a university, gives additional 
prerogative to the Irish priest and to the 
Irish bishops. I believe that to he 
entirely erroneous. But it does not rest 
with me to dissipate that error. I have 
no power to make these things clear to 
the minds of my countrymen. That rests, 
and must rest, with the leaders of Roman 
Catholie thought in Ireland, ecclesiastical 
and lay. Let it be understood that this 
is to be a lay and not an ecclesiastical 
question. Let it be clearly understood 
that this is to be a lay university 
for laymen, for lay Roman Catholics— 
[ do not mean that bishops are not 
to be on the governing body, but 
that it is lay in its essence. Let that 
once be driven home to the conscience of 
the English people, and I think they will 
no longer deny this great reform to Lre 
land. But until that is done you will 
always have to meet a mass of prejn- 
dice, of weighty objection which no 
dialectical suecess will be able to over- 
come. ‘Therefore, | make an appeal to hon. 
Gentlemen opposite who can do some- 
thing in this matter where I am_ power- 
less, at all events to do their best to 
see that this object is accomplished. 
Having made this appeal to Irishmen, let 
me make an appeal also to Englishmen 
and Secotechmen.  I[t is often said, with 
partial truth, but with some truth, that 
great reforms for Ireland have only been 
extorted from this country by agitation 
and by violence. That certainly is true. 
It is true, all admit, of one great change. 
I mean the grant of Roman Catholic 
emancipation. Sir, that great reform had 


| behind it a vast mass of popular opinion 


ee we 


uw 


in Ireland which practically made the 
government of the country almost impos- 
sible until the reform was granted. There 
is no possibility of any such event occur- 
ring in connection with university educa- 
tion. The cause of university education 


teaching would he freely and fully 
accepted by the whole Roman Catholic 
population in Ireland—that everything, 
as I have said, will be done to oby iously 
safeguard the interests of education, and 





to show that, in the opinion of the Irish | 
people, those interests do not necessarily | 


require the predominant influence of the 
hierarchy over education. Everything of 
that kind will do more to convert the 
British people to my view of what is re- 
quired for Ireland than the most ingenious | 


wguments which I am able to lay before | which signalised the vears 1828-29. 


isa national cause, but it appeals only to 
the few. It has behind it, and it ean 
have behind it, no great popular passion, 
no vast demonstration of force, no armed 
throng, no refusal of taxation, no great 
exhibition of popular feeling like that 


In 
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my judgment that is an additional reason 
why this cause should he regarded by 


Englishmen — and Scotchmen with 
sympathy and _— impartiality. Jus- 
tice cannot be extorted from us_ in 


this ease by violence. What we give we 
shall have to give freely. It is not in the 
power of any agitator to raise Ireland 
upon the subject of higher education for 
[reland, though I think that higher eduea 
tion for Treland will probably do more for 
that country than many of the things 
which have disturbed the peace and 
threatened almost the unity of the Em 
pire. Is not that a reason why we, the 
great Protestant majority, knowing and 
believing in our own strength, should 
grant to Ireland what the highest minds 
in Ireland desire! This is no mob de- 
mand for other people’s property, for the 
break-up of the Empire, for any other toy 
or any other cause in favour of which a 
demagogue might appeal to his fellow- 
countrymen. This is no demagogue’s 
theme. It will raise no great passion. In 
these circumstances it behoves us, sitting 
as an impartial tribunal, without preju- 
dice, to give that which we believe will 
be for the benefit of our fellow-country- 
men. And those of us who think, as | 
think, that the higher education of a 
country is a thing which does not concern 
only or mainly those who enjoy that 
higher education, but that it permeates 
all ranks, that it touches all interests,,that 
it is an absolute necessity of healthy 
national life — surely we are bound, 
whether it be for our personal interest or 
not, but simply as men responsible 
before Heaven and before posterity for 
the better government of the country 
whose citizens we are, to do everything 
we can to give to [reland that which Seot- 
land and England have so long enjoyed 
in such full and ample measure. That is 
all | have got to say on the main ques- 
tion. May I suggest, on the question of 
procedure, that hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
having had a debate in which, I venture 
to think, the argument has largely gone 
their way, should abstain from a division. 
{[Hon. Members: No.|] The reason | 
make that suggestion —it is not an appeal 
—is this. The question before the House 
is that you, Mr. Speaker, do now leave 
the chair. For that motion there will be, 
necessarily and by immemorial tradition 


of the House, Government _ tellers. 
For that motion, all the mem- 
bers of the Government, including 


Mr, A. J. Balfour, 
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| myself, whatever their convictions 
upon the question which we have heen 
discussing, will vote ; and a large number 
of gentlemen on this side of the House, 
who probably sympathise with hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, will have to vote 
against their tellers, or they will have to 
abstain. In those circumstances, it js 
evident that a division will not represent 


the feeling of the House, and in the 
interests of the cause for which [ have 


pleaded I fear at too great length | Hon, 
Members: No.|—I that no 
division should be taken. 


suggest 


Mr. J. MORLEY (Montrose Barghs): 
[ have no idea of entering into contro- 
versy with the right hon. Gentleman, 
who has stated the case for the Amend- 
ment with a force, an eloquence, and a 
passion, which certainly no other Member 
of the House could equal. IT have heard 
nearly the whole of it, and Iam sure that, 
in the opinion of everyone, it is one of 
those which do high honour to the House 
asadeliberativeassembly. Butthe right hon, 
Gentleman has now raised a new point; 
he now deprecates going to a division, for 
the force of which must be 
recognised. On the supposition that a 
division was possible [ should have 
pressed the right hon. Gentleman to vote 
for the motion to which he has given 
such powerful and efficient support. 
When so much is owed to the right hon. 
Gentleman, it would be ungrateful to 
press him to take a separate action from 
the other members of the Cabinet. but 
the position is rather a novel one in our 
political history. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has spoken in favour of this conces- 
sion to Lreland with a force which neither 
Mr. Canning nor any other of the great 
luminaries of the past could haye sur 
passed. At an earlier stage of the even- 
ing the hon. Member for East Mayo read 
a passage from a speech of the Duke of 
Devonshire to the effect that, so far as he 
could foresee, this question could not 
hecome a practical question in the life- 
time of any man living. Here are, there- 
fore, two members of the same Cabinet 


a reason 


taking directly opposite views. This 
is not the first time that there have 
been open questions in a Cabinet. 


[ think as far as to-night’s division is 
concerned the plea of the right hon. 


Gentleman is a good one, but I think 


also we have a moral right to call on him 
on the very first occasion on which a vote 
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can fairly be taken on this question to 
express his own views in the same way 
in which Mr. Canning on the one hand 
and Sir Robert Peel on the other, dealing 
with open questions in the Cabinet went, 
as it were, to the stake for this opinion. 


Mr A. J. BALFOUR: I think I voted 
for it before. I should have done so if I 
had had the chance, and I think I did. 


Mr. DILLON : The right hon. Gentle- 
man voted for it on the first occasion on 
which we raised this question. 


Mr. J. MORLEY: Of course if the 
question arose in a manner which would 
make it a confidence vote, then I agree 
the right hon. Gentleman would not be 
expected to vote. But we now under- 
stand that whenever the occasion is  pre- 
sented the right 
prepared to go into the lobby with hon. 
Gentlemen from Ireland. [Mr A. J. 
BaLkour: Hear, hear!] Any stranger 
listening to this debate to-night—lI say it 


hon. Gentleman — is 
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without the least disrespect to those who , 


have spoken against the motion—who had 
heard the speeches, and especially the 
speech of the Leader of the House, would 
have said ‘* That question will pass with- 
out a division.” Looking at the state of 
opinion on both sides of the House, I 
believe the day will come, not only within 
the time contemplated by the Duke of 
Devonshire, but within a perfectly reason- 
able time, when the House will be 
wanimous in making the concession for 
which the right hon. Gentleman has so 
powerfully pleaded. No doubt there is now 
some division of opinion on this side 
as well as on the other, but here and 


there the objections which are felt will | 


melt away before the arguments the right 
hon. 
has pressed with such extraordinary 
power and sincerity. So far as [I am 
concerned there is no man in the House 
more unwilling to take a single step in 
the direction of the extension or 
strengthening of the idea of the denomi- 
national system, either in connection with 
higher education or any other stage of 


education, than I am, but my own conver- | 


sion in respect to this question was 

effected—as the right hon. Gentleman told 

us his opinions were changed—by Irish 
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rentleman has used, and which he | 


| 
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experience. I think the country at this 
moment is inclined to lend a more favour- 
able ear than was the case for a good 
many years to Irish feelings and opinions, 
and I am very sanguine after the speech 
to which we have just listened that this 
great question has made a great and 
marked stride towards a complete solu- 
tion. 


Mr. T. M. HEALY: My hon. friend 
the Member for Waterford has asked me 
to say a word in reference to the request 
of the Leader of the House. Before I do 
so may [ thank him on behalf of the Irish 
party and of the Catholics of Ireland for 
the very noble and elevated speech he 
Perhaps I may say that the 
position of the right hon. Gentleman in 
advocating this question bears, | 


has made. 


have 
sometimes thought, a singular resemblance, 
both in elevation of style and dignity of 
tone, to that occasionally taken up by 
the late Mr. Gladstone. = The right hon. 
Gentleman asks us to assuage the pre- 
judices of the English people. = Mr. 
Gladstone used to make the same appeal. 
He used to ask us when we were fight- 


ing for Home Rule, to convince the 
English people that we were not 


seeking for separation. The right hon. 
Gentleman asked us on the present ocea- 
sion to so assuage the prejudices of the 
English people that their bigotry will dis- 
appear, and that for the first time the 
mintage from the Irish mould will be 
current coin, While giving the right hon. 
Gentleman all his due-—and I think there 
is no ungenerous sentiment towards him 
in this quarter of the House, whatever 
may have been the differences which 
have divided us in former times—I will 
venture to state to the House in a few 
words the reasons why we are unable to 
comply with the demand of the right 
hon. Gentleman. The right hon. Gentle- 
man, I have said, sometimes reminds me 
of Mr. Gladstone. There is another great 
statesman also to whom in his attitude 
to-night he bears a singular resemblance. 
I refer to the late Mr. Pitt. He was 
in favour of Catholic Emancipation, the 
liberty of the slave, and Parliamentary 
Reform. He advocated these three great 
principles with great energy and great 
vigour, but he failed to convert the 
Cabinet of that day, as is explained in 
the great history published by the right 
M 
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hon. Gentleman the Member for Trinity 
College. Mr. Pitt remained in the Cabinet 
and Catholic Emancipation, the Abolition 
of Slavery, and Parliamentary Suffrage 
were not advanced, and for vears all these 
great questions remained in the same 
situation as when Mr. Pitt's platonic 
opinions were uttered. The Lrish Mem- 
bers are politicians. Surveying the field 
of politics we cannot leave out of our con- 
sideration the probability, in the first place, 
that a dissolution may take place in the 
present session, and in the second place 
that in any changes in polities that may 
take place the Duke of Devonshire, whose 
speech has been quoted, and who is pro- 
hably one of the most dogged statesmen 
in Europe, may in any regrettable 
change in the leadership of the present 
Government become Prime Minister of 
England. Under these circumstances | 
am sure the right hon. Gentleman will 
feel that this is distinetly the one occasion 
on which we should have a division in the 
House of Commons on this question, in 
view of the present position of politics in 
this country. Three times when this 
question has been before the House we 
have abstained from going into the lobby. 
We were told on every one of these ocea- 
sions that it was a matter in which the 
eontidence of the Government was_ in- 
volved, and we were appealed to not to 
take a division and not to imperil this 
question. From that time to the present 
is ten years, and so far as I can make out, 
beyond the noble speeches of — the 
right hon. Gentleman, this question 
has not advanced. There is another 
reason, and IT do not hesitate — te 
state it. | would remind the House 
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have been alleged to prevail in England. 
I never have, so far as I can recollect, in any 
way associated the monarch of this realm 
with either her Ministers or this House. On 
the contrary, speaking for myself, I should 
prefer, after my experience in this House, 
to be governed by one monarch rather 
then by 600, with, perhaps, | should 
say, the 400 over the way thrown 
in. Speaking for myself, | do think 
the present occasion is emphatically 
one on which we should show the 
people of Ireland that — this time, 
when Irish soldiers are dyeing the African 
veldt with their blood, and when the 
monarch of this realm is going across, for 
the first time in fifty years, to visit our 
country to receive the reception of its 
inhabitants, is the very moment seized on 
by this Protestant House of Commons to 
trample on the dearest convictions of the 
Catholics of Ireland. As far as my judg- 
ment is concerned, there was never a 
more favourable time for taking a division, 
I observe that His Holiness the Pope has 
telegraphed to high authorities in this 
country congratulating the Catholics of 
Ireland on the honour they are to 
receive. I trust to-morrow that when the 
news of the division in what we were 
told to-night is a Protestant Parliament 
reaches these high authorities, they may 
understand what it is that for three 
long centuries the Catholics of Ireland 
have struggled for, and that they may 
understand our determination, no matter 
what may be your statements on an 
|oceasion like this, to record from the 
| bottom of our hearts our resolution to 
‘continue the struggle for our indepen- 
dence. 


| 


that the occasion seized on by the Duke | 


of Devonshire to make his 
declaration was St. Patrick's Day of last 
year, 
Day of this year, as far as expression is 
concerned, a very different tone and temper 


won POSSUTUS 


It is quite true that on St. Patrick’s | 


Question put. 


House divided :—Ayes, 177 
(Division List No. 78.) 


The 
Noes, 91. 


AYES. 


Allison, Robert Andrew seach, RtHonsi 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh ©. 
Atherley-Jones, L. 

Atkinson, Kt. Hon. Jolin 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
saird, John George Alexander 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour,RtHon A.J. (Manch’r) 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Mr. T. M. Healy. 


Bethell, Comm: 


Blundell, Color 
Bond, Edward 
Bowles,Capt. H 
Brassey, Albert 


Buchanan, Tho 


Beach, RtHonW. W.B.(Hants. 


Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blakiston-Houston, John 


Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St . John 


Burt, Thomas 

Caldwell, James 

Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W (Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Herttord, East) 
| Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
| Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm.) 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 


rM.H.(Bristol) 


under 


1el Henry 


.F.(Middlesex) | 


mas Ryburn 
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Chelsea, Viscount 

Coddineton, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings. Rt. ‘Hon. Jesse 
Colston. Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S. W. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 


Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt. Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 


Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir 'T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sir J.(Mane’r 
Field, Admiral] (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Flower, Ernest 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co.) 


Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbs, Hon. Vieary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Godson, Sir Augustus I. 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Greene,He snry D.(Shrewsbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 
Gull, Sir Cameron 
Gurdon, Sir Wim. Brampton 
Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt.Hn. RobertWm. 
Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hn.Charles Seale- 
Hazell, Walter 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexaader 
Hermon-Hodge, K. Trotter 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Ainbrose, Robert 

Anson, Sir William Reynell 

Arnold, Alfred 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. 

Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 


a y, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blake, I Edward 


Carew, James Laurence 
Cary ill, Patrick Geo. Hamilt’n 
Clancy, John Joseph 
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| Horniman, Frederick John 








Houstcn, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 


Jacoby, James Alfred 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Jones, David Brynmor(Swans. | 


Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir). H. 


| Keswick, William 


Knowles, Lees 


| Lawrence.SirE. Durning-(Corn 


| O'Neill, Hon. 


Lawrence,Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks) 

aes Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Llewelyn,SrDillwyn-(Swansea 


Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. "Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 


Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maddison, Fred. 
Massey-Mainwaring,Hn. W,F. 
Mellor, Kt. Hon.J.W.( Yorks. ) 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, Jn. Thregmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
More, RK. J. (Shropshire) 
Morgan, J. Lloyd( Carmarthen) 
Morrison, Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray ©. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 


Newdigate, FrancisAlexander 


Qldroyd, Mark 
Robt. Torrens 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert P. (Darlington) 
Percy, Ear! 

Perks, Robert William 


NOES. 


Commins, Andrew 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 


| Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 


Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 


tmmott, Alfred 
Engledew, Charles John 
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Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pierpoiut, Robert 
Plunkett, Rt. HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 

Purvis, Robert 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir MatthewW. 
Ritehie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Roberts, John H. (Denbighs.) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 

Runciman, Walter 

Ryder, Jolin Herbert Dudley 
Samuel, J. (Stoekton-on-Tees) 
Sandys, Lieut. -Col. Thos. Myles 
Savory, hoon Joseph 


Smith, J Parker (Lanarks.) 
Sinith, ax W. F. D. (Strand) 
Steadman, William Calin 


Stephens, Henry Charles 
Steward, SirMarkJ,M‘Tageart 
Strachey, Edward 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 

Sturt, Hon: Humphry Napier 


Thomas. David Alfred( Merthyr 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Win. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C. E(Taunt’n 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. 
Williams,Jos’ ph Powell-(Birm. 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Govan) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. 
Wolltf, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, : ommander (Berks, E. 
Yoxall, James Henry 


(Bath 


AYES ;— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Anstruther 
Fisher. 


Farrell, James P. (Cavan, W.) 
Farrell, Thomas J. (Kerry, 8.) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suttolk) 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Gibney, —— 
Gilhooly, 3 ames 

Green, Walford D.(Wednesb’ ry 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 








299 Adjourninent of '\COM MONS} the House. 300 
Hammond, John (Carlow) M‘Ghee, Richard Power, Patrick Joseph 
Harrington, Timoth Maleolm, lan 

Harwood, George Minch, Matthew tedmond, John E.( Waterford) 
Hayden, John Patrick Molloy, Bernard Charles Redmond, William (Clare) 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) Monk, Charles Jaines eid, Sir Robert Threshie 


Healy, Timothy M.(N. Louth) Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. Morley, Rt. Hon.J.(Montrose) | Simeon, Sir Barrington 


Hogan, James Francis Morrell, George Herbert Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Morris, Samuel 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse Murnaghan, George Talbot, Rt. Hon.J.G.(Ox. Uny. 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) Tanner, Cha les Kearns 
Jordon, Jeremiah O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) Ure, Alexander 
Kenyon, James (’Connor, Arthur (Doneval) 
Kilbride, Denis O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 
(Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Laurie, Lieut.-General O Dowd, John Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Lough, Thomas ( Keetie, Francis Arthur Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
O'Kelly, James 
Macaleese, Daniel (Y Malley, William TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
MaeDonnell, Dr MA(Queen’sC Sir Thomas Esmonde and 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift) Parnell, John Howard Captain Donelan. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick Pinkerton, John 
Main Question again proposed. Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) said he 
Was sure that the Government were not 
Debate arising. in such a hurry with the Bill that they 
need rush it through at that late hour. 
Debate adjourned till Monday next. Nothing would be lost if the Bill stood over 


in order that it might be considered by 
hon. Members. No explanation had heen 


MIDWIVES [EXPENSES]. given regarding it, and money should not 

be voted without every hon. Member 

Considered in Committee. understanding what it was voted for. He 
did not believe there was any great 

(In the Committee. ) necessity for the Bill. If there were it 


would have been introduced years before 
[Mr. Granr Lawson, Yorkshire, N.I., | and passed. He hoped the Bill would 
Thirsk, in the Chair. | not be preceeded with under the circum- 

stances. 

Question again proposed, *'That it is : ea oe 
expedient to authorise the payment, out | It being Midnight, the Chairman lett 
of moneys to be provided by Parliament, the Chair to make his Report to the 
of such Expenses as the Treasury may House. 
curtity e have boon necessarily incurred | Committee report Progress ; to sit again 
by the General Medical Council under | upon Monday next. 
any Act of the present session, to secure ; 
the better training of Midwives, and to Adjourned at two minutes after Twelve 
regulate their practice.” —(Sir John Gorst.) of the clock, till Monday next. 
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LORDS. 


Monday, 26th March, 1900, 


VISCOUNT GORT. 

Ordered and Directed, by the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament 
assembled, That a Certificate be sent by 
the Clerk of the Parliaments to the Clerk 
of the Crown in Ireland, stating that the 
Lord Chancellor of the United Kingdom 
has reported to the House of Lords that 
the right of the Viscount Gort to vote at 
the elections of Representative Peers for 
Ireland has been established to the satis- 
faction of him the said Lord Chancellor ; 
and that the House of Lords has ordered 


» such report to be sent to the said Clerk of 


the Crown in Ireland. And it is hereby 
also Ordered, That the said Report of 
the said Lord Chancellor be sent to the 
Clerk of the Crown in Ireland. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Tabie the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with :— 

Colonial Bank. 

Pontefract Park. 

The same were ordered to lie on the 


Table. 


STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. 
Report from, That the Standing Orders 


4s not complied with in respect of the 


Central London Railway Bill 


ought to be dispensed with, 


That the Standing Orders not complied | 


with in respect of the 


Glasgow District Tramways Bill [H.L.] 


ought to be dispensed with, provided that 

the powers to construct Tramways Nos. |, 

2, and so much of No. 3 as lies outside the 

— of Dumbarton, be struck out of the 
ill. 


Read, and agreed to. 
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COWES PIER BILL [u.1.]. 


Witnesses ordered to attend the Select 
Committee. 


RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL [H.L. ]. 
Committed for Friday next. 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [n.L.}. 


Committee to meet on Friday next. 
ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [1.1.1]. 
NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [H.1.]. 
Committee to meet to-morrow. 


NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN 
URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [u.1.]. 


Committee to meet on Friday next. 


AND ROTHERFIELD RAIL- 
WAY BILL [H.L.]. 

Report from the Select Committee, 
That the Committee had not proceeded 
with the consideration of the Bill, the 
opposition thereto having been withdrawn ; 
read, and ordered to lie on the Table: 
The orders made on the 5th instant and 
on Monday last discharged; and Bill 
committed. 


BEXHILL 


RUGELEY GAS BILL. 
Read 24, and committed. 


NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) GAS 
BILL [u.1.}. 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1.]. 

EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 


EXMOUTH AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H.1. J. 

Report from the Committee of Selection, 
That the Lord De Mauley be proposed to 
the House as a member of the Select 
Committee on the said Bills in the place 
of the Viscount Templetown ; read, and 
agreed to. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER: 
BILL [H.L.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
ae « : 
order), and Bill to be read 3¢ To-morrow, 


N 
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RETURNS, REPORTS, 


ARMY (RECRUITING). 


ETC. 


Annual Report of the Inspector-General | 
but unfortunately I was not aware of it 


of Recruiting for 1899. 


MINES AND QUARRIES 
General “ite and Statistics sie 1898. | 
Part IV. Colonial and Foreign Statistics. 
Statistics relating to persons employed, 
output, and accidents at mines and quarries 
in the British Colonies and in Foreign 
Countries. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). 
Report and tables for the year 1899. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


CONSOLIDATED FUND (No. 2) BITL. 

Read 2¢ (according to order); Com- 
mittee negatived. Then Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. considered (according to 
order), and dispensed with. Bill read 34, 
and passed. 


COPYRIGHT BILL [H.L.}. 


COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [H.1.}. 
Order of the day for the Second Read- 
ing read. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
understand that Lord Balfour is desirous, 
when these Bills are read a second time. 
of making a statement on behalf of the 
Board of Trade, and as he unfortunately 
cannot be here to-day I have consented 
to put off the Second Reading until 
Thursday. But, as time is going on, I 
hope, whether Lord Balfour can be here 
on Thursday or not, that the Govern- 
ment will see that there is someone in 
your Lordships’ House who will be able 
to make whatever statement is thought 
desirable on their behalf. I beg to ask 
leave to put off the Second Reading of 
these Bills till Thursday. 

Second Reading put off to Thursday 
next. 

CENSUS (GREAT BRITAIN) BILL. 
(THIRD READING. ] 

Order of the day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Moved, That the Bill be now 
third time.- 


read the 


(The Marquess of Salisbury.) 
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Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, I 


desire to call attention to asmall point on 
' Clause 9. 


I apologise for not having 
raised it when the Bill was in Committee, 


until Saturday morning, and as the Com- 
| mittee stage was taken on Friday I could 
| not bring it before your Lordships until 
|to-day. Clause 9 provides that the Regis- 
| trar General may, at the request of certain 
‘local authorities, cause abstracts to be 
|prepared giving statistical information 
with respect to the areas over which those 
local authorities have control. The local 


authorities named in the Bill are the 
councils of any county, borough, or 


urban district. I think it is desirable 
that the number of these authorities 
should be slightly increased, and that the 
privileges which are given to county, 
borough, and urban district councils 
should also be extended to school boards 
and school attendance committees. I think 
it will be evident to your Lordships that 
the information to be obtained from the 
census returns would be especially useful 
to such authorities as school boards and 
school attendance committees, who are 
concerned with the number of children 
within their district of school age or above 
it. The clause, as I would propose to 
amend it, would be as follows : 


“ The Registrar General may, if he thinks 
fit, at the request and cost of the Council of 
any County, Borough, or Urban District, or of 
any Se ‘hoo! Board, or School Attendance Com- 
mittee, cause abstracts to he prepared by the 
Superintendent Registrar of the District’ com- 
prising such ( ‘ounty, Borough, Urban District, 
School Board, or School Attendance Committee, 
containing statistical information which ean 
he derived from the Census Returns, but is not 
supplied by the Census Report, and which, in 
his opinion, the Council, School Board, or 
Schoo Attendance ( ‘ommittee may reasonably 
require.’ 


Your Lordships will see from the clause 
that the cost of preparing any such 
returns is thrown on the authority that 
asks for them, and also that the Registrar 
General is in no way obliged to give a 
return unless it is made out to his satis- 
faction that the return is a desirable one, 
and one that should be given. Of course, 
I am entirely in the hands of the Govern- 
ment, but I thought the point was one of 
sufficient importance to bring forward. If 
the Government will accept my Amend- 
ment I will move it after the Bill has 
. been read the third time. 














305 


T 
TA 
AF 
BUF 
cou 
of « 
me! 
Am 
giv 
onl} 
I ¢ 
ordi 
pre] 
fere 
nob 
gon 
to- 
beir 
dela 
in ¢ 
able 
is W 
shot 





O 
(ace 


PRE 


M 
tepr 
Petit 
case 
First 
62 hi 
Ce 
Or 


time. 


PRIV 
OR 


Mi 
Repo 
Petit 





le 
ies 
he 
y; 
ils 
ds 
nk 
at 
he 
ul 
nd 
re 
en 
ve 
to 

















305 Petitions. {26 Marcu 1900} Petitions. 306 


Tue PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE For FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALIs- 
pury): The noble Lord has pursued a 
course which, even in this House, is out 
of order. He has proposed an Amend- 
ment--I do not say it is a very vital 
Amendment—and he has done so without 
giving notice of it on the Paper. The 
only intimation I had of it was just before 
I came down to the House. Under 
ordinary circumstances I should not be 
prepared to allow that omission to inter- 
fere with the reasonable wish of the 
noble Lord, but, unluckily, the Bill has 


case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Dundee Harbour Bill [Lords]. 

Menstone Water (Transfer) Bill { Lords]. 


Ordered, that the Bills be read a second 
time. 


HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


gone down to the Queen for Commission | 


to-morrow, and therefore it is incapable of 
being altered without causing considerable 
delay. As the noble Lord is out of court 
in consequence of his neglect of a reason- 
able rule of the House, I do not think it 
is worth while to postpone the Bill. I 
should prefer that the Bill passed as it is. 
On Question, agreed to; Bill read 3¢ 
(according to order), and passed. 
House adjourned at twenty minutes 
before Five of the clock, till 
To-morrow, half past Ten of the 


clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 


Monday, 26th March, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 


teport from ene of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order No. 
62 has been complied with, viz. :— 


Central London Railway Bill. 


Ordered, that the Bill be read a second 
time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lorps] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _ IN- 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table _ 

Report from one of the Examiners of | 


AIRDRIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DIS- 
TRICT WATER TRUST BILL. 


MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 
OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


WAKEFIELD CORPORATION 
MARKET BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


,; LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS BILL. 


To be read a second time to-morrow. 


| SCOTTISH WIDOWS’ FUND AND LIFE 


ASSURANCE SOCIETY BILL [Lords]. 
UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [Lords]. 

Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Ordered, That a Message be sent to 
the Lords to request that their Lordships 
will be pleased to give leave to the Lord 
Russell of Killowen to attend to be ex- 
amined before the Committee on Group. 
3 of Private Bills to-morrow at three of 
the clock.—(Mr. Oldroyd.) 





PETITIONS. 


ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW 
CODE). 


Petition from Bradford, against adop- 


Petitions for Private Bills, that, in the | tion ; to lie upon the Table. 
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LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 


Questions. 
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| for Army Services (War in South Africa) 
 £10,000,000 and £13,000,000, respee- 


Questions. 


Petition from Morpeth, against ; to | tively, will be accounted for [by Com. 


lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Croydon, in favour ; 

lie upon the Table. 


to 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 


ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions, in favour ; from East Ardsley, 
and Bedford ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions, in favour; from Glasgow 
(two); Newton Heath; Coggeshall ; 
London (two); Reading (two); Saffron 
Walden ; Nelson; and, Morpeth ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions, in favour; from  Clack- 


mannan ; and, Sheffield (six) ; to lie upon 
the Table. 
SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 
Petition from Newport, against; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
B 


Petitions, in favour, from Spilsby ; 
Birkenshaw ; and, Nelson ; to lie upon 
the ‘lable. 

RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


EMIGRATION STATISTICS (IRELAND). | 


Copy presented, of Emigration Statis- 
tics of Ireland for the year 1899 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (AGRICUL- 
TURAL DEPARTMENT). 

Copy presented, of Return of Prices of 
Agricultural Produce for the years 1881 
to 1899, inclusive [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 

ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTI- 

MATES, 1899-1900). 
Copy presented, Statement showing the 


Sub-heads of the Army Estimates under | present him in South Africa. 


LIQUORS | 


| mand] ; to lie upon the Table. 


| 
| QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN 

MARTIAL—QUALIFIED 

OF THE JUDGE 

GENERAL. 

Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Judge Advocate General 
has power to nominate a qualified person 
to confirm the findings and sentences of 
general courts martial in South Africa, 
including sentences of death and_ penal 
servitude for not less than five years, and 
to advise the military authorities upon 
important questions of law ; whether a 
barrister of less than three years stand- 
ing is to be appointed to discharge these 
important duties, or which of them, in 
South Africa, and at what remuneration : 
| and whether findings of courts martial and 
sentences upon persons other than 
soldiers mm Her Majesty’s service in 
South Africa will be finally dealt with by 
anyone so nominated or appointed, and 
whether with or without right of appeal. 


WAR — COURTS 
DELEGATES 
ADVOCATE 


Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R, 
Sowerby): At the same time may I ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
it is intended to send the Deputy Judge 
Advocate General to the forces in South 
Africa to advise the confirming officer 
with regard to the confirmation or not of 
the findings of general courts martial, 
and the military authorities with regard 
to the important questions of law arising, 
, especially as there can be no appeal. 

THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The power to nominate a qualified 
person to confirm the findings and sen- 
tences of general courts martial in South 
Africa is not included in the functions 
discharged by the Judge Advocate 
General. The confirmation of the find- 
ings and sentences by military courts is 
regulated by Section 54 of the Army Act. 
|The Judge Advocate General has the 
| power to delegate qualified persons to re- 
Although 


which the two Supplementary Estimates | such persons would not have the power 
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to confirm the findings and sentences of 
general courts martial, they would be 
entitled to advise the military authorities 
on questions of law, to withhold confir- 
mation on the ground of illegality, and 
generally to advise them on questions of 
law concerning the legality of the find- 
ings of courts martial. A barrister of 
less than three years standing is not to 
be appointed to discharge those duties. 
Colonel Sinclair, of the War Office, re- 
ceived a formal deputation to perform 
those duties, and he is now performing 
them in South Africa, aided by Lord 
Basil Blackwood, who is a barrister of 
more than three years standing. Military 
law and courts martial only apply to 
soldiers in Her Majesty’s service or 
persons accompanying the troops holding 
passes. Civilians as a general rule do not 
come under the ordinary military law or 
the jurisdiction of ordinary courts 
martial. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.) : 
As the Judge Advocate General is at 
present, under the new arrangement, a 
member of the High Court of Justice, to 
whom is he responsible for these appoint- 
ments ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that these legal points must be put to the 
Attorney General. 


WAR MEDALS. 

Mr. SEELY (Lincoln): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether, 
having regard to the large number of 
troops (Colonial, Volunteer, Yeomanry, 
and Reserve men, now serving in South 
Africa) who will be discharged at the 
conclusion of the war, the Government 
would have the medal which will be 
given for the South African campaign 
prepared so that it could be issued to the 
troops either in South Africa or im- 
mediately on their return, thus giving 
them an opportunity of wearing it while 
still in uniform. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can assure 
my hon. friend that this matter will not 
be lost sight of. 


PUBLICATION OF NAVAL BRIGADE 
DESPATCHES—BATTLE OF GRASPAN. | 
Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Iheg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
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miralty can he explain what are the 
regulations or customs affeeting the 
publication of despatches from naval 
officers describing the proceedings of 
naval brigades when acting ashore under 
the orders and as part of the force of 4 
military general; is the permission of 
such general required before the Admir- 
alty is at liberty to publish such 
despatches ; is the permission of the 
Secretary of State for War also  re- 
quired ; and, in the case of the naval 
despatches describing the part taken by 
the Naval Brigade in the Battle of Gras- 
pan, was it necessary to obtain the permis- 
sion to publish those despatches of Gen- 
eral Lord Methuen alone or any other per- 
mission besides ; and if so, will he state 
when the necessary permission was applied 
for by the Admiralty, and why it has 
been so long delayed, seeing that the 
military despatches were published nearly 
two months ayo. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): There are no regula- 
tions that affect the publication of naval 
despatches from naval officers describing 
the proceedings of naval brigades when 
acting ashore with military forces. The 
custom has been that reports from naval 
officers under such circumstances have 
been sent in duplicate, one to the officer 
in chief command of the army with 
which the naval brigade was serving, the 
other to the Commander-in-Chief on the 
station to which the ship from which the 
naval brigade was taken was attached. 
The permission of the general to publish 
such reports is not required, but clearly 
he ought to see them, and to have the op- 
portunity of commenting on them if he saw 
occasion to do so. In reply to the third 
question, the term “ permission ” should 
not apply to the case. But the Admi- 
ralty would not publish reports relating 
to the conduct of the war, for which the 
Secretary of State is responsible, without 
giving him the opportunity of expressing 
his opinion. In the case of the report 
describing the Battle of Graspan it ap- 
peared doubtful whether a duplicate had 
been sent to Lord Methuen, as ought to 
have been done, and I am still uncertain 
whether Lord Methuen has seen it ; but I 
have now arranged, after consultation 
with the Secretary of State for War, that 
these reports shall be published in the 
next Gazette. 





311 Questions. 
EXPANSIVE AND EXPLUSIVE 
BULLETS. 


Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, Basing- 
stoke) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether quantities of 
explosive and soft-nosed bullets were 
found concealed in the evacuated encamp- 
ments of the Boers ; and whether many 
of the British troops have been seriously 
wounded and maimed by these bullets, 
and what action he has taken in the 
matter. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. WynpHam, Dover) : 
Lord Roberts has reported the discovery 
of “ expansive ” bullets in Cronje’s laager 
and elsewhere. There is no doubt that 
British troops have been wounded by 
these bullets. In view of the reply of 
President Kruger and Mr. Steyn to Lord 
Roberts’ protest no further action at the 
present time would appear possible. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Will the 
hon. Gentleman state where any explosive 
bullets were found, and on _ what 
authority he makes the statement that 
there is no doubt that British troops have 
been wounded by expansive bullets ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I make the state- 
ment on the authority of a great number 
of medical reports. I used the word 
“expansive,” and not “ explosive,” because 
a large number of the bullets in question 
are more properly described as expansive. 
But there have been some sporting 
bullets used which might be called ex- 
plosive. 


Mr. DILLON: Will the hon. Gentle- 
man refer me to the medical reports on 
which he relies ? 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Were 
these expansive and explosive bullets 
manufactured and supplied by British 
firms ? 


[No answer was given. | 


SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—MR. RHODES 
AND COL. KEKEWICH. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether, during the siege of Kim- 
berley, Colonel Kekewich, as military 
commander, suppressed a 
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/under the control of Mr. Rhodes ; and 
' what was the reason for this action. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have no 
official knowledge of any such matter. 


CASUALTIES TO THE FORCE FROM 


INDIA. 

Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for India what 
have been the total casualties from all 
causes, up to date, in the troops belong- 
ing to the Indian garrison which are 
employed on active service in South 
Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The figures are as 
follow :— 
N-C, Officers 





Officers. and Men. 
Killed eer ae 135 
Died of Wounds... 3 20 
Wounded ... ee 465 
Missing sit 338 
Reported = as__pri- 
soners, including 
15 wounded... 19 17 
Deaths from disease 2 246 
Total . 80 1,291 


Mr. MACLEAN: What was the total 
of the force from India ? 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Between 7,000 and 
8,000. 


WARM CLOTHING FOR THE 
TROOPS. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN = (Mont- 


gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether if a 
sufficient amount of warm clothing to 
supply all the troops serving in South 
Africa is not provided by private benevo- 
lence, the War Office authorities will 
make good the deficiency. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An amount of 
warm clothing sutlicient for preserving 
the health of the troops is supplied by 
the War Office, and I can assure the hon. 
Member that there will be no deficiency 
in that respect. Public benevolence has, 
however, contributed additional supplies 
with the view of enhancing the soldier's 
comfort. The War Office has taken some 
pains to discover and to publish deserip- 
tions of the articles which can best con- 
duce to that end. 
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Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, in view of the appeal 
made by the War Office to the public to 
provide extra warm clothing for the 
troops in South Africa, the War Office 
will undertake that any articles sent 
out shall be expeditiously distributed 
immediately on arrival in South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer the 
hon. Member to my reply to his question 
of the 16th. I can only repeat that every 
effort will be made in co-operation with 
Mr. Gatliff to secure that the troops shall 
receive such comforts as expeditiously as 
the movements of the field forces permit. 


ARMY COMMISSIONS. 

sir J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War will he state how many 
first commissions in the Army have been 
granted without competition in the last 
six months ; and, in particular, how many 
to each of the following classes :—non- 
commissioned officers; candidates in re- 
cent competitions who qualified but were 
not successful ; from the Militia, and if 
any of these had not undergone two 
trainings ; on the recommendation of the 
Commander-in-Chief in South Africa, and 
otherwise ; how many in the same period 
have been obtained by cadets from the 
Royal Military Academy and Royal Mili- 
tary College ; and how many direct com- 
missions it is proposed to give to the 
Militia, the Volunteers, the Yeomanry, 
the Malta regiment, the colonies, the 
universities, the public schools, and the 
Commander-in-Chiet in South Africa 
respectively. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The number of 
first commissions in the Army granted 
without competition during the last six 
months (September to February) was 
364. Eighty-four were given to the ranks, 
sixty-six to university candidates after a 
qualifying examination, and theremainder 
to Militia officers, most of whom had 
served during two trainings. No recom- 
mendations have as yet been received 


from the Commander-in-Chief, South 
Africa. During the same period 140 


commissions have been given to the 
cadets of the Royal Military Academy 
and 231 to the cadets of the Royal Mili- 
tary College. The number of direct com- 
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missions to the Regular forces to be 
offered are :— 





To the Militia 312 
» Volunteers ... 172 

» Malta Artillery 2 

» Malta Militia 4 

» Yeomanry 20 

5, Colonies 276 

» Universities ... 345 

» Public Schools 30 

» Lord Roberts 50 
Total 1,211 

It must be understood, however, that 


these numbers are subject to minor varia- 
tions depending on the way in which our 
offers are taken up. 


Sm J. FERGUSSON: May I ask 
whether these 1,200 commissions will be 
given in supersession of the cadets’ 
claims } 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have debated 
that point, and I think I have said all I 
have to say on the subject. 


COMMISSIONS FOR COLONISTS. 

Mr. MACLEAN : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if a 
number of commissions in the Regular 
Army have been set apart for the 
colonies; and if the Colonial Govern- 
ments have been informed that officers of 
the Regular Army in England cannot 
live on their pay, but must be possessed 
of considerable private means. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the atftrmative. 
It is believed that colonial candidates are 
sufficiently informed of the conditions in 
which British ofticers live, and no specia 
communication has been made. 


MINTING AT THE CAPE—ENGLISH 
BANK OFFICIAL AND THE PRETORIA 
GOVERNMENT. 

CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether an English 
banking company, with headquarters at 
Cape Town and Johannesburg, have been 
affording help to the Pretoria Govern 
ment in minting operations by the loan 
of a salaried official of the company, who 
is employed by them as metallurgist and 
assayer; and whether such assistance 
by an Englishman to a foreign govern- 
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ment with which we are at war is legal ; 
and if not, whether Her Majesty’s 
Government propose to take any steps in 
the matter. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, Bir- 
mingham, W.): I have made inquiries, 
and am informed that the official in ques- 


tion was engaged by the Transvaal 
Government in October without com- 


munication with the board of the bank, 
or with the general manager at Cape 
Town. As soon as the facts became 
known, he was called upon by the board 
at once to withdraw from his position and 
leave the enemy’s country. Before these 
directions had reached him the manager 
at Johannesburg had issued similar in- 
structions. But the State Secretary at 
Pretoria refused permission to the official 
to leave, and his connection with the 
bank was accordingly terminated. I am 
informed that the State Secretary of the 
South African Republic has since recon- 
sidered his decision, and it is believed 
that the person referred to has left the 
Transvaal. Voluntary assistance of the 
kind suggested to a foreign government 
with which we are at war would not be 
legal, but under the circumstances above 
detailed, it does not appear necessary to 
take any steps in this matter. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal,S.) : 
What is the banking company referred 
to ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: The Bank 
of Africa. 


CODE CABLES TO THE CAPE. 

Sim EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether there exists any valid 
reason for allowing code messages to be 
transmitted to Foreign territories, notably 
to Lorenco Marques, and disallowing 
them in the case of our own possessions 
in South Africa ; and whether in view of 
the discontent excited by this dis- 
crimination against our own 
Colonies, he would undertake to 
extend to these the privileges in 
respect of cipher messages promulgated 
in the recent order. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The discrimination 
was made on military grounds on the 
recommendation of the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa, during the 


as 
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earlier part of the campaign. The 
Secretary of State for War is prepared 
to consult Lord Roberts on the subject 
at an early date. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War, whether in regard to the contracts 
recently made for the supply of forage to. 
the War Office by Underwood and Co., 
Limited, under the name of John E. 
Bennett and Sons, his attention has been 
called to the provisions of Section 41 of 
the Companies Act, 1862, which provide 
for the name of a limited company to be 
attixed conspicuously on the outside of 
every place where the business of the 
company is carried cn, and the name of 
the company to be mentioned in (amongst 
other documents) all notices, advertise- 
ments, and other official publications of 
the company, and in all hills of parcels, 
invoices, and receipts of the company ; 
whether the provisions of this section 
were complied with by Underwood and 
Co., Limited ; if not, whether steps will 
be taken to enforce against the directors 
and other officials of the company the 
penalties prescribed by Section 42 of the 
Companies Act, 1862: and, whether, in 
all cases of tenders for the supply of 
goods being made to the War Office by 
firms trading under a firm name, the War 
Office will, with a view to avoiding frauds, 
insist that the names and addresses of the 
partners in the firm shall, in every case, 
be mentioned in such tenders 


*THe FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. POoweEL- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, S.): The point 
raised by the hon. and learned Member 
in respect of the Companies Act, 1862, 
has been referred to the Law Officers of 
the Crown. The course suggested in the 
third paragraph of the question had 
already been decided upon before the 
question of the hon. Member appeared 
upon the Paper. 


AND NAVY CONTRACTS— 
COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 

Masor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether the Government would consider 
the advisability of appointing a small 
Parliamentary Committee to examine and 
report upon the alleged cases of fraud in 
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connection with Army and Navy con- 
tracts. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In ordinary 
circumstances I should be reluctant to 
grant an inquiry which would throw a 
considerable additional burden on a hardly- 
pressed office. But a most erroneous idea 
has gained currency that there are facts 
to conceal, and that there has been a 
desire to conceal them. We therefore 
think, in justice to the War Department, 
that an inquiry is desirable. The possi- 
bility of instituting criminal proceedings 
against certain defaulting contractors is 
under consideration, and no inquiry can, 
of course, take place until this question 
is determined ; but I do not imagine that 
that will involve any long or serious 


delay. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) : 
Pending the appointment of the Com- 
mittee, will the right hon. Gentleman 
issue a proclamation offering soldiers pro- 
tection in the event of their being willing 
to give evidence before the Committee ? 


[No answer was given. | 


DIRECTOR OF MILITARY 
EDUCATION. 

Sir J. FERGUSSON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War why 
no Vote is proposed in the Estimates for 
a Director of Military Education ; and 
why the Department has been placed 
under the Military Secretary. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : The post of 
Director General of Military Education 
was abolished in 1898. The work con- 
ducted by the two branches of his Depart- 
ment was in many cases subject to the 
further consideration of the Adjutant 
General or of the Military Secretary ; and 
it was considered preferable to bring the 
work more directly under the charge of 
these officers. This decision was an- 
nounced and the reasons fully explained 
by the Secretary of State on 11th July, 
1898.* 


ROYAL MILITARY SCHOOLS. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether any record is kept of 
the percentage of boys, educated at the 
Duke of York’s School, Chelsea and Dub- 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixi., page 451. 
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quently join the Army. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Records are kept 
at the Royal Military Schools, and the 
figures for the last twelve months are as 
follows :--Duke of York’s School, Chel- 
sea: 401 left the school ; of these 160 
entered the Army as other than bands- 
men. Royal Hibernian Military School : 
255 left the school, and of these 154 
joined the Army as other than bands- 
men. 


RIFLE RANGES—KINDER SCOUT. 

Mr. SEELY: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
Government propose to purchase Kinder 
Scout for a camping ground and _ rifle 
range, 


*\Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not desirable 
to state where it is contemplated to pur- 
chase land for ranges. 


INDIA—COUNTERVAILING DUTIES 


ACT, 1899. 

Mr. MACLEAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India if he can 
now say what has been the result of a 
year’s working of the Countervailing 
Duties Act passed in March, 1899 ; what 
amount of revenue the Act has yielded ; 
and what effect it has had on the importa- 
tion of cane and beet sugar respectively, 
as compared with the Returns for the 
years 1897-8 and 1898-9. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamiiton, Middlesex, 
faling): In the telegram from the 
Vicevoy, giving an abstract of the Indian 
Financial Statement, which was published 
in the newspapers on Wednesday last, it 
was mentioned that for the last nine 
months the imports of beet sugar had 
fallen off to the extent of 45 per cent., 
but that the circumstances were such 
that no conclusion could safely be drawn 
from the figures. I can add nothing to 
this, nor can I give as yet the amount of 
revenue yielded by the countervailing 
duties. The imports of cane sugar for 
the same period are not. statistically 
complete, but they are believed to have 
increased to the extent of about 12 per 
cent. as compared with the average of 
the two preceding years. 
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THE BUDGET— EXCESSIVE 
ANCES FROM BOND. 
Sir J. LENG (Dundee) : I beg to ask 
Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
he sees his way, apart from legal enact- 
ment, to- make such regulation in the 
Customs Department as will preclude in 
future years excessive payments to liberate 
articles from bond immediately before the 
introduction of the Budget. 


THe CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, Bristol, 
W.): I will inquire into the possibility of 
doing this ; but I do not think it can be 
done effectually without legislation. 


LONDON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ELECTIONS. 

CoLonEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Local 
Government Board whether a_house- 
holder resident in any portion of a parish 
transferred by the Boundary Commission, 
appointed under the London Government 
Act of 1899, to another parish is eligible 
for election on the Ist November, 1900, 
as a borough councillor for the municipal 
borough from which he has been trans 
ferred, either as a parochial elector or as 
a resident in the parish twelve months 
prior to the election. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHAPLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The Local Gov- 
ernment Board have no jurisdiction and 
no authority to pronounce any opinion 
with regard to this matter. It is one of 
the questions which ean be dealt with by 
an Order in Council under Section 27 (1) 
(c) of the London Government Act, 1899. 
I have, however, communicated with the 
Commissioners, and I understand that the 
subject is being or will be considered by 
them and the Privy Council. 


EXCESS OF WORKHOUSE 
ACCOMMODATION. 
CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES 
gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, whether he is aware that in cer- 
tain parts of the country the number of 
workhouses is in excess of the require- 
ments ; and inasmuch as this entails an 
unnecessarily large annual expenditure, 
will he consider the advisability of taking 
steps to reduce the number of such work- 
houses. 


(Mont- 
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Mr. CHAPLIN : The workhouse accom- 


to be in excess of requirements, but it 
must be remembered that in order to 
maintain proper administration in a work- 
house, it is necessary that separate 
accommodation should be provided for 
each class of inmates and for the sick, 
and that there should be some spare 
accommodation for each class for use in 
case of need, as besides the sick there are 
seven different classes for whom separate 
accommodation should be provided ; the 
spare accommodation is often more 
apparent than real. 


LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY EXTENSION — NEW DWELL.- 
INGS. 

Mr. GRAHAM (St. Pancras, W.): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he has re- 
ceived from the London and North- 
Western Railway Company any scheme 
for the providing of new dwellings fer 
the inhabitants of the houses in Stanhope 
Street, Granby Street, and Mornington 
Road, already acquired by them for the 
extension of their line, according to the 
London and North-Western Railway Act, 
61 and 62 Vic. ¢. 234; whether he can 
state the site of the buildings to be 
erected, and the number of inhabitants 
to be provided for; and whether he will 
take steps to compel the company to per- 
form the conditions of the Act. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For THE 
HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. Waite 
Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : No 
scheme has yet been submitted by the 
railway company in this case; but I 
have been in communication with them 
in regard to their liabilities under the 
Act, and shall certainly compel them to 
comply with its provisions, as I have 
plainly informed them. 


LABOUR BUREAUX—MODEL RULES. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) : I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether, in view of the increasing in- 
terest being shown in labour bureaux by 
the London local authorities, the Labour 
Department will prepare and issue for 
their guidance and information a set of 
model rules for the conduct of labour 
bureaux, with such other information on 
the formation and management of such 


institutions as would be likely to prove of 
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use to any body intending to institute | 
houses in their districts, under the powers 


one. 


TuE PRESIDENT oF THE BOARD oF 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcuie, Croydon): The 
Labour Department of the Board of 
Trade have from time to time published 
certain information as to the constitution 
and regulations of labour bureaux in this 
country and abroad. If the hon. Member 
will put himself into communication with 
the Department, he will be able to 
judge how far the publication of any 
further information in their posses- 
sion would answer the purpose of his 
question. But the Board of Trade are of 
opinion that before any model code of 
regulations could be adopted much more 
experience is necessary of the working of 
those bureavx than has yet been had. 


ALIEN IMMIGRATION. 

Sir BARRINGTON SIMEON (South- 
ampton): I beg to ask the President of 
the board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the increase in the 
number of aliens arriving in the United 
Kingdom who are not stated to be en 
youle to other countries ; and whether it 
is the intention of the Government to 
carry out without further delay the 
pledge given by them in the Queen’s 
Speech in 1896, by introducing legislation 
upon the subject. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir, I am aware 
that there has been an increase in the 
number of aliens alluded to by the hon. 
Member, and a much larger one in the 
number of aliens passing through this 
country ; both these tendencies being, 
doubtless, encouraged by the activity of 
trade here and in the United States and 
the demand for labour. The matter is 
one the importance of which has not been 
lost sight of. Legislation on the subject 
is surrounded with difficulties which I 
hope may be overcome, but I fear we shall 
be unable to make any proposals to the 
House this session, I may say that we 
hope the census about to be taken may 
clear up some matters at present obscure. 


REGULATION OF SEAMEN’S LODGING 
HOUSES. 

Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): I beg to ask the President of the 
Board of Trade if he can state whether 
any, and, if so, which seaport towns 
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bye-laws regulating seamen’s lodging- 
of Section 214 of the Merchant Shipping 
Act, 1894; and, also, in what places an 
Order in Council, under sub-section 5 of 
the said section, is in force. 


Mr. RITCHIE: In addition to Cardiff 
and Newport, the following towns have 
adopted bye-laws for seamen’s lodging- 
houses under the section referred to in the 
question :—Middlesbrough, South Shields, 
Liverpool, Tynemouth, and Barry and 
Cadoxton. Orders in Council under sub- 
section 5 are in force at Penarth, Barry 
and Cadoxton, Cardiff, and Newport. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY— 
READING ACCIDENT. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) : I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether any com- 
munication has been addressed by the 
3oard of Trade to the Great Western 
Railway Company in connection with the 
accident at Reading on 27th December, 
1899, respecting which the inspector 
found that it was due to carelessness on 
the part of certain men, but remarked in 
his report men who have been for four- 
teen or fifteen hours on the foot plate 
could hardly be expected to display that 
unremitting vigilance which is necessary 
for safety ; and what was the nature of 
the communication, whether any reply 
has been received from the railway 
company, and what was its nature. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir; the report 
was forwarded to the company on the 
20th March—that is, immediately it was 
issued. The Board of Trade have not 
heard from the company on the subject ; 
if necessary, a further communication 
shall be addressed to them, The hon. 
Member no doubt observed that the 
inspecting ofticer himself inferred that 
the long hours were caused by the Christ- 
mas trattic. 


SOUTH KENSINGTON MUSEUM— 
BUCKLAND COLLECTION. 

Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
bright): I beg to ask the Vice President 
of the Committee of Council on Eduea- 
tion whether any decision has been arrived 
at to remove the Buckland Collection 
\from the South Kensington Museum, 
having in view the desirability of utilising 
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fisheries and pisciculture ; and whether | sury, as representing the Postmaster 


there is not a sum of £5,000 left to the 
Buckland Museum ; and, if so, in whom 


is it vested and to what use is it being | 


applied. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- 
bridge University): The answer to 
the first paragraph is in the nega- 


tive. In regard to the second para- 
graph of the question, there is a sum of 
about £4,000 in the Chancery Division 
of the High Court, of which the interest 
is payable to Mrs. Buckland for her life, 
and of which the reversion was be- 
queathed by Mr. Buckland for the esta- 
blishment of a Chair of Economic Fish 
Culture. 


Sir MARK STEWART: Has nothing 
been done up to the present ? 

Sir J. GORST : Nothing. 

Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Have the Department done 
anything to put the collection in proper 
order 1? 

Sim J. GORST: I must ask for notice 
of that. 


TOTTENHAM SCHOOL BOARD — 
VACCINATION REGULATIONS. 
Mr. PICKERSGILL: I beg to ask the 


Vice-President of the Committee of 
Council! on Education, whether the 
Education Department has declined 
to allow the ‘Tottenham School Board 


to appoint a girl asa pupil teacher on 
the ground that she has not been 
vaccinated, although in other respects 
she satisfies all requirements; and, if 
so, will he state upon what statutory 
authority the Education Department 
professes to hase its action. 


Sir J. GORST : I have no information 
as to the particular case of the pupil 
teacher referred to in the question, but 
such a refusal would be in accordance 
with the practice of the department. 
The Committee of Council have power 
under Section 97 of the Education Act, 
1870, to prescribe the conditions of the 
grant to Public Elementary Schools. 


TELEGRAPH SERVICE 
CLASSIFICATION. 


CoLoNEL DALBIAC (Camberwell, N.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 


General, whether any steps will be taken 
to carry out the scheme introduced by 
Mr. Faweett, and recommended by the 
Tweedmouth Committee, with reference 


to the abolition of classification, whereby 


the many hundreds of telegraphists now 
only receiving £160 per annum, with no 
hope of advancement, will be permitted to 
rise toa salary of £190 per annum, which 
was the prospect held out to many of 
them when entering the service. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HaAnpury, Pres- 
ton): The hon. Member appears to be 
under a misapprehension regarding Mr. 
Faweett’s scheme and the recommenda- 
tions of the Tweedmouth Committee in 
reference to abolition of classification, 
So far from recommending abolition of 
classification, Mr. Fawcett provided in 


| his scheme for first and second classes of 


telegraphists in London with a maximum 
of £140 a year for the first class, which 
subsequently—in 1890—was raised to 
£160 a year. Lord Tweedrouth’s Com- 
mittee recommended the combination of 
the first and second classes, but distinctly 
limited amalgamation to those two classes, 
and expressed an opinion that the maxi- 
mum salary of £160 a year affords an 
adequate remuneration for the work en- 
trusted to a telegraphist in London—an 
opinion which was subsequently endorsed 
by the Postmaster General and myself. 
The prospect of advancement to the class 
of overseers and senior telegraphists which 
has a maximum of £190 has not been 
altered in any respect. 


CORK POST OFFICE RELIEF DUTIES. 

Mr. J. F. X. O7BRIEN (Cork) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether there is any regular system 
for the distribution of relief duty 
at the Cork Post Office; and_ if so, 
is that system always followed in regard 
to the equal claims of the general body 
of the employees. 


Mr. HANBURY: Relief duty at 
Cork is allotted by regular system, when 
there are no exceptional circumstances 
which demand a departure from such 
system in the interests of the Service ; 
and the claims of all the staff are duly 


considered. 











Ee OIC UR RE TIRES TY oes Serr oer 2} 
— 


ines 


a 


ae 
% 








325 


TEL! 





Mi 
I be 
Treas 
Gene 
giver 
necti 
Akal 
seein; 
been 
cause 


*MI 
not | 
a tel 
prom 


MED! 


Mi 
ask tl 
prese 
whet 
entitl 
whet! 
patie! 
and ¥ 
take 
givin 
medic 
the st 
Retw 
Meml 
Glasg 

Mr 
perso! 
Lond 
whos« 
are a 
their 
the hi 
of thr 
distri 
they 
entitl 
on a 
medic 


MR 
the S 
sentin 
he is ¢ 


7 fully 


Cork 


YF appoir 


Years 
hext 
other 





es, 
xi- 
an 
n- 
an 
ed 


18s 
ich 


en 


eg 
as 
al, 
7m 


ty 
$0, 
rd 
( ly 

















325 Questions. 


TELEGRAPH STATION AT AKAHISTA, 
COUNTY CORK. - 

Mr. GIL.HOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether a guarantee has been 
given for the payment of expenses in con- 
nection with a telegraph station at 
Akahista, County Cork; and whether, 
seeing that a promise of the said station has 
been made, will he explain what is the 
cause of delay in connection with it. 


*Mr. HANBURY: A guarantee has 
not been given for the establishment of 
a telegraph office at Akahista; and no 
promise of an office there has been made. 


ATTENDANCE FOR 
GRAPH CLERKS. 

Mr. M‘GHEE (Louth, 8.): I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting the Postmaster General, 
whether London telegraph clerks are 
entitled to free medical attendance, and 
whether the official doctors’ officers visit 
patients who cannot leave their homes ; 
and whether the Postmaster General will 
take steps to make adequate provision for 
giving the London telegraphists free 
medical attendance, in accordance with 
the statement made in the Parliamentary 
Return issued on the Motion of the 
Member for the Blackfriars Division of 
Glasgow in 1898. 


MEDICAL TELE- 


Mr. HANBURY: There are no 
persons called telegraph clerks in 
London. The London telegraphists 


whose salaries are not over £160 a year 
are allowed free medical attendance at 
their offices or at their homes provided 
the homes are within the prescribed limit 
of three miles from the head office of the 
district in which they are employed. — If 
they reside beyond this limit they are 
entitled to receive advice and medicine 
on application at the surgery of the 
medical officer. 


CORK TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 
Mr. J. F. X. OBRIEN: I beg to ask 


the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 


senting the Postmaster General, whether 


he is aware that there are at present three 


Jiully qualified female substitutes in the 


Cork Telegraph Department awaiting 
appointments in the office for the past six 
years; and will he undertake that the 
next vacancies will be filled by one or 
other of these officers. 
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Mr. HANBURY: Yes; their claims 


_and qualifications will be considered with 
those of any other eligible officers. 


Questions. 


IRISH NATIONAL SCHOOLS—HEATING 
ARRANGEMENTS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in 
national schools in Ireland other than the 
model schools, any official arrangement 
exists for heating the schools in winter ; 
whether the National Board have any 
power to secure that the schools are pro- 
perly heated, and take steps to do so, and 
out of what fund the cost of heating is 
paid ; and whether any distinction exists 
in this respect between ordinary national 
schools and the model schools, which are 
generally attended by the children of 
well-to-do parents ; and, if so, what the 
reason of this distinction is. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BaLrour): No arrangement such as 
referred to in the first paragraph exists, 
but the schools are supposed to be 
kept by the local managers in a fit state 
for the reception of pupils at all times of 
the year. The Commissioners have no 
power to compel the proper heating of 
schools other than model schools; they 
would, however, draw the attention of 


the manager to any case of serious 
neglect. ‘The model schools are under 


the direct control and management of the 
board, hence the duty of heating these 
schools devolves upon the board. 


KERRY DEPUTY SURVEYORS. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
van state on what grounds the Local 
Government Board have ordered the 
Kerry County Council to increase the 
salaries of their deputy surveyors from 
£80 to £150 per year. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry. 
N.): The reasons which induced the 
Local Government Board to increase the 
salary of the county surveyor for Kerry, 
and which were explained by me in 
answer to the hon. Member's question of 
Friday last, are equally applicable to the 
cases of the assistant surveyors, whose 
salaries have also been increased by the 
Board. as stated. 











Questions. 


FLAVIN : 


Mr. 
Gentleman aware that the county council 


Is the right hon. 


heard the evidence of these gentlemen 
and came to the conclusion there was no 
necessity to increase their salaries, as 
there was no increase of work ? On what | 
ground, therefore, did the Local Govern- 
ment Board, without consulting the 
county eouneil, increase the salaries by 
100 per cent ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : 
ment Board disagreed with the decision 
come to by the county council. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the duties have 
actually decreased % 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member cannot proceed to argue 
the question. 

Captain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is 


the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 


Chief Secretary stated in this House this | 


session that the county councils would be 
consulted in these matters ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! That 


is arguing the question. 


CONSTABLE MURPHY AT 
LURGAN, 


DEATH OF 


Mr. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, E.): | 


I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether his 
attention has been directed to the death 
of Constable Francis Murphy, R.LC. in 
the workhouse hospital at Lurgan about 
a week ago; whether, and on what 
dates, the constable was transferred from 
the town of Moira and thereto from 
Mayo Bridge ; by whose directions was 
he removed to the hospital, and how 
many hours he lived after his admission 
to the hospital ; whether he is aware that 
Constable Murphy frequently complained 
of want of medical attention while in 
Moira; and whether he is aware that, 11 
the absence of an inquest as to the 
cause of death, and the circumstances in 
connection therewith, grave dissatisfaction 
exists among the people and the friends 
of deceased, and whether a Local Govern- 
ment Board inquiry will be held into the 
matter. 


Mr. ATKINSON : My attention has 
been directed to the circumstances 
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| attending. the death of this constable. 
He arrived at Moira, on transfer from 
ayo Bridge, on the 15th February. 
| He was exempted from duty on the 
| 17th February, and between that date 
and the 10th instant, when he died, he 
| was Visited six times by the constabul: ary 
| medical attendant. The constable made 
no complaints, nor had he any reason for 
doing so, «s the medical attendant was 
| very attentive to him. Up to the time of 
his removal to the workhouse hospital 
' the deceased walked about the barrack 
|grounds. He died five hours after his 
admission to the workhouse hospital on 
the 10th instant. He had previously 
| expressed himself gratified at having been 
'removed to the hospital. The man died 
from natural causes, collapse through 
heart disease accelerated by pneumonia 
and long-standing bronchial attacks. The 
case does no call for the interference of 
'the Local Government Board, whose 
functions in the matter relate only to the 
treatment of the deceased in the work. 
house hospital, and I see no reason for 
directing the Inspector General to hold 
an inquiry. 








KHOUSE. 
S.): [ beg to 


CARRICKMACROSS WOR 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 


ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that Mr. Agnew, 
Local Government Board _ inspector, 


recently made an inspection of Carrick- 
macross workhouse between eight and 
ten o'clock at night ; whether he is aware 
that this inspector has been in the habit 
of making an inspection of workhouses in 
several other places in Ulster at night; 
and whether he will order the discon- 
tinuance of this practice of disturbing the 
inmates after they have retired for the 
night. 


Mr. ATKINSON : [am informed that 
Mr. Agnew recently visited a couple of 
the wards of this workhouse between the 
hours mentioned, but that his visit did 
not extend to the whole of the establish- 
ment. He is not in the habit of making 
such visits at night, though he has done 
so occasionally, and the Local Govein- 
ment Board see no reason for interfering 
with the discretion vested in their inspec- 
tor in this respect, and, on the contrary, 
are of opinion that occasional inspection 
of some of the wards at night is most 
desirable. 


Gey, 
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329 Questions. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT OFFICES. | 


Mr. CAREW (Dublin, College Green) : 
I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
ae Lieutenant of Ireland whether he 
has any objection to grant the Return as 
to ofticers under the Local Government 
(Ireland) Act, 1898, which stands on the 
Paper for this day. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BatFour): I do not think a Return such 
as is suggested would be of sutficient im- 
portance to lay on the Table. If, how- 
ever, the hon. Member wishes to see a list 
of the names of the officers referred to, 
with their emoluments, I shall be happy 
to show it to him. 


COUNTY COUNCIL. 

I beg to ask the Chief 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland whether he is aware that the 
County Wicklow County Council, at the 
suggestion of its secretary, adopted a 
resolution on 27th February, 1900, direct- 
ing the secretary to inform the clerks of 
the several rural district councils that by 
order of the county council the forms of 
notice of motion, tender and contractor's 
bond, as also forms 11, 12, 13, and 14, 
prescribed by the District Accounts Order, 

1899, have heen prepared and are supplied 
free on application to the secretary’s 
office, and that the council will not in 
future entertain proposals from rural 
district councils unless made on the forms 
so provided, ete.; whether a county 
council can compel a district council to 
accept forms supplied at higher cost to 
the ratepayers than the district council 
itself can procure by contract; and 
whether it has any power to refuse to 
accept forms sent up by the district 
council which are in accordance with the 
rules laid down by the Local Government 
Board, merely because they are not the 
forms supplied by a particular printer. 


WICKLOW 
Mr. CAREW: 


Mr. ATKINSON: A resolution to the 
effect stated in the question was adopted 


_ by the Wicklow County Council at their 


weep. 


AAT 


of 
4 


meeting on the 27th ultimo. The 
direction given would appear to be for 
the purpose of obtaining uniformity in 
such matters and does not, in the opinion 
of the Local Government Board, call for 
any interference on their part. The 
answer to the second and third paragraphs 


' isin the negative. 


{26 Marcu 1900} 
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BELFAST WORKHOUSE CEMETERY. 
Re WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
: I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
th ‘Lord ‘Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the 
crowded state of the cemetery in connec- 
tion with the Belfast Union workhouse ; 
and whether he will recommend that 
additional accommodation for the inter- 
ment of paupers should be provided else- 
where. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FrouR): The Local Government Board 
will suggest to the guardians the pro- 
priety of acquiring additional ground for 
a cemetery. 


Questions. 


TOWN HOLDINGS—SUGGESTED 
COMMISSION. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick’s): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
land whether the Government will appoint 
a Commission to continue, complete, and 
issue a Report upon the tenure and 
security of improvements to tenants of 


town holdings in Great Britain and 
Treland. 
Mr. ATKINSON: This question is 


obviously one that should be addressed 
to my right hon. friend the First Lord of 
the Treasury. 


LAND COMMISSION SITTINGS 


KANTURK. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he can say what was the last date upom 
which the Assistant Land Commissioners 
sat in Kanturk, County Cork ; is he aware 
that upon that occasion not more than 
half of the cases listed were disposed of ; 
and in view of this fact and of the number 
of additional applications to fix a fair 
rent, whether the Land Commission will 
arrange for an early sitting in Kanturk. 


Mr. ATKINSON : A Sub-Commission 
last sat in Kanturk in November, 1899. 
All the cases entered on the list for hear- 
ing before this Sub-Commission — have 
been disposed of. There are only sixteen 
cases from the Kanturk district not yet 
listed for hearing. A further sitting of a 
Sub-Commission will be held at as early 


AT 


a date as practicable. 


ANNALY ESTATE. 
Mr. J. P. FARRELL (Cavan, W.): I 
beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 
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land whether he is aware that six tenants, 
who made applications to purchase their 
holdings on the Annaly (Rathclure) 


(Juestions. 


{COMMONS} 


Estate, were induced by the receiver to | 


sign agreements to have their fair rents 
fixed by the land valuers; and why it is 
that their holdings have neither been 
visited nor their rents so fixed, and will 
he cause inquiry to be made as to the 
cause of the delay. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I understand that 
a number of tenants from this estate 
agreed to refer their cases to court valuers 
to report as to the fair rents of the 
holdings, that the holdings were duly 
inspected, and that the rents have long 
since been fixed in these cases. There 
are no other cases of this nature, so | 
am told, at present pending on the estate. 
If the hon. Member will supply me with 
ithe names of the six tenants referred to 
in the question, together with the names 
of the town lands upon which their hold- 
ings are situate, I will call for a further 
report in the matter. 


BALTIMORE RAILWAY EXTENSION. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Vice-President of the 
Department of Agriculture for Ireland 
whether, in view of the importance of 
Baltimore as a fishing station, and also of 
the promises made by the Congested 
Districts Board and the Treasury to con- 
tribute towards the cost of the railway 
extension at Baltimore to deep water, 
immediate steps will be taken to have 
this work carried out. 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE DE- 
PARIMENT or AGRICULTURE ror 
IRELAND (Mr. PLunkKett, Dublin 
County, N.): The Congested Districts 
Board some years ago offered to contribute 
towards the cost of theconstruction of a pier 
at Baltimore on terms which were com- 
municated to the railway company. The 
railway company, however, have not 
agreed to the terms of the offer, which 
has in consequence been withdrawn. 

Captain DONELAN: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman take steps to ascertain 
the views of the Baltimore Harbour 
Board ? 

Mr. PLUNKETT: Yes, Sir. 

ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE, 


Mr. LECKY (Dublin University) : I 


eg to ask the Vice-President of the | 


_ occupied 
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Department of Agriculture for Ireland 
if the Estimates of 1900-1901 contain any 
provision for the clearing of the site of 
the new Royal College of Science jn 
Dublin, this site having been purchased 
last year in accordance with the recom- 
mendations of the Committee appointed 
to inquire into the question : and, if not, 
if it is too late to make such provision. 


Mr. PLUNKETT : No such provision 
has been made. The site in question is 
by four houses which will 
mostly be occupied by the new Depart- 
ment. Nothing would be gained, and 
something would be lost, by clearing the 
site until the scheme for the reformed 
college has been settled in its main lines, 
firstly as regards the subjects to be taught, 
and secondly as regards the buildings 
required for teaching those subjects. But 
the Committee which is to report as to 
the subjects and the building has been 
appointed and will hold its first meeting 


| shortly after Easter. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Str HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): With reference to public 
business on Thursday I beg to ask 
whether the First Lord of the Treasury 
is aware that on that night a_ most 
important motion is on the Paper with 
reference to the new Education Code, and 
whether he can make arrangements to 
allow that motion to come on, say, at 
10 o'clock. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
theforce of the right hon. Gentleman’s 
appeal. I have not had the opportunity 
of making myself acquainted with the 
amount or the importance of the 
discussion which is likely to arise on 
the motion to which he refers, but I have 
no reason to believe that it will take very 
long. If the right hon. Gentleman assures 
me to the contrary, I will do what I can 
to meet the wishes of hon. Members 
opposite. I think, however, that on 
Thursday we ought to pass not only the 
reference to the Committee on Municipal 
Trading, but the Railway Accidents Bill. 
If those orders are passed [I will not ask 
the House to go on with other Bills after 
10 o'clock. 


Mr. DILLON: When will the Cham- 
table Loans (Ireland) Bill be taken! 1 
may say I wish to move an important In- 








333 


strue 
Rent 
for A 
for t 
reces: 
assur’ 


day. 
Mr 


answe 
again 
be use 
the o 
privat 
matte 
Gover 
o'clocl 
privat 
next, t 
I can 
Irish ( 
if the 
conver 
the Ti 
mentic 
that d: 


SIR 
Covert 
ately a 
the Or 

Mr. 
that po 


Jame 
the B 
Divisio. 


HOY 


WOLVE 
CA 

RA 
Repor 
to lie ur 


ME 
That 
Conso 


Censu 
Am 


That t 
“An Ae 


horough 


VOL. 





333 New Biils. {26 Marcu 1900} New Bills. 334 


struction to the Committee. The Tithe | parishes and places adjacent thereto, in 
Rent-charge (Ireland) Bill is put down | the county of Northampton.” Higham 
for April 26th—a most inconvenient day | Ferrers Water Bill [Lords]. 

for the Irish Members after the Easte1 | 

recess, and I hope we shall have an} HIGHAM FERRERS WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
assurance that it will not be taken that Read the first time; and referred to 
day. the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Before 1) Bills. 
answer that question may I, referring 
again to Thursday’s business, say it would | NEW BILLS. 
be useless to stop Government business if 
the only result is to allow the Bills of Ss atin Sama 
private Members to come on. If it is a ELEMEN dougie EDUCA nico BILL. 
matter of general agreement that if the) THE VICE-PRESIDENT or_ THE 
Government stop their business at 10 COMMITTEE OF COUNCIL ON EDU- 
o'clock no attempt will be made to take CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
private Bills on the Paper for Thursday versity): In asking leave to introduce a 
next, then I will make the arrangement. Bill to amend the Elementary Education 
I cannot give a pledge not to take the Acts, 1870 to 1893, I may briefly explain 
{rish Charitable Loans Bill on Thursday that it embodies some small amendments 
if there is a good chance, but if it is in- which the experience of administration 
convenient for hon. Gentlemen to discuss has proved to be necessary in the various 
the Tithe Rent-charge Bill on the date Education Acts. Without going through 
mentioned, I will engage not to take iton each clause in detail I may say that there 
that day. is, for instance, an amendment as to the 
c 7 as fee grant, providing that the average 

Sir HENRY FOWLER: Cannot the attendance shall be calculated according 
Government put the Code debate immedi- to the Gode at the time being in force, 
ately after the Railway Accidents Bill on instead of according to the Code of 1891. 
the Orders of the Day ? Powers are given to guardians to con- 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iwill consider bute to the expenses of public elemen- 
‘ tary schools in those cases where the poor 
law children are to any extent sent to 
those schools. There is a provision to 

NEW MEMBER SWORN. relieve the parishes in the jurisdiction of 
‘ ; >», . the School Board from contributing, as 

James Farquharson Remnant, Esq., for they do now, twice over towards the blind 
the orough of Finsbury (Holborn and deaf children in their districts, and 
Division). in the matter of compulsory attendance 

er the maximum penalty is raised from 5s. 

HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- — to 20s. Finally, there is another impor- 

PROVEMENT BILL. tant amendment raising the number of 
WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND #ttendances for obtaining what is known 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION as the dunces’ certificate from 250 to 
RAILWAY BILL. 350; and there is a section empowering 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports the local authorities to make hye-laws 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. affecting the school attendance of children 

up to the age of fourteen instead of 


that point. 


et eae thirteen. 
MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. Bill to amend the Elementary Educa- 
That they have agreed to—- tion Acts, 1870 to 1893, ordered to be 


; - ae : | brought in by Sir John Gorst and Mr. 
y t , Bs 2 5 1 ce 
Consolidated Fund (No. ) Bill Attorney General. 
Census (Great Britain) Bill, without 
Amendment. ELEMENTARY EDUCATION BILL. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, ‘To amend the Elementary Education 
“An Act for supplying with water the Acts, 1870 to 1893,” presented, and read 
borough of Higham Ferrers, and certain , the first time ; to be read a second time 
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upon Monday next, and to be printed. | 


(Bill 142.] 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL 

*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M 
WuirteE Rip ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : I 
have to ask leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the law relating to burial grounds. 
It carries out the recommendations of the 
Committee which in 1898 sat upon the 
Burial Acts, under the chairmanship of 
my hon. friend the Member for the Uni- 
versity of Cambridge, and which came to 
a substantially fair agreement on the 
points which for years had been engaging 
the attention of the House. I think it 
would be a great pity if this House did 
not take the opportunity of endeavouring 
to settle some of these questions at any 
rate. During the autumn I had the 
honour of receiving a deputation com- 
posed of what I may call the contending 
parties, and they were entirely at one in 
urging the Government to introduce a 
Bill based on the recommendations of the 
Committee, and assuring me if it were in- 
troduced it would be approached by 
them with a desire to bring about an 
amicable settlement. I have therefore to 
ask leave to introduce this Bill. It does 
not, as I told the deputation, propose to 
consolidate or amend the whole law. That 
would be a rather too ambitious attempt 
on my part, but I hope it will go a con- 
siderable way towards it. Dealing with 
the two separate parts into which the 
Burial Acts may be divided, it leaves 
the whole ecclesiastical side to the 
Home Office, and the whole sanitary and 
financial part to the Local Government 
Board. It is hoped that by that means 
the present conflict of authority and con- 
fusion of interest may be avoided. Sub- 
stantially, the whole of the recommenda- 
tions of the Select Committee, with the 
exception of two or three points which 
appear to be outside the general tenor of 
the Report, are embodied in the Bill. 


Bill to amend the Law relating to 
Burial Grounds, ordered to be brought 
in by Secretary Sir Matthew White 
Ridley and Mr. Jesse Collings. 


BURIAL GROUNDS BILL. 
“ To amend the Law relating to Burial 
Grounds,” presented, and read the first 
time; to be read a second time upon 
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Monday next, and to be printed. [Bill 
143.) 
SEA FISHERIES BILL. 
THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD 


OF TRADE (Mr. Rircute, Croydon): | 
have to ask leave to bring in a Bill to 
amend the Acts relating to sea fisheries, 
I may explain that the Bill is one which 
has been before the House under another 
designation, which was open to consider- 
able criticism. I think the present title 
is more appropriate. The object is to 
prevent the present destruction of small 
and immature fish, which, according to the 
Report of the Sea Fisheries Committees, 
can be used for no other purpose except 
that of manure. This object the Bill 
proposes. to effect by prohibiting the sale 
of such fish, in accordance not only with 
the representation of the Fishmongers’ 
Company, but with the recommendation 
of a Select Committee of the House of 
Commons. <A law of this. kind is in 
existence in nearly all the great European 
countries, and [ am satisfied that if the 
supply of a very valuable food for the 
people is to be increased, it is necessary 
to follow the example of Continental 
Legislatures by limiting the size of fish 
that may be sold. At the same time it 
will put a stop to operations which are 
causing much injury to the various 
fisheries. 

Mr. MAURICE. HEALY (Cork) : Will 
the Bill apply to Ireland ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: Yes. 

Question proposed, that the Bill be now 
read a first time. 

Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire) : Does 
the Bill propose to. place any restriction 
on the operations of trawlers within a 
certain distance of our coasts ! 

Mr. RITCHIE.: No, except so far as. 
it prevents them selling fish below a 
certain size. 

Mr. GIBSON. BOWLES : May I—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order! 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I only want 

to put a question. 


*Mr.. SPEAKER: The hon. Member 
for Berwickshire has already spoken since 


the question was put.. Further questions: 


are very apt to develop into. debate. 
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Mr. J. LOWTHER (Kent, Thanet) : | 
Is it not «llowable to ask a question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Only, as the hon. 
Member for Cork did, while the right hon. 
Gentleman introducing the Bill sat down. 


Bill to amend the Acts relating to Sea 
Fisheries, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Ritchie and Secretary Sir Matthew 
White Ridley. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. 

“To amend the Acts relating to Sea 
Fisheries,” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, and to be printed. [Bill 144.] 


FINANCE BILL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. StuaART Wortcey (Sheffield, 
Hallam) in the Chair. | 
Clause 1 :— 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
The object of the Amendment which I 
have put upon the Paper, and which I 
now move, is to exempt Ireland from the 
reimposition of the tea duty. In the 
first instance, the history of this tea duty 
in Ireland is rather interesting. Before 
1817 the tea duty in Ireland was, com- 
pared with that of England, very 
small indeed. As well as my _ recollec- 


tion serves me, it was four or five times , 


as large in England as in Ireland, but in 
1817, as part of the scheme of robbing 
Ireland, as we believe, this tax was 
equalised in the two countries. In 1890 
the tax was reduced to 4d., and now it is 
proposed to increase the existing taxation 
50 per cent., and raise it to 6d. As well 
as we can estimate, the additional amount 
raised from Ireland will be £250,000. 
The production from this tax in the year 
ending 31st March, 1899, in Ireland was 
£564,000, and therefore it is a fair esti- 
mate to say that the amount produced in 
Ireland from this addition to the taxation 
on tea may be about £250,000. I am 
glal to have an opportunity of very 


briefly alluding to one or two 
matters raised by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer in the debate 
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upon this Irish financial question the 
other night. At the close of the debate, 
and without any warning or notice what- 
ever, he put forward a number of entirely 
new statements and quoted a number of 
figures which, on the spur of the moment, 
it was impossible for us on these benches 
without examination and inquiry to deal 
with. On this question the right hon. 
Gentleman laid it down that the English 
consumption was 5}lb. per head of the 
population, producing a tax of ls. 9d., 
and that the Irish consumption was 63 lb. 
per head, producing 2s. 2d.* That is to 
say, that, taking the case of an Irish 
family, say, of six persons, the amount 
paid under the old tax would be 13s., and 
now, under this proposal, that tax is to 
be raised on the Irish family to 19s. 6d. 
The right hon. Gentleman laid down, I 
think, an extraordinary proposition when 
he argued that the larger consumption of 
tea in Ireland was, forsooth, something in 
the nature of an argument in favour of 
Irish prosperity and Irish ability to pay 
the tax. The large consumption of tea 
in Ireland is a proof of the poverty of 
the people instead of a proof of their 
prosperity. It is the very cheap- 
est drink they can obtain—something 
like 2d. a gallon—and it is probably 
the cheapest food upon which any human 
being can maintain life. It does seem to 
me that the argument is entirely the other 
way, and that the large consumption of 
tea in Ireland is a proof of the poverty 
and not the prosperity of the people, and 
of their inability rather than their ability 
to bear this additional impost. The right 
hon. Gentleman laid down and elaborated 
the principle which underlies really the 
whole or a very large part of the financial 
injustice under which Ireland suffers, 
when he propounded the old doctrine 
that identity of impost is the same as 
identity of burden. That was the fallacy 
underlying Mr. Gladstone’s policy in 
1853. It is the policy which underlies 
the policy of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to-day. In his speech he declared 
that anything in the nature of differential 
taxation of the same articles as between 
England and Ireland was a principle which 
could never be accepted. He went on to 
say 

“ That isa demand on the part of Ireland to 
occupy the position and to exercise the power 
of a governing part of this great Empire, and 


* See page 123 of this Volume. 


O02 





339 


not to bear an equal share in its burdens. 
That is a demand which strikes at the root of 
our whole system of common taxation .. . 
that system is essential to our common 
welfare.” 


Finance 


He then went on to make the utterly 


erroneous statement that the principle of | 


identity of taxation, under the Act of 
this Parliament in 1816, had been agreed 
to, forsooth, by the Irish people through 
their representatives. Let me ask upon 
that question, first of all, what was the 
contract—if it can be dignified by the 
name—entered into under the Act of 
Union? It was that Ireland, with a 
population of about one-half as large as 
that of Great Britain, was to pay two- 
seventeenths of the total taxation, or 
about one against three and a half per 
head paid by the inhabitants of Great 
Britain. That was a ridiculously unfair 
proportion to fix, and every financial 
authority who has spoken or given 
evidence on this question—even those 
against our claim at the present moment 
—admits that that was an unfair propor- 
tion when it was fixed. As a matter 
of fact, Ireland was never able to pay it. 
But let us imagine for a moment that it 
was a fair proportion. Having regard to 
the change in the number of the popula- 
tion of the two countries, we are paying 
very much more than that proportion to- 
day. Taking into account the population 
of Ireland, the proportion, which was one 
against three and a half at the time of 
the Union, had altered by 1859 to one 
against two, while in 1897 it was one 
against 16. If the Irish demand to-day 
were strictly limited to that contract, 
which was admittedly an absurdly unjust 
and unfair one, our position to-day would 
be that we are treated even on the 
standard of that contract unfairly and un- 
justly. Could anything have been more 
ridiculous than the statement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that the im- 
position of identical taxation in 1816 had 
the consent of Ireland? As was pointed 
out on the spur of the moment by one of 
the Irish Members, in 1816 we had not 
Catholic emancipation. That 
answered by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer w ith an allusion to some thing 
done in the sixties, But Ireland in the 


sixties was not represented inthis Houseany | 


more fairly than she was before Catholic 
emancipation. It was not until 


that the masses of the Irish people were 
really represented in this House. 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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1885 | 


The | 
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| right hon. Gentleman would lead the 
| House to believe from his argument that 
| the assent of Ireland to this arrangement 
in 1816 was an essential condition of the 
contract. If it was, we have a right to 
withdraw from the contract now, when we 
find that it is unjust and oppressive. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer complained 
that this was an attempt of the Trish 
people to fix the taxation on Great 
Britain. He denounced that as a ridiculous 
and unjust thing. But what is he doing ? 
He is allowing Great Britain to fix the 
taxation of Ireland. If one is unjust, I 
contend the other is equally so. Let me 
say one word in continuation of this point. 
What has been the result of this imposition 
of identical taxation upon Ireland ? It has 
been absolutely ruinous. I never heard a 
more superficial and unsatisfactory speech 
than was the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman upon this point. He attempted, 
forsooth, to prove that Ireland is to-day 
rapidly increasing in prosperity and 
wealth, when it is common knowledge that 
by comparison with any other nation in 
the world, Ireland has been retrograding 
instead of advancing. The right hon. 
Gentleman alluded with pride and satisfae- 
tion to the fact thatemigration from Ireland 
was diminishing. Yes, thank God, it is. The 
emigration cannot go on for ever at the 


rate it has been going on for many 
decades past. Naturally it must, to some 
extent. diminish in volume, because the 


population left in the country has dimi- 
nished by one half. But even this conso- 
lation the right hon. Gentleman is not 
entitled to. He quoted the emigration 
figures for 1898, and pointed to the fact 
that only 32,000 had emigrated in that 


year. He did not give the figures for 
1899, which show an increase of emigra- 


tion from 32,000 to 42,000. So that even 
upon that point the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s figures were misleading and inade- 
quate. In talking of this question of 
depopulation, he alluded to some rural 
parts of England in which he knew the 
agricultural population was diminishing. 
Did he really put that forward as a 
reasonable argument ? We are not talk. 
ing about the depopulation of any parti- 
cular district in Ireland. We are talking 
of the depopulation of the country taken 
as a whole. The country taken as a 
whole shows a terribly diminishing popu- 
lation, and to say because in England, 
where the population is increasing from 
year to year by leaps and bounds, there 
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may be a particular rural district the | 
population of which is diminishing, that | 
that is any answer, is really unworthy as 
an argument of the right hon, Gentleman, 
He spoke also of the receipts from railway 
trattic —— 


Tike CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member must be aware that 
the rules of the House preciude references 
to previous debates in the same session. 
The hon. Member must also understand | 
that in strictness he is bound by the 
limits of the present Amendment to the 
position of Great Britain and Ireland with 
regard to the increase of the tea duty. 
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rate of increase per mile has in ten years 
been only 4 per cent.—a smaller increase 
than will be found in any other country 
in Europe or in the world. Take the 
case of joint-stock companies in Ireland. 
It is said as a proof of the prosperity of 
Ireland that they have doubled in number 
in the last ten years, but it is left out of 
account altogether that included in that 
category are those innumerable co-opera- 
tive societies which have been established 
in Ireland, the establishment of which, 
though they may be most useful in their 
way, cannot be regarded as in themselves 
a proof of the increased prosperity of the 
people. Savings bank deposits have been 


‘alluded to as a proof of increased pros- 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: To take the : 


second point first, I am arguing that 
this additional impost upon tea should 
not be put upon [reland, because of the | 
poverty of her people which makes them 
unable to bear it. With regard to the 
other point, I will not further allude to 
the right hon. Gentleman, but I will say 
that a distinguished financier has recently 
made these statements. A distinguished 
gentleman recently stated that the rail- 
way receipts in Ireland had increased by 
25 per cent. in ten years, 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, 
Bristol, W.): I rise to order. What on 
earth has this to do with the tea duty 4 


THE CHAIRMAN: I cannot allow the 
hon. Gentleman to evade my ruling by so 
transparent an artifice. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I do not 
understand. The point put to you, Sir, 
as a point of order, is, whether I am 
entitled to discuss the question of the 
receipts for railway 1ates. On that point 
I would submit to you that anything 
which shows the inability of Ireland to 
bear taxation is a relevant argument on 
the proposal to increase her taxation. 


_ Tue CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
is entitled to argue the general poverty 
of the resources of Ireland. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: Then, Sir, 


if anyone says that these receipts from 


perity and of Ireland’s ability to bear 
taxation. Savings bank deposits show in 
ten years an increase of 4} millions, but 
in the same ten years there has been a 
decrease of 65 millions in Government 
funds and Indian stocks, so that if you 
take the question of the prosperity of the 
country as a whole, the decrease in this 
kina of investments may be set against 
the increase with regard to savings banks. 
I content myself with this general 
statement: that the picture which was 
receritly put before this House and the 
country of Ireland as a rapidly im- 
proving and prosperous country is a 
grossly exaggerated one, and by every 
test which the ingenuity of man may 
suggest Ireland is unable to bear this. 
additional taxation which is proposed. 
This Budget, even if it were a fair one 
for Great Britain, is a glaringly unfair 
one for Ireland. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has defended this Budget on 
the ground that he is raising £8,000,000 
from direct taxation and only £6,000,000 
from indirect. This is 57 per cent. from 
direct and 43 per cent. from indirect 
taxation. I admit candidly that fora War 
Budget that is a very plausible statement 
to he able to make. If the right hon. 
Gentleman has to provide a War Budget, 
then I think the proportion of direct to 
indirect taxation which he lays down is a 
reasonable one. But so far as the appli- 
cation of this Budget to Ireland is con- 
cerned, that statement is an absolute and 
complete misrepresentation. In Ireland 
the application of the Budget will work 
out in this way. The direct taxa- 


railway trattic have increased in the last | tion raised will be only 33 per cent. 


ten years by 25 per cent., | should call 
attention to the fact that mileage has 
increased by 125 per cent., and that the 


of the whole, and the indirect taxation 
will be 67 per cent. of the whole. I 
have endeavoured, as far as possible, to 
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get accurate figures and accurate estimates. 
The income tax produced in Ireland 
last year £704,000. It is proposed to 
increase it by 50 per cent., producing 
£300,000. The tea duty produced last 
year £564,000 ; the increase of 50 per 
cent. will be £250,000. Tobacco pro- 
duced £1,201,000, and the increase of 
12} per cent. will produce £150,000. 
Beer produced £773,000; an increase 
of 15 per cent. gives £100,000, and 
an increase of 5 per cent. on spirits 
gives £100,000 more, making in all 
about £900,000asa result of this increased 
budget upon Ireland. These figures, if 
they are correct, show that Ireland will 
be paying £300,000, or 33 per cent., of 
direct taxation, and £600,000, or 67 per 
cent. of indirect taxation, whereas in 
Great Britain the proportions are reversed, 
and Great Britain will be paying only 43 
per cent., of indirect and 57 per cent. of 
‘direct. So that the main argument 
upon which the right hon. Gentleman 
defended this Budget, namely, that 
there was a fair and equitable distine- 
tion between the amount to be borne 
by indirect and direct taxation, falls 
to the ground altogether when you apply 
it to the case of Ireland. It seems to me 
that in itself is a strong argument why 
this increase of the duty on tea should be 
omitted. I would suggest what would 
be a fair thing for him todo. Why can- 
not Ireland be treated the same as Great 
Britain in this Budget? Why cannot 
the right hon. Gentleman be content to 
raise only the same proportion of direct 
and indirect taxation that he is raising in 
Great Britain! If he would be content 
to do that, he would to some extent at 
any rate mitigate the injustice which I 
think he is perpetrating on the country. 
If he did that, he could do it by levying 
direct taxation in Ireland as it is under 
his proposal at £300,000, and by keeping 
only the beer and spirit duties—£200,000 
more—and confining his demand upon 
Ireland to these three items. Then the 
taxation upon Ireland would fall in 
exactly the same proportion as he pro- 
poses it should fall upon England, and 
he would in that way save Ireland from 
the imposition on her poor people of 
this harsh additional tax on _ tea 
and on tobacco. Of course we take the 
position that we object to pay a single 
penny of additional taxation, for the 
double reason that we think we are 
overtaxed already, and that we object 


Mr. John Redmond. 
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to the object to which the money 
is to be devoted. Of course, we know as 
practical politicians we cannot defeat this 
Budget. We are powerless to do so, 
All we are able to do is to register our 
protest in the division lobby. If we, as 
practical men, can get any alleviation for 
Jreland, I think we ought to do our best, 
and if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would do what I think is a reasonable 
thing, let the taxation direct and indirect 
fall in the same proportion as in England, 
that will be a relief to our country. It 
will diminish the total amount of the 
additional taxation, and it will remove 
to some extent the sense of injustice 
under which we suffer. For these reasons, 
I beg to move this Amendment, and | 
invite the serious and sympathetic atten- 
tion of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 


Amendment proposed — 


“On pag: 1, line 16, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland.’”—{ Mr John Redmond. | 


Question proposed—‘ That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of 
the Clause.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) said that having no special knowledge 
in matters of finance he should not have 
intervened in the debate except for the 
fact that the increase on the duty upon 
tea very greatly affected a large number 
of the inhabitants of Donegal, to whom 
ltea was not so much a luxury as an 
actual article ot food. The class of 
people whom he represented were the 
poorest in the world. In this question of 
finance he noticed one of the most cruel 
instances of the injustice which was done 
to Ireland by the Government, as was 
shown by the fact that the whole of the 
Irish representatives were votingagainst the 
extra taxation of their own country, and 
being out-voted by the majority of the 
House, who would not have to pay the 
tax which they were imposing. With re- 
gard to the way in which it affected his 
constituency, he drew attention to the 
fact that in 1896 a Committee sat to con- 
sider the incidence of taxation between 
the two countries, and in the Majority Re- 
port, which was signed by Mr. Childers, 
one of the greatest financial authorities of 
his day, it was stated that the same system 
of taxation falling on the two countries 
had the effect of making Ireland contribute 
about £2,500,000 in excess of what she 
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out that if the wealth per head of one 
country was much less than that of the 
other, the tax upon taxable articles 
would fall very heavily upon the poorer 
country of the two. 
the inequality of taxation between Great 
Britain and Ireland might be said to be 
tea, tobacco, and spirits, which were all 
heavily taxed, and the consumption of 
which in Ireland was equal to the con- 
sumption in Gieat Britain, except in the 
case of tea, which was consumed to a 
larger extent in Ireland than here, and in 
the case of all these articles, while the tax 
remained the same in both countries, 
the wealth with which to purchase them 
was less in Ireland than in Great Britain. 
To refer to the effect of the tea duty in 
Donegal, he called attention to the fact 
that Mr. O'Donnell gave evidence before 
the Commission, and he insisted strongly 
on the fact that tea was the food of the 
Donegal peasant, and that it was cruel to 
exact a large duty in regard to it. 
His evidence showed that there was a 
large increase in the consumption of tea 
even in the congested districts, and that 
it was not unusual for the peasants to 
have tea and bread at two out of their 
three daily meals. How could the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer tax those unfortu- 
nate people by an additional twopence a 
pound on tea? They had heard a good 
deal about the scarcity of milk in Kim- 
berley during the siege, but the peasants 
of Ireland could not get milk because it 
had to be sold for the benefit of the land- 
lord. The evidence proved that the 
poor people of Ireland did not have meat 
more than two or three times a year, 
while in Great Britain the great mass of 
the population habitually 
butcher’s meat, and even in Seotland the 
food of the poor was much superior to 
what it was in Ireland. Those poor 
peasants were the persons who were to 
be the victims of the extra taxes in order 
to support the stockjobbers in the City. 
Tea was absolutely vital to the very 
existence of the poor in Ireland, and Dr. 
O'Donnell was not the only person who 
bore testimony to this fact. Sir Edward 
Hamilton was examined by Mr. Sexton, 
and he was asked, if Irishmen were unable 
to indulge in luxuries which paid no 
taxes such as beef and bacon, and had to 
resort to tea and dry bread, how could 
that be proof of the taxable capacity of 


Irishmen, and he replied that he hardly 
| 


The main cause of | 


consumed | 
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ought to contribute. The Report pointed | 


thought that tea was a substitute for 
beef or bacon, and that although he 
would not say that tea and alcoholic drinks 
were luxuries yet they were rather expen- 
sive tastes in which Irishmen indulged. 
With what heart could men who in the 
whole course of a long life never knew 
what it was to be hungry, increase the 
burdens on those poor people who were 
in a chronic state of want—a condition, 
too, which was the direct result of English 
misgovernment? ‘To gentlemen in easy 
circumstances of life it was, he knew, very 
difficult to realise that one shilling, six- 
pence, or even one penny made a vast 
difference with these poor peasants. An 
increase of twopence in one pound of tea 
was of far more consequence than £10,000 
to many Gentlemen on the other side of 
the House. They were taxing these 
peasants with a high hand as much against 
their wishes as if all the Irishmen were 
expelled from the House. To talk of the 
grievances of the money-grubbing Uit- 
landers in the Transvaal in the same 
breath when they were imposing this 
additional taxation on the poor Irish 
peasants was cruel hypocrisy. He never 
spoke in a debate of this kind without 
recollecting reading of the historic scenes 
when Daniel O’Connell —- who was 
praised now so much for his mode- 
ration and loyalty — made his _ last 
speech in the House. By the courtesy 
of the House he was permitted in 
his weakness to address the House from 
the seat on the Treasury Bench where 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was now 
sitting, and, in accents nearly inaudible, 
he said, on the eve of the famine, that he 
was asking for bread for his people. 
And now the Government, whose mem- 
bers never knew what want was, had the 
face to prey on the vitals of the Irish 
poor to pay for a vile and infamous war. 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.) said it had 
been proved to demonstration that tea 
was a necessity of the Irish people. It 
could not be called an expensive taste or, 
least of all, a luxury. If there was one 
axiom in regard to general taxation more 
than another conceded by all authorities, 
it was that, as far as possible, the 
indirect taxation on commodities which 
were necessaries of life should be reduced, 
and on the other hand that direct taxa- 
tion on property and wealth should be 
increased, so far as consistent with justice. 
That principle was grossly violated in 
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the present Budget, and, in regard to | 
Ireland, violated in the most unconscion- | 


able manner. It had been proved 
that the increase of 2d. in the 
lb. on the tea duty would amount 
in Ireland to £250,000, which was a 
startling sum to levy from the very 
poorest of the poor. If tea was a neces- 
sary to the poor washerwoman and the 
factory hand in this country, it was an 
article of still greater necessity to a much 
larger proportion of the population of 
Ireland at the present moment. Milk 
was scarcer in Ireland than in London, 
because the great portion of it was ex- 
ported or converted into butter, and the 
consumption of tea was therefore cheaper 
than milk, and it had become the staple 
food of the people eked out with potatoes 
and Indian meal. It was said by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that the 
enormous consumption of tea in Ireland 
was a proof of the prosperity of the 
country ; but he had never heard a more 
fallacious argument from an_ intelligent 
statesman. Instead of that, it was a 
proof directly the other way—that the 
poor people had been driven to the use of 
tea as a substitute for other things. If 
they could eat their own bacon, or beef, 
or mutton, as the prosperous working 


classes in Great Britain did, tea 
would not form such a large item 


in the expenditure of the households 
of Ireland. Sir Edward Hamilton had 
furnished some figures to the Royal Com- 
mission as to taxation from 1819 to 1894 ; 
and these figures had been scrutinised by 
Treasury experts, who could not be ac- 
cused ot sympathy with Irish views on the 
matter. These figures proved that the in- 
direct taxation on commodities had 
increased from about 11s. per head of the 
population in 1819 to something like 
£1 2s, at the present day ; whereas there 
was an enormous decrease during the 
same period in the taxation levied on 
commodities in Great Britain. How 
could they with any justice or sense of 
fair play ask an increase of 100 per 
cent. on the indirect taxation of the poor 
people of Ireland? It might be said that 
if they were not to impose the tea duty 
in Ireland they would have to establish a 
Customs barrier between the two 
countries. Well, why not? That was, 
one of the things Irish Members were 
contending for. Their complaint was, 
when the old Customs regulations were 
abolished in the twenties, Ireland was 


Mr. Flynn. 
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deprived of the great part of the 
trade between Great Britain and Ireland, 
They could not at present tell whether 
Irish exports were or were not. pro- 
gressing. The argument might be used 
that the abolition of the duty on tea in 
Ireland would involve a separate Irish 
Custom House or department, but at 
present Customs officers in Ireland were 
underworked, their duties were light, and 
their hours were short, and there ought 
to be no difficulty whatever in the way 
of establishing regulations which would 
permit of a higher duty on tea in Great 
Britain than in Ireland. He thought an 
unanswerable case had been made out as 
regarded that aspect of the case. If there 
were one thing more striking than another 
in the Budget it was that the present time 
should have been selected in order to in- 
crease the duty on tea. Not long ago 
one of the great principles of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was to give 
a free breakfast table ; instead of that he 


“now proposed to increase its cost. But, 


of course, they could not have their cake 
and eat it—they could not go to war and 
expect not to pay for it. What had 
become of all the economic reformers who 
were so earnest for the reform of finance 
ten or twelve years ago ! Was no protest 
to be raised except by the [rish Members 
against this system of taxation? They 
might naturally expect the help of their 
friends the Irish Unionists, who a year 
or two ago with commendable public 
spirit joined them in an endeavour to 
reform the financial relations. Surely 
they ought to come forward and join in 
protesting against all the increases, not 
least against the increase of duty on an 
article which was a necessary article of 
food to the great bulk of the Irish 
people. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford, who 
moved this Amendment, has paid me a 
very high compliment, because he occu- 
pied practically the whole of his speech 
not with reasons in support of the Amend- 
ment, but in replying to some observations 
which it was my duty to address to the 
House on Thursday last on the debate on 
the Financial Relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland. The hon. and learned 
Member did not reply on that occasion, 
although possibly his reply might have 
influenced the result of the debate, 
so that I can only suppose that 
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my statements were so difficult to 
answer that he postponed replying until 
this evening. I will not follow the hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford 
into the subject, which is indirectly con- 
nected no doubt—but only indirectly con- 
nected—with the Amendment before the 
Committee. The standpoint from which 
he and hon. Members below the gang- 
way approach this matter is utterly 
different from mine. They persist in 
all matters of taxation in treating [reland 
as a separate country. I treat it as part 
of the United Kingdom, and from that 
point of view | am utterly unable to see 
why the poor man in [reland should pay 
less duty on tea than the poor man in 
either England or Scotland. The hon. 
and learned Member for Waterford was 
good enough to make a proposal to me. 
He said that as a result of this increased 
taxation Ireland would have to pay 
£900,000. I think it is extremely ditti- 
cult to tell exactly how much 
will fall on Lreland, or, as I would prefer to 
say, on the Irish taxpayers, but that is not 
an unfair estimate. The hon. and learned 
Member says that this additional taxation 
is too much for Ireland, but he is good 
enough to offer me £300,000 from the 
income tax, and £200,000 from indirect 
taxation, reducing the contribution of Ire- 
land to £400,000. The total additional tax- 
ation levied in the United Kingdom would 


then be £13,800,000, and of that Ireland , 


would pay about one-twenty-seventh or 
considerably less than according even to 
the much quoted Report of the Royal 
Commission on the Financial Relations her 
taxable capacity would enable her to 
pay. IL do not think I need dwell 
on the fairness or unfairness of that 
proposal. The hon. Member for South 
Donegal said that as his constituents 
were exceptionally poor and excessively 
fond of tea the tax was exception- 
ally hard on them. I said on Thursday 
last that the amount of tea consumed 
in Ireland per head of the  popu- 
lation was very considerably greater 
than in England and Scotland, and 
that that was no proof of the poverty of 
Ireland. That view is, I think, one that 
would have been accepted by the framers of 
the Act of Union, because it is a curious 
fact that among the alternatives which 
the framers of the Seventh Article of the 
Act of Union suggested to the proportion 
of 2 to 15 as the respective contributions 


of Ireland and Great Britain was a calcu- 
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lation based on the amount of tobacco, 
tea, spirits, wine, beer, and sugar 
consumed in the respective countries, and 
therefore obviously at that time they did 
consider that the amount of the consump- 
tion of these articles was a test of the 
taxable capacities of the two countries. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: They were 


a more meat-eating population. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I cannot 


‘agree in that opinion of the hon. Mem- 


ber. I did not quote the extra consump- 
tion of tea in Ireland as a proof of the 
prosperity of Ireland. What I said, if I 
remember aright, was that the fact that a 
greater amount of tea per head was con- 
sumed in Ireland was certainly, as far as 
it went, a proof that the tax upon it did 
not fall harder on Irishmen thin on 
Englishmen or Scotchmen. I think 
that is a perfectly fair argument, to de- 
duce from the fact to which hon. Gentle- 
men have referred. There is one part of 
this question which was not referred to by 
the hon. and learned Member tor Water- 
ford, though it was referred co by the hon. 
Member for North Cork. The hon. and 
learned Member did not refer to the fact 
that if we were to have one rate of duty 
on tea in Great Britain and another rate in 
Ireland, we must have a system of custom 
houses between the two countries. The 
hon. Member for North Cork suggested 
that the old system of separate custom 
houses should be restored in order that 
more accurate statistics might be obtained 
of the commerce of Ireland. But under 
that system it is perfectly obvious that 
[reland, as far as trade was concerned, 
would be a foreign country as compared 
with Great Britain, and that the trade 
between Ireland and Great Britain 
would have to be dealt with as a 
foreign trade. That we should have to 
establish custom houses between the two 
countries is not, in the opinion of hon. 
Gentlemen opposite, an objection at all. 
For my part I think that no more fatal 
proposal either for Ireland or Great 
Britain could be suggested. It may be 
felt by the poorer classes in Ireland that 
the addition of 2d. per Ib. to the duty 
on tea is a serious burden, but it would 
be an infinitely worse thing for them to 
have separate custom houses. 


Mr. FLYNN: Why ? 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Because 


separate custom houses between the two 
countries were found intolerable in days 
when communication and trade between 
them were as nothing compared to what 
they are now. We have now all kinds of 
facilities by railways, steamships, and 
other meansof communication between the 
two countries which did not then exist, 
and nothing could be more destructive of 
Irish commerce and industry than separate 
custom houses between Great Britain and 
Ireland. I am told, for example, there is 
an important establishment in Belfast, a 
great part of whose business is concerned 
in the distribution of tea in small quanti- 
ties in Scotland as well as in Ireland. 
Separate custom houses would absolutely 
stop this, and really I am unable to 
understand the desire which some hon. 
Members from Ireland seem to entertain 
to establish what, from my point of view, 
would be a far worse thing for Ireland 
than any of the increased taxation pro- 
posed in this Budget. I think if hon. 
Gentlemen from lLreland object to this 
additional tea duty, their simpler 
course is to divide against the clause. 
Their proposal is absolutely impracticable, 
and would be an injury and not a benefit 
to Ireland. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I confess that although 
I am going to support this clause and this 
duty in the Budget proposal, I support it 
most unwillingly. But this is part of a 
war taxation, and it seems to me essential 
that all classes of the community should 
contribute towards it. It would be a 
very great encouragement to war if you 
exempted a large class of the community 
from all the burden of the war, and 
that being so it is quite plain that there 
would be a very large class in this country 
who would not pay income tax, who 
would not pay beer and spirit duty, and 
who would not pay tobacco duty. It is 
no doubt a misfortune, but one of the 
misfortunes that accompanies this war is 
that this tax falls upon the poorest class 
of the community, both in Ireland and in 
England. I have always recognised the 
fact that Ireland is a poor community. 
You may say of it that it is part 
of the same nation, but you must 
distinguish it as a poor community. 
We have poor communities of the 
same kind, though more scattered, in 
England, but you are unable to make 
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a differential taxation for a poor commu- 
nity in England, or, for the same reason, 
for a poor community such as Ireland. 
But no doubt it is much more easy where 
you have a poor community collected as 
it is collected in Ireland. There are 
large bodies quite as poor in the 
metropolis and in other towns in England 
who would equally deserve exemption ; [ 
have stated that reasoning before, and | 
will not enlarge on it now. I was 
very much struck with the argument 
stated this afternoon by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Waterford as to the contrast be- 
tween the relative incidence of direct and 
indirect taxation in Englandandin Ireland, 
[ have always attributed great importance 
to the keeping up of a due proportion 
between direct and indirect taxation. We 
have been labouring in that direction and 
not without success in England for many 
years. I do not say that we have accom- 
plished all that is to be done in that 
direction in England ; but there is not the 
smallest doubt that from the character 
of the population of Lreland indirect taxa- 
tion falls there with a muci heavier pro- 
portionate weight, and if I saw any method 
of correcting that in Ireland [ should be 
very much disposed to support it. But | 
have always felt exactly what has been 
stated by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
just now, that you could not create a 
differential duty on tea or any other 
commodity in England and in Ireland 
without bringing back the old customs 
system between the two countries. The 
removal of that inconvenience did not 
go as far back as the Chancellor of the 
Ixchequer said. It was only removed when 
the English and [rish duty on spirits was 
finally equalised in 1858, followed by what 
was done by Mr. Gladstone in previous 
years. Therefore, down to that date there 
did exist a customs barrier between Eng- 
land and Ireland. I admit that this is avery 


great fiscal inconvenience, and until you 


can arrive at some method by which you 
can relieve the poorer classes of the com- 
munity from the weight of indirect taxa- 
tion that falls upon them as a much 
heavier burden, both in England and Ire- 
land, we must seek some remedy which 
has not yet been proposed. Therefore, | 
should have been vet ‘y glad if, both for 
the sake of the poorer cla isses in England 
and Ireland, I could have voted against 
the increase of the tea duty, but for the 
reason I have stated, this being a war 
tax, which must press, and which ought 
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to press, upon all classes of the community, 
I feel bound to support the proposed 
increase in the duty. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) said 
the right hon. Gentleman who had just 
sat down had stated that this was a war 
tax, and that the imposition of a war tax 
upon all classes of the community was 
necessary in order to inculcate upon them 
a proper sense of the responsibilities of 
war. They wanted no such stimulus in 
Ireland in regard to this war. They 
were not responsible for the war. They 
did not believe in it. There was an old 
maxim that said, “ He that calls the tune 
must pay the piper.” This was a case 
of making the party pay the piper who 
had no voice whatever in calling the tune. 
The right hon. Gentleman must not ex- 
pect that those at any rate in that quar- 
ter of the House would regard it as any 
consolation for the increase of the tea 
duty that it was calculated to impress 
upon individual Irishmen a proper sense 
of responsibility in connection with this 
war. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had found out a new consolation for the 
injustice of this tax. He told them that 
it was a tax not upon Ireland but upon 
Irishmen. That was the sum and sub- 
stance of the argument upon which he 
had founded his refusal to recognise Ire- 
land as a separate fiscal entity. He said 
that to raise this question of the 
fiscal separation of Ireland in this 
debate was to renew the question 
of the financial relations between the 
two countries. If this tax was unjust, 
he could hardly expect them to be recon- 
ciled to it when he told them that it was 
not Ireland that was being unjustly 
taxed, but that it was individual Irish- 
men who had the burden to bear. He 
could wish no worse fate to the Unionists 
in that House than that they should be 
compelled to acknowledge that they 
could not maintain the Union except in 
the manner in which this tax had been 
inflicted upon Ireland. That was what 
the right hon. Gentleman’s argument 
came to on this point. He said that as 
long as Ireland was a portion of the 
Empire they could not differentiate 
England and Ireland in this matter. It 
had been demonstrated that this, amongst 
other incidents of their fiscal system, was 
unjust to Ireland. It certainly would 
not in the least reconcile them to that 
state of things to be told that injustice 
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was a necessary incident of the relations 
between the two countries. On the con- 
trary, they believed that this fiscal injus- 
tice which was inflicted upon them was 
one of the strongest reasons for impress- 
ing upon the House and the country the 
demand they had made in regard to the 
relations existing between the twocountries 
both in point of finanee and in point of 
legislation. He did not quite understand 
what the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
said in respect to the question raised by 
the hon. Member for Waterford. The 
hon. Member for Waterford took occasion, 
as was inevitable, to reply to some obser- 
vations which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer made in a previous debate. 
Whatever the rules of the House might 
be, it was almost impossible to debate the 
question raised by this Amendment, witn- 
out referring to topics dealt with by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer the other 
night. He did not understand whether 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer that 
night did or did not continue to maintain 
the view that the increased consumption 
of tea in Ireland, and the increased pro- 
portion in which tea was consumed in 
Ireland as compared with England was a 
proof that Ireland had become more 
prosperous, and was not in a position to 
refuse to pay the tax. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer said the makers of the 
union would have recognised that argu- 
ment, and he said that one of the alterna- 
tives proposed by the authors of the Act 
of Union was to take a number of articles 
and estimate the relative consumption of 
those articles in the two countries, and 
hase the fiscal system on the relative con- 
sumption. The hon. Member could under- 
stand that that would be a fair and proper 
method of calculating taxation, because it 
would take a very large number of 
different articles, or at any rate more 
than one, and the fallacy— 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: All these 
articles were subjects of taxation previous 
to the present Budget. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY said the 
right hon. Gentleman did not appreciate 
the point he was making. He was de- 
monstrating the fact that the consump- 
tion of tea in Ireland had increased, and 
that its consumption in Ireland was rela- 
tively greater than the consumption in 
Great Britain. He believed it was a fact 
that the consumption of tea had increased 
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in Ireland. Perhaps it was also true 
that the increase in the consumption of 
tea had been coincident with somewhat 
increased prosperity amongst the labour- 
ing class in Ireland, but he did not think 
there had been any increase in the rate of 
wages amongst the labouring class in 
Ireland if they took the last twenty 
years. If they took the last fifty years 
there had been a substantial increase in 
the rate at which the labouring class 
had been paid, but was it just to connect 
these two phenomena—the increase in 
wages within the last fifty years, and the 
increase in the consumption of tea 

and argue that the one was the result of 
the other? The fact was quite the 
opposite. The increased consumption of 
tea by the Irish labourer indicated a worse 
condition of the people. It meant a 
transition from a healthy diet to an 
unhealthy diet. Now the food of the 
Irish labourer was very largely bread and 
tea. Could anyone argue that this state 
of things represented an improvement in 
diet. Any doctor, and any man who had 
studied the subject of diet, would say that 
a diet of potatoes and milk aided by meal 
was a far more healthy diet than a diet of 
white bread supplemented by tea. The 
past fifty years had seen an entire change 
in the conditions of local life. Increased 
facilities of transit enabled farmers to get 
much better prices for milk, eggs and 
butter. As long as the farmer was not 
able to get these better prices, milk was 
a common article of diet with the labour- 
ing people, but that was no longer the 
case. The same might be said with 
regard to eggs and butter. The general 
diet now was bread and tea, and that could 
only result in the deterioration of the 
mental and physical capacities of the 
Irish labonring population. Tea was the 
vulnerable point of the Budget. Less 
could be said in favour of this tax than of 
any other which it was proposed to in- 
crease, and if the Budget in this par 
ticular was unjust and mischievous to the 
poorer classes in England, it was much 
more so when it came to be applied to 
the poorer classes in Ireland. No one 
could read the evidence given before the 
Financial Relations Commission without 
being struck by the enormous proportion 
of the population of Ireland who lived in 
a condition of abject poverty such as was 
not known in England. Tea entered into 
the domestic life in Ireland to a degree 
not at all equalled in any other part of 
Mr. Maurice Healy. 
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the United Kingdom. It might be 
argued that if the people abstained from 
drinking tea or whisky they would be 
relieved of these taxes, and it might be 
better for them, but these financial ques- 
tions had to be argued with regard not 
to the moral results produced by the 
taxes, but to the fiscal effects. This in- 
creased tea duty would further im- 
poverish the people of Ireland, especially 
the poorer classes. The Irish Nationalist 
representatives would never regard as a 
reason for not protesting against such a 
tax, the fact that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer could not redress the injustice 
without changing his fiscal system, or 
without ceasing to regard Ireland as a 
part of the Umted Kingdom. — If such an 
injustice as that against which he was 
protesting could be remedied only by 
granting Ireland Home Rule, or by estab- 
lishing a separate Customs House, that 
was the strongest possible reason why 
those demands should emanate from the 
Irish Members. For the reasons he had 
given, he should heartily support the 
mover of this Amendment. 


Mr. DOOGAN (Tyrone, E.) could not 
see, judging from the position taken up 
by the Chancellor of the Exchequer, that 
the people of Ireland need expect any 
redress from the present Government of 
the financial injustice under which they 
suffered. England had enormously in- 
creased in wealth and population, while 
Ireland had greatly diminished in those 
respects, and yet they were to be treated 
on exactly the same basis as when a dif- 
ferent state of things obtained. Any 
taxation which aggravated the wretched 
condition of the Irish people was an evil 
anda crime. No juggling with figures 
could convince anybody who knew Ire- 
land that the people were not miserably 
poor. The number of paupers in the 
workhouses and of lunatics in the asylums 
was increasing in an enormous degree 
year by year, and he believed that the 
lunacy was largely attributable to the 
wretchedness of the diet. The physique 
of the Irish people was suffering from the 
same cause, combined with emigration. 
The best of the bone and sinew of 
the country went to other lands, leaving 
behind the weaker and unhealthy members 
of the community. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer apparently pinned his faith 
to the doctrine that the present system of 
indirect taxation was fair to the people 
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of Ireland, but it was admitted by most 
students of political economy that identity 
of taxation did not imply equality of 
burden ; and that was one of the points 
of view from which this question should 
be considered. Where there were two 
countries in which the habits and tastes 
of the respective peoples were altogether 
different, it was very difficult for a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer to sit down and 
select articles on which to impose taxation 
which should be felt equally in both 
countries. When the union between 
England and Ireland was discussed — 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man must confine his remarks to the tea 
duty. 


Mr. DOOGAN said he wanted to ex- 
plain how difficult it was for a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to find articles common 
to both countries, upon which the same 
tax could equitably be imposed. In Ire- 
land, tea as an article of cheap diet has 
become a necessity to the bulk of the 
people, and more cf it per head is consuined 
than in England. The poor of Ireland 
mainly subsist on tea and bread ; they 
very rarely indeed are able to procure 
animal food. Hence the poor of Ireland 
will be harder hit by this war tax on tea 
than the people of Great Britain. Was it 
not an irony of fate that the people of 
Ireland, who opposed this war as being 
unnecessary and unjust, should be more 
heavily taxed than the rest of the United 
Kingdom in order to contribute towards 
its enormous expenditure ? He protested 
against the proposed extra tax upon tea, 
and heartily supported the Amendment of 
his hon. friend. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): No 
doubt it is true that the proportion of 
indirect to direct taxation, to a certain 
extent, has been altered by this particular 
Clause in the Bill. I have taken very 
great interest in these forms of taxation, 
and I have always felt that the true policy 
should be to readjust them equally, and 
that we have done now for several years. 
It is true that this Budget alters that, 
more especially in the poorer districts, 
where the increased taxation falls more 
heavily upon the poor than upon the rich, 
although it is, to some extent, counter- 
balanced by other duties. But this is 


quite as true in the poorer districts of | 
‘against the taxing of alcohol, there is 


England, and in many parts of my own 
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constituency and other places the change 
which this Budget involves does largely 
increase the relative proportion paid by 
indirect to direct taxation. Where the 
poor live very largely upon certain 
articles which are heavily taxed, and 
where they consume alcohol and _ spirits, 
any alteration of the taxes upon those 
articles must largely affect the relative 
proportion of those two items of taxa- 
tion ; and although my right hon. friend 
says we have adjusted it by the large 
increase in the income tax, _ still 
that does not affect the poor in 
any way. But the fact remains 
that nobody can suggest any possible 
scheme which would do away altogether 
with this anomaly ; and so long as that 
is the case no one can claim that in order 
to get an accurate tax ail round we 
should do away with this taxation upon 
alcohol. We should keep our eyes most 
carefully upon the relative proportions of 
direct and indirect taxation, because any 
increase of indirect taxation is a great 
hardship on the poor. The present 
Budget is fair hecause it tends to make 
every class pay their share towards this 
war. Although the people do not like to 
pay taxation, it would be very unwise if, 
after having indulged in a war, we allowed 
any section of the community to avoid 
any part in the payment for that war. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.) : The hon. Gentleman who has just sat 
down said that all classes of the com- 
munity should be called upon to defray 
some portion of the cost of this war, and 
that all classes were ready if not anxious 
to do so. As far as the Irish people are 
concerned that statement has no founda- 
tion. Weare not anxious to contribute 
one shilling towards the cost of this war, 
which we regard as iniquitous and unjust, 
and we think it is an intolerable grievance 
that Irish taxpayers should be called 
upon to pay for it. But if Ireland is 
to be taxed for this war and further bled, 
why, in the name of all that is humane 
and reasonable, do you not endeavour to 
raise your taxes in Ireland in some way 
which will not fall heavily upon the very 
poorest class of people inthe country? It 
would be quite out of order to allude at 
any length to the proposed taxation in 
this Bill upon spirits and beer. I do not 
propose to do so until the proper time 
comes. But whatever is to be said 
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nothing to be said for putting an in- 
creased tax upon tea, especially in Ireland. 
Tea in Ireland is almost as necessary as 
bread, for it is the common article of diet 
from one end of the country to the 
other; and if the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer were to spend all his intelligence 
in endeavouring to discover what would 
be most disastrous to the people of 
Ireland, and fall most heavily upon them, 
he could not have made any greater dis- 
covery in’ that direction than by coming 
to the conclusion to put a tax upon tea. 
We are often told that the Irish people 
indulge too much in alcohol. That is a 
statement which is perfectly untrue, and 
which the figures will not for a moment 
support. But, whether it be true or not, 
why, if you believe it to be true, should 
you discourage temperance by putting a 
tax upon what is the substitute for 
aleohol, and that is tea? It is a most 
unjust and unfair thing, and it is a sur- 
prising thing to me that the whole Liberal 
party are not prepared as one man to resist 
the imposition of taxation upon an article 
consumed by the poorest of the people. 
The late Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, spoke 
of the hardship that would be inflicted 
by this and other taxation on the poorest 
communities, and the right hon. Gentle- 
man said he would be glad to have the 
poor communities relieved to some extent. 
We deny altogether the right of any 
statesman on either side to refer to Ireland 
as a poor community. The hon. Member 
for North Islington admitted that this 
would fall heavily upon the poorer classes 
in Ireland, but he said that there were 
equally poor classes in this country and 
amongst a portion ef his own constituency. 
That is perfectly true no doubt, but the 
Irish people are entitled to separate and 
special treatment in the matter of taxa- 
tion under the Articles of the Act of 
Union. I know that it would not be in 
order for me to discuss the provisions of 
the Act of Union, but I give it as one of 
my reasons against this fresh taxation 
that under that Act we were entitled to 
have special treatment, and under the 
special circumstances which exist I say 
it is a most unfair thing to put this 
additional tax upon the Irish people. 
I do not know exactly how much it is 
estimated that this fresh tax upon tea 
will realise, but I am perfectly certain 
that the amount required could have been 
obtained by taxing some other commodity 


Mr. William Redmond. 
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| which would not fall so heavily upon the 
| poorer classes as the tax upon tea will do, 
| I cannot describe this tax as anything 
| but a cruel proposal, because it says to 
the very poorest people of the country 
that, in order to defray the expenses of 
this war, we will put a tax upon that 
article which you consume at every one 
of your meals. If this tax is carried 
through, I hope that every Irish man, 
woman, and child, whenever they taste 
a cup of tea, either in the morning, mid- 
day, or evening, will remember that while 
doing so they are compelled by the 
Government of this country to help to 
pay for the slaughter of their own kith 
and kin inSouth Africa. You talk about 
the valour of Irish soldiers abroad, and 
that valour is now to be rewarded by put- 
ting fresh taxation upon the Irish people, 
and you are making them pay for the 
blood of their own brave fellow-country- 
men which has been shed in South Africa. 
This is not only cruel, but it is the height 
of meanness. It is about the meanest 
thing England has done towards Ireland 
—and that is saying a very great thing 
indeed —to say that the Irish people, the 
great majority of whom are_ utterly 
opposed to the policy of which this 
taxation is the outcome, should be called 
upon to pay for it This is not Ireland's 
war, but it is England’s war, and the 
Irish people ought not to be asked to pay 
more for their tea in order to pay for the 
cost of a campaign with which they have 
Lad nothing to do. Why does not 
England accept this Amendment and 
exempt Ireland from fresh taxation on 
tea? Why does not England have the 
common decency to pay for her own 
bloodthirsty transactions without asking 
us to do so? If the people were in a 
position in Ireland they would be amply 
justified in refusing to pay a single penny 
of fresh taxation, and I believe that if you 
taxed any other article not so necessary 
as tea the consumption of that article 
would fall off. You know perfectly well 
that the people must drink tea, because 
there is no substitute to be had for it; 
and, therefore, I believe that tea is 
selected by the Government in order to 
wring fresh taxation from the Irish 
people. I can only say that the whole 
of this thing, in my opinion—and I do 
not care what hon. Gentlemen op- 


posite or around me may think of 
my statement —is what I regard 
as common brigandage and_ plunder 
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and pillage, and it is a cruel attempt to 
make people pay for trausactions of which 
they do not approve. Although there is 
no doubt that this Finance Bill will pass, 
and Ireland will be taxed to the tune of 
an additional million of money to keep 
this war going, [ say that sooner or later 
the time will come when not merely the 
people in Ireland, but the working classes 
of this country, will also object to be 
called upon to have their breakfast table 
taxed in order that a war for the benefit, 
not of the masses, but for a gang of 
millionaires may be carried on. 


Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I think 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
increased the tax upon wine we should 
have had a much more lively discussion in 
this House. I do not look at this matter 
from an Irish standpoint. I think it was 
a great mistake to put a tax upon tea 
either in England or Scotland. The 
extra tax should have been put upon 
intoxicating drinks which are so largely 
consumed by the drunken patriots who 
sing “The Absent-minded Beggar” at 
music halls. You are now putting a tax 
upon the very men who are opposed to 
this war. I have a very strong personal 
feeling upon this matter as one who does 
not drink tea, as a non-smoker, and also 
asa non-drinker of alcohol,and I feel that I 
have been treated very badly in this matter. 
It is not necessary for the right hon. 
Gentleman to suggest to me that we are 
paving the penalty for this war policy of 
the Government. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer turns to Ireland, and he finds 
there that the consumption of tea is 
larger than in England and Scotland, and 
so he puts his finger upon our country in 
order to raise this amount of money to 
defray the cost of this very unjust war. 
The hon. Member for South Beltast is now 
supporting a tax which presses very 
heavily upon the very poorest people in 
Ireland, and so he is as much to blame as 
any of the drunken jingoes who go to 
music-halls. Upon this question I agree 
in the main with what has been said by 
previous speakers. I remember a time 
not long ago when farm labourers used 
to consume wholesome food which would 
not have caused them to be overtaxed, 
but owing to changes over which the 
people themselves had no control tea has 
been substituted as an article of food. 
I think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might have avoided this difficulty by 
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putting a tremendous tax upon wines and 
spirits and other commodities of that kind, 
and I hope my hon. friend the Member 
for Soutn Belfast will rise and support 
what I am putting before the Committee 
now. In Ireland we are opposed to this 
war. It is true that in certain parts of 
Belfast they have said that they are in 
favour of this war ; but, nevertheless, they 
refuse to enlist. When I look through 
the lists of those who have been killed 
and wounded in this war—— 


THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
will not bein order in referring to that 
subject. 


Mr. PINKERTON: I was only fol- 


lowing in the lines of previous speakers. 


The tea-drinkers will find this tax press 


very heavily upon them. Nine-tenths of 
the people of Ireland are opposed to this 
war, and it is only in those parts of 
Ireland where they do not drink tea, but 
something stronger, that the war policy 
is supported. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): That is a slander upon Belfast. 


Mr. PINKERTON : I have no desire 
to run counter to the ruling which has 
just been given. I look upon this tax 
upon tea not only as disastrous to Ire- 
land, but also as having a very bad effect 
in England and Scotland, because you 
are showing to every sober man and 
woman in England, Scotland, and Ireland 
that the jingo policy of the present 
Government is one that presses unduly 
upon the people, aad that the men who 
have been instrumental in causing 
this war are now trying to frame 
the Budget so as to escape taxation. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
As I understand this Amendment, its. 
object is to enter a protest against the 
imposition of this additional duty upon 
tea so far as Ireland is concerned. That 
Amendment has been met by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer in a two-fold way. First he 
argued that this imposition was a just 
one, and he put the case assuming that it 
pressed unfairly or unequally on Ireland, 
yet he said that there were no means 
of rectifying it, because it was impossible 
to differentiate the duty on the same 
article in the two countries. If that 
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were really so, I think it is particularly 
unfortunate that an article like tea 
should have been selected for this 
additional duty, so far, at all events, as 
Ireland is concerned, because of all the 
articles which could be made subject to 
duty there is none that the poorer classes 
of Ireland, from the north to the south 
or from the east to the west, will feel 
more severely. 
merely by those classes which have been 
referred to by my hon. friends below the 
gangway, but by innumerable other hard- 
working and most respectable people who 
are sure to feel this tax of twopence a 
pound on an article which is in constant 
daily consumption, and for them this tax 
becomes indeed a very large burden at 
the end of the week upon their small 
earnings of perhaps only a few shillings. 
These are the very people who, from a 
proper pride, shrink from going into the 
workhouse, while their position will be 
very seriously affected by this tax. That 
fact has not been controverted, and it will 
be no consolation to the classes to whom 
I have referred to hear that, in regard to 
this expensive war which has been em- 
barked upon, every member of the com- 
munity should feel the burden of it. Ido 
not think that’is an argument which will 
commend itself to them, while they feel 
more or less keenly its burden. Surely 
the resources of a Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in this great Empire are not so 
scanty that some other tax could not have 
been devised which would have brought in 
the same amount of money. Even at this 
moment is it not possible for the right 
hon. Gentleman to reconsider this par- 
ticular tax upon tea as he has done in the 
case of brokers’ notes! I challenge any 
hon. and right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
to deny that, having regard to the 
peculiar circumstances of Ireland, this tax 
will press more severely upon them than if 
it had been placed upon any other article, 
and more than any other species of taxa- 
tion which could have been devised. If that 
be so, is it any argument to say that 
no matter how unjust or heavy this tax 
may he, inasmuch as you are linked with 
Great Britain, and inasmuch as this tax is 
just towards Great Britain, you must also 
bear it in Ireland, and bear it without 
murmur and complaint’? You may make 
us bear it, but you cannot make us bear 
it without murmur or complaint. Is that 
a fair and statesmanlike argument? It 
ignores the fact altogether that, up to.a 
Serjeant Hemphill. 


The tax wiil be felt not | 
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very recent period, the duty on spirits 
was differentiated between the two 
countries, and there was no inconvenience 
resulting from it. For other purposes it 
became advisable to equalise those duties, 
but it was never put forward for the 
greater part of this century as an argu- 
ment that it was impossible to differentiate 
between the two countries with regard to 
taxation upon spirits. Why the whole 
foundation of our fiscal system involves 
differentiation, and it is impossible to 
rely on that argument. The abatements 
and exemptions were specially provided 
for as between England and Ireland by 
the Act of Union and by the Act of 1816, 
and it was never contemplated that there 
should be a hard and fast rule which 
would make it imperative that whatever 
taxes were imposed in wealthy England 
they should also be equally borne by 
impoverished Ireland. There is nothing 
in the law which has altered that princi- 
ple, and there is nothing in our constitution 
which provides that the taxation in 
Ireland should be eyual. There is on 
the contrary a qualification that there 
should be certain abatements and exemp- 
tions under the different circumstances of 
the two countries. But if it were necessary 
to differentiate it most certainly ought to 
be done by selecting some other subject 
of taxation by which the evil complained 
of might be avoided, because a reduction 
of the taxation on tea is necessary not 
only in Ireland, but also in Great Britain. 
Is it right that hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who [ admit are actuated by a strong 
sense of justice —although their judg- 
ment may sometimes lead them astray, 
but I give them credit for having their 
hearts in the right place—should support 
this tax and this policy in regard to their 
dealings with Ireland?) I would venture 
to remind them that taxation, of course, 
goes with representation. Ireland is_re- 
presented in this House chiefly by the 
hon, Gentlemen below the gangway, with 
some sixteen or seventeen exceptions. 
Therefore, the voice of Ireland should be 
listened to with reference to taxation, and 
the Treaty of Union would only be binding 
upon the [rish people upon this principle. 
The Irish Parliament had 300 Members, 
and they gave up about 200 Members 
upon the express condition that the 
articles of that treaty would be ob- 
served. One of those conditions was 
that the taxes should not be necessarily 
equal, but subject to exemptions and 
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abatement according to the different cir- | 


cumstances of the country. That was a 
solemn compact between the repre- 
sentatives of the people of Ireland and 
the British Parliament, and that compact 
isnow being departed from. While I 
admit that it is a difficult matter to dis- 
tinguish between the two countries in 
reference to this particular tax, I say that 
some means should be devised to prevent 
this injustice upon Ireland, because no 
argument has been advanced from the 
other side to show that it is an unavoid- 
able tax. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I have 
very great pleasure in supporting the 
Amendment of my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Waterford. I cannot, however, 
agree with some of the remarks made by 
the right hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down. He regretted, as I regret also, 
that there should be a tax upon tea. He 
suggested that the tax should be taken 
off England as well as Ireland, but the 
people of England are not making any 
objection to it, and I take it for granted, 
as hou. Gentlemen on the other side 
have not made any objection, that they 
are quite satisfied with the proposals 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer. We 
protest, and protest bitterly and strongly, 
against this tax, because it will strike 
very hard on poor people in Ireland, and 
because it is imposed for the purpose of 
carrying on a war which seven-eighths of 
the people in Ireland protest against and 
abhor. According to the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer, more tea per head of the 
population is used in Ireland than in 
England, and therefore the tax will be 
greater on Ireland than on this country. 
Il have had, from time to time, an oppor- 
tunity of seeing the food of labourers and 
poor people in Ireland, and I can assure the 
Committee that tea is used at almost every 
meal. It might be said that milk should 
be used more than tea, but the farms in 
many parts of Ireland are very small, 
and it is more difficult to get milk in 
many country places than in the City of 
London. Since the creameries have been 
established in Ireland nearly all the milk 
issent to them, and the consequence is 
that tea and tea alone is the beverage 
used at almost every meal. Labourers 
working in th» fields and on the roads 
have for their dinner meal a pot of tea 
and a bit of bread. Another objection I 
have to this tax is that it will add a 
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quarter of a million to the taxation o 
Ireland, which has been already proved 
beyond all contradiction to be over-taxed 
to the extent of three millions. The 
right hon. Gentleman stated that it would 
be very unfair to tax labourers in England 
more heavily than labourers in Ireland, 
but wages in this country are better than 
in Ireland, and labourers can afford meat, 
whereas there is no such thing as meat 
used by labourers in small farms in 
Ireland. Potatoes and ‘‘stirabout” and tea 
are what they live on. I think, therefore, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would do 
well not to impose this extra tax on 
Ireland. I would remind the right hon. 
Gentleman that many manufactures are 
carried on in this country which benefit 
the labourers, and therefore it would not 
matter so much if labourers were taxed 
in this country as it would in Ireland. 
Scarcely any of the money of the Govern- 
ment is expended in Ireland for the pur- 
poses of the war, and I hope, therefore, the 
right hon. Gentleman will recognise that 
it is not fair to put Ireland on a com- 
parison with this country. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I desire to say one or two words 
with regard to the argument of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer in connection 
with the present proposals in reply to ob- 
servations addressed to him from these 
benches. First of all, he dwelt upon the 
fact that the taxation on the con 
sumption of tea among the poorer classes 
was the same in this country as in Ireland. 
I think a very great distinction ought to 
be drawn between the two countries in 
respect of the presen’ taxation. The dis- 
tinction is founded on the fact, that 
whereas the £250,000 extra which is im- 
posed on the taxpayers of Ireland is 
drawn away from Ireland, the extra 
taxation imposed upon the taxpayers of 
Great Britain is not drawn away from 
Great Britain. It is paid in Great 
Britain, and is spent in Great Britain, 
but the extra quarter of a million is drawn 
away from Ireland and is spent in this 
country. It is one of a large number of 
taxes all filtering in the same way, and 
constituting a stream which is always 
running to the depletion of Ireland and 
the enrichment of England. What 
is the necessary economic — result ? 
Let me take as an_ illustration two 
adjoining areas. Supposing that from 
them we have a constant process of 
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evaporation, and that the moisture from 
that evaporation is condensed in the 
higher regions, and then falls as rain on 
one, and only one, of these two areas ; 
what is the natural result? Clearly that 
one area becomes arid, while the other is 
moistened and fertilised and made rich. 
That is precisely the position in which 
Ireland and Great Britain stand to each 
other. The taxation drawn from Ireland 
and Great Britain is combined in one 
great reservoir, which, however, is opened 
only for the purpose of irrigating one 
country and one country only. That is 
the great distinction between the effect 
of taxation in Ireland and in England. 
Then the right hon. Gentleman suggests 
that because this tax is paid equally by 


all poor people in England and in Ireland | 


there is therefore nothing more to be 
said. That is no answer whatever, and 


for this reason: we have a good ground | 
Have the poor) 
people of England no ground for com- | 


for our complaint. 
plaint? Yes, they have, but, un- 
fortunately for them, they have no 
spokesmen. The people of England are 
in many respects very astute, and the 
ruling classes are very good politicians, 


but there is probably no population on 


the face of the earth which is, from a 
political point of view, more intensely 


stupid and doltish than the peeple of | 


England. I say so for this reason. The 
people of England in the mass have the 
power, if they will, to return to this 
House their own representatives and 
to dictate to them what taxes 
imposed. No one will deny that proposi- 
tion. But what do they do? They send 
back, election after election, men who have 
assented to the imposition of burdens 
entirely in the interests of the privileged 
classes and entirely at the cost of the 
industrial community. The great mass 
of your income is raised from indirect 
taxation, and if the aphorism of Carlyle 
that the great majority of mankind are 
undeniably fools were not true the people 
of England would not be guilty of the 
folly of sending to Parliament men who 
allow taxation to be imposed always for 
the relief of the privileged classes. We 


Irishmen witness it from year to year) 
with astonishment as well as with regret. | 


Our interests and the interests of the 

English working classes are identical, but 

the British being a stupid people take 

long to learn. We have above the gang- 

way on this side hon. Gentlemen sup- 
Mr. Arthur O'Connor. 


l 
| 
/ commercial community. 


shall be | 
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posed to represent the intelligence of the 
What do we 
hear from them with regard to the in- 
cidence of direct or indirect taxation? 
Nothing more than a pions opinion from 
an ex-Chancellor of the Exchequer, who 
rises merely to say that because this is 
a war tax the people should bear it. Why 
should the working people of England 
_ and Ireland, who do not want to be at 
| war, be called upon to pay an extra tax 
| to meet its expenses? Why should not 
|those who want the war bear 
| the cost of it? Why, the consumers of 
| wine in this very Budget do not con- 
| tribute a farthing. Are not they con- 
cerned in this war? Why should they 
be let off, while the consumers of tea are 
compelled to pay twopence in the pound ? 
It is because the people of England are 
not properly represented in this House of 
Commons. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): Anyone 
who has studied the question must admit 
that the financial case of Ireland is as 
different from that of England as chalk 
is from cheese. You have been found 
guilty by a Commission of your own 
financial experts, with your own paid 
servants of the Crown as_ witnesses, 
They have admitted that Ireland is 
already over-taxed to the extent of 23 
millions, and yet for the purposes of this 
war, which is condemned by the people of 
Ireland (except by the hon. and gallant 
Gentleman the Member for North Armagh, 
who would not go out except Her Majesty 
made him a field marshal), you propose to 
impose an additional quarter of a million. 
I think the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
would be better advised if he put a tax on 
other things, for example on property. 
Property is handed down from one 
generation to the other, and why should 
it not be taxed, instead of putting an 
additiona! tax upon the poor people of 
Ireland? If property were taxed the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
probably be putting his hand in his own 
pocket. In Ireland tea is the only 
beverage of the people ; there is no milk, 
owing to the creameries, and the milk 
that is returned from them is not fit for 
drinking purposes. As an Irish Mem- 
ber, I object to this additional taxation 
on the people of Ireland. 


Mr. J. F. X. O'BRIEN (Cork): The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is certainly 
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dealing very hardly with the people of | 


Ireland. The taxation of tea is entirely 
out of proportion to the other taxes he 
is dealing with. Tea is an article in 


very extensive consumption among the 


people of Ireland, and more consideration 
for them ought to have been shown. It 


is not a luxury, it is an absolute necessity. | 
‘family than the English agricultural 


If the money is required it ought to be 
obtained from taxation on articles much 
better able to bear it than tea; such as 
wines, especially expensive wines. In 
connection with the increased taxation 
on tea I notice a peculiar omission. I 
would like to understand why the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer is dealing 
with tea in a_ different manner to 
that in which he is dealing with spirits, 
and why he has not included a clause 
similar to Clause 8 with regard to tea. 
If not too late, I would now move such 
a Clause. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): May I 
point out that I have a clause down for 
that very object. 


*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): Ireland 
already contributes about three-quarters 
of a million of duty on tea to the British 
Empire. With the addition now proposed 
we may estimate that the aggregate tea 
duty which Ireland will be compelled to 
pay for the year 1899-1900 will amount 
to a million of money, and we believe 
that that taxation will press very severely 
on the poor of Ireland. Of course the 
argument may be used that if the Irish 
people cease to consume tea they will save 
the expense. The same kind of argu- 
ment has been used in connection with 
the Catholic university question. You 
ask us to enter Trinity College, and we 
refuse. We have come to the conclusion 
that this tax is imposed on tea simply 
because the Irish people in proportion to 
their population consume a larger quan- 
tity of tea per head than you consume in 
England. It has been estimated that every 
inhabitant in Ireland consumes 7 Ib. of 
tea per annum, as compared with 55 Ib. 
consumed per head in Great Britain. 
Therefore, not only is every man and 
woman in Ireland compelled to pay a 
larger amount per head for their tea, but 
also an increased amount in duty as com- 
pared with Great Britain, alchough in Great 
Britain the average income of a family is 
larger. If you take the average wage of 
an agricultural labourer in Ireland and ir 
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England the difference will be, roughly 
speaking, 100 per cent. in favour of the 
latter. Personally I can state that the 
average wage of an agricultural labourer 
in the county of Kerry does not reach 
10s. a week throughout the year, and 
how much harder, therefore, is it for the 
poor labourer, who generally has a larger 


labourer, to bear this increased duty. We 
have made our protest and have refused 
by our votes in the division lobby to 
agree to this increased duty, and we have 
also refused to associate ourselves in any 
way in discharging the debt you have 
incurred in endeavouring to suppress the 
freedom of the Transvaal. 


Mr. JORDAN (Fermanagh, S.) said 
he joined with his hon. friends in pro- 
testing against this additional tax of two- 
pence in the pound on tea. He was in 
Ireland when the Budget speech was 
delivered, and when he opened the news- 
papers the next morning he was amazed 
and indignant that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer should have thought of raising 
a quarter of a million on tea. This tea 
tax would fall much heavier on Irishmen 
than on Englishmen or Scotchmen ; for 
the average wage of an [rish labourer was 
not more than two shillings a day, com- 
pared with the average wage of four shil- 
lings of the English or Scottish labourer, 
while the Irish labourer’s family drank far 
more tea than the English or Scotch. Tue 
poor people of Ireland had now no milk, 
and had to take to tea, and therefore the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer might as 
well have taxed milk, since tea was the 
substitute of milk. Instead of increasing 
the tax on tea it ought to have been 
reduced ; in fact, there ought to be no 
taxation on tea whatever to pay the 
expense of this most unjustifiable and 
iniquitous war. They ought to tax the 
capitalists who promoted the war. It 
surely ought not to pass the wit of man 
to make tea as free of taxes as 
bread. Luxuries and the property of 
the wealthy ought to be taxed 
for the whole expenses of this war. Some 
of the ardent enthusiastic jingoes ought 
to have their property taxed, instead of 
the poor Irish peasants who were eking 
out a miserable existenze, scarcely know- 
ing how they were to get a bite on the 
morrow. He entered his protest against 
the increase of the tax on tea, which, in- 
deed, should be free. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided.—Ayes, 204 ; Noes, 49. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A F. 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, Jas. E. B. (Inverness) 


| 


Baird, John George Alexander | 


Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, KRtHnAH Smith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beacli, Rt. Hn. SirM. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Biddulph, Michael 

Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,T. Gibson( King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Kt. Hon. St. John 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burt, ‘Thomas 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain, J. Austen( Wore’r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Kt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Charles R. 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth 
Cornwallis, Fiennes 8S. W 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. L. H. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Crombie, John William 
Croxs, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dalziel, James Henry 

Davies, Sir Horatio D. (Chat. 
Davies, M. Vaughan(Cardign. 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dixon-Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Dunn, Sir William 

Dyke, Rt Hn Sir William Hart 
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Fardell, Sir T. George 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro( Leith) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Fison, Frederick William 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster Heary William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G.H.(CityofLond. 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


| Gilliat, John Saunders 


Gladstone, Rt. Hn. H. John 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hn. Sir John Eldon 
Goschen, RtHnG.J.(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Gull, Sir Cameron 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Harcourt, Rt. Hn. Sir William 
Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heath, James 
Hermon-Hodge, R. Trotter 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Holland, William Henry 
Hozier, Hon. J. H. Cecil 
Hutton, Alfred E. (Morley) 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 
Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Keswick, William 


| Kimber, Henry 


Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Laurie, Lieut. -General 
Lawrence, SirE. Durning (Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Cumb’lnd 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn-(Sw nsea 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn Walter ( Liverpool) 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman. 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
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M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell, Kt Hn SirHerbert E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monk, Charles James 

More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh. 
Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptf’d 
Moulton, John Fleteher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute- 
Myers, Win. Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pease, Joseph A.(Northumb.): 
Pickersgill, Ed .ard Hare 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pilkington,Sir G. A.(LanesSW 
Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne: 
feranant, James Farquharson 
Rentoul, James. Alexander 
tichards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Re. Hn.SirMatchewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn. Chas. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney), 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Samuel, Harry S. (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees): 
Savory, Sir Joseph 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W..F. D. (Strand) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray. 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wallace, Robert 


Walton, J. Lawson (Leeds, S.): 


Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thomas Courtenay T. 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby,Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 


Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath: 


Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

W yndham,. George 

Young, Commander (Berks, E.} 

Younger, William 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Fisher.. 
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Abraham, William (Cork, N.E. 
Ambrose, Robert 

Baker, Sir John 

Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Blake, Edward 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 


Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | 
MacDonnell, DrM. A(Queen’sC 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Field, William (Dublin) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gibney, James 


{26 Marcu 1900} 
NOES. 
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Hammond, John (Carlow) 


Tue CHAIRMAN : The next Amend- 
ment on the Paper, by the hon. Member 


for Bolton :—‘ Clause 1, page 1, line 20, | 


leave out ‘Tea, one pound, sixpence,’ and 
insert ‘Coal, for export, one shilling the 
ton,” is not in order, as it proposes a 
new tax. 


Mr. HARWOOD (Bolton): Will I be 


in order to explain ?—— 
Tue CHAIRMAN: No, 


Mr. LOUGH said he had handed in 
an Amendment to substitute on page 
1, clause 1, line 20, the word “ four ” 
for the word “six.” The effect 
of that Amendment would be to keep the 
tea duty at the present figure. He had 
already stated on the Second Reading of 


©’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 


country, a great new industry had sprung 
up in the colonies—especially in the 
island of Ceylon, where tea cultivation 
rivalled that of the tea gardens of India ; 
and the raising of the tea duty would be 
a great blow to the industry in that 
colony. No less than 250,000,000 Ibs. of 
tea were distributed in this country, and 
on account of this new duty the whole 
course of that trade would be altered, and 
the public would have to pay for it. 


Amendment proposed— 
“In page 1, line 20, to leave out the word 


‘six’ and insert the word ‘four’ instead 
thereof.” —(.Ur. Lough.) 


(Question proposed, “That the word 


‘six’ stand part of the clause.” 


the Bill that he believed the increase on | 
the tea duty was not necessary, and that | 
| West Islington had not put the case too 
| strongly, as it affected not only Ireland, but 


other taxes might have provided the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer with all the 
money that he required 
the increased duty on tea was that it was 


His objection to | 


| 
| 


out of all proportion to all other indirect | 


taxation. It was an increase of 100 per 
cent., while the other increases were only 
12} per cent., and it went against the 
policy pursued by the House of Commons 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
said that his hon. friend the Member for 


the whole country. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer proposed to raise £5,500,000 
additional from indirect taxation, and a 
third of that, or £1,800,000, was to be 
taken from the tea-drinkers, who were the 


| poorest class of consumers in the country. 


during the last fifty or sixty years. Since | 


1837 the tea tax had been gradually 
reduced, and he was sure that the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, in reversing that 
policy, would not realise from it what he 
expected. It would be the same as in 
the case of the tobacco tax. A great 


many Members believed that the best | 
policy to pursue was that of the free | 


breakfast table. Owing to the reduction 
in the tea duty and the increased con- 
sumption of that commodity in this 





Of course, women largely drank tea, to 
whom it wasnot a luxury, but a necessity of 


| life, as well as to a large proportion of the 


industrial community. What they ought 
to consider was the proportion which this 
tax bore to the value of the commodity 
itself. When Mr. Gladstone reduced the 
tea duty in 1865 to 1s. and afterwards 
to 6d., it was on the ground that the pro- 
portion of the duty to the wholesale 
value of the tea was too great. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer himself ad- 
mitted that the value of tea averaged 9d. 
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was regrettable 
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and a duty of 6d. 
166 per cent. and it 
that the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should have come 
down so heavily on that particular 
article. He could only surmise that 
political reasons had had more _ in- 
fluence with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer than financial reasons. He 
remembered that when the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer came into oftice he said 
that tea was drunk by Radical teetotalers, 
and perhaps that idea was in his mind 
when he proposed to increase the duty on 
tea; for it was a matter of common 
knowledge that the tea industry was not 
politically organised as was the liquor 
traffic, and could not bring the same in- 
fluence to bear on the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer. He thought this was a most 
unequal method of dealing with taxation 
in this country. In conclusion, he hoped, 
though the increase of taxation might be 
only temporary, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer would refrain from commenting 
upon that fact. The scheme on which 
taxation ought to be raised was that the 
taxation was permanent, as indeed the 
present increase might be, because no one 
could say how long the war would last. 
CoLONEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-on-Avon) said he had listened 
in vain to see what alternative would be 
suggested by the last speaker in place of 
the tea duty, because if the tax was taken 
off tea, he presumed it must be placed 
upon something else. The hon. Member for 
West Islington had said it could be made 
up from another source—that meant that 
it could be made up by direct taxation. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer proposed 
to raise £6,667,000 by direct and 
£5,000,000 odd by indirect taxation, but if 
the proposal of the hon. Member for West 
Islington were followed £8,000,000 would 
be raised by direct and only £3,000,000 
by indirect taxation. In his opinion tea 
was a perfectly fair subject for taxation, 
and in times of emergency such as a war 
the Government were quite justified in 
putting a considerable portion of the 
money required upon tea. Tea was a 
source of indirect taxation which bore 
upon everybody throughout the country. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) : The 
hon. Member must surely be a 


teetotaler. 
CoLoNEL MILWARD said that at the 
time of the Crimean War tea was taxed 
Mr. Buchanan. . 
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at 1s. 2d. a pound, and when it was re- 
duced to 1s. that was said to be the final 
reduction that could be made. It was not 
the backbone or a component part of any 
other article of consumption, it was an 
article consumed by itself, and that was 
the one reason why it was a fair subject 
of taxation. The only other article of 
food which had in times of emergency 
been pressed into service was sugar, but 
there was one great difference between. 
sugar and tea, Sugar was largely used 
in the manufacture of many other articles 
of food, and you could not tax it 
without taxing, for instance, confec- 
tionery, Jams, sweets, chocolate, and even 
beer. A large trade had grown 
up in this country in the manufacture of 
jams, one of the reasons being that the 
ingredients thereof were not taxed. If 
sugar was taxed at twopence a pound it 
would raise £28,000,000. It had been 
suggested that it might be possible at this 
time to puta duty on sugar, and so get 
rid of the sugar bounties. 
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THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The question of sugar does not arise, and 
I must ask the hon. Gentleman to confine 
his illustrations entirely to tea. 


CoLonEL MILWARD said, that being 
so, he could only reiterate the statement 
that tea was a fair subject of taxation. 
The taxes proposed were war taxes, and 
would be borne by the country without 
a murmur, and he congratulated the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and desired 
to support him in the proposals he brought 
forward, 


Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside) opposed the increased duty on 
tea because he believed it interfered with 
the trade in India and Ceylon which he 
desired to see developed, and he wished 
to know from the right hon. Gentleman 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, 
before he increased the tax upon tea, he 
had conferred with the authorities in 
India and Ceylon as to what would be 
the effect of his proposals there. The 
right hon. Gentleman would no doubt 
remember that a suggested tax upon 
cotton brought about a very great dis- 
placement in that particular trade, and 
resulted in a Committee being appointed 
to inquire into the matter. He thought 
the present proposal was likely to have a 
corresponding effect in India and Ceylon. 
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*Sin M. HICKS BEACH: The only 
way in which I can answer the question 
is by saying that I do not believe it. will 
have any effect at all. The reduction in 
consumption in consequence of the increase 
of duty will, I believe, be very small, and 
in proof of that I may say, although the 
subject has been before the country now 
for some weeks, | have not had a single 
representation against the tax from any- 
one interested in “the cultivation of tea. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) said 
he desired to protest against the remarks 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman oppo- 
site, who justified the proposals of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer by the fact 
that they were extraordinary proposals. 
He could not forget the warning given 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer some years pre- 
viously, when he said that if the expen- 
diture was not kept within limit the 
country must be prepared at some time 


to bear new burdens. The increase of 
the tea duty was to be regretted not 


hecause of the amount of. duty imposed, 
but because of the fact that an impost 
of this kind always fell most heavily on 
the poorest in the land. Although the 
richer classes, no doubt, drank tea in about 


the same quantity as the poorer, the 
tax fell much more heavily on the 
cheaper qualities of tea than on the 


dearer, and taking the tax as a whole, 
there was no doubt that the poorer classes 
contributed a greater proportion of the 
amount raised by such a tax than the 
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in favour of a reduction in the tax on tea 
were just as applicable now as then, and 
he regretted it was necessary to reimpose 
a burden of this character. 


Mr. DALY was of opinion that direct 
taxation should be adopted to raise the 
larger amount of the money required. It 
was the action of the hon. Gentlemen on 
the opposite side of the House which had 
caused the war for which the money was 
now asked, and he thought that it was 
only right that they should pay the 
larger share of the cost. It was perfectly 
true that at the time of the Crimean War 
tea was heavily taxed, but the consumption 
was at that time only one pound per head, 
whereas now it was six, and consequently 
the tax now would bear more heavily 
upon the people. He thought the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer was very ill advised to say that 
this tax was only fora year, because if any 
war likethatof the Transvaal broke out, or a. 
general election occurred, the duty on tea. 
might up to ls. 6d. the pound. 
There was no knowing what the present 
Government would do, and to say the tax 
was going to be temporary to meet an 
emergency when no one knew how long 
the war would last was absurd. The 
right hon. Gentleman would be well 
advised to drop the tax altogether and 
thus do what would be a most popular act 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 135; 
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Question proposed, “That Clause 1) lute necessity, and by this tax we 
are falling back on the old exploded 
| system of putting taxes on food. An 


stand part of the Bill.” 


move the 


Mr. FIELD: I beg to 
omission of Clause 1. I do so because, 


first of all, I object to this tax on a’ 


ground of principle. I believe it is a wrong 
policy to pursue at this age to increase 
an indirect tax. In my opinion, direct 
taxation is the proper method by which 
such money should be raised, and the 
incidence of taxation generally should 
press fairly upon the rich and the poor. 
In the history of the Reform Party the 


great programme was a free breakfast- | 
It appears to me that the policy of | 


table. 


the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is taking a retrograde 
direction, 
country 


the 


because everyone in 
knows that tea is an 





abso- | 


hon. and gallant Gentleman opposite 
assured the House that, as well as he 
could recollect, the reduction in regard 
to the taxation on tea at a certain period 
came to a finality. So far as I can under- 
stand the policy of this House in regard 
to taxation, there is no such thing as a 
finality to the reduction of taxation to be 
laid down, nor could the doctrine of a 
limit to the increase of taxation be up- 
held. If ever the hon. and gallant 
Member who proposed such a doctrine as 
that comes to be Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer he will find out that it would 
not be easy to act up to those dogmas. 
Tea is the beverage of the poor, especially 
in Ireland, and that is one of the reasons 
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why I object to this clause in foto. (stood to say that he alluded to India, 


I have been in the 
during the time of the distress, and 


I have seen the poor people there drinking | 


tea at all hours of the day and in the 
evening. They could obtain neither meat, 
cocoa, nor coffee, and it is because I feel 
so strongly that tea is the beverage of 
especially poor people that I am impelled 
to object to this clause. The better classes 
have a great many other beverages to 
which they can adhere if they choose, 
but, and particularly in Ireland, the 
poorer people have nothing to drink but 
tea. Tea is the very worst article on 
which an increased tax should be levied. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer is 


desirous of levying a new tax I would | 


suggest that it should be put on some 
imported manufactured articles, and not 
on an article of food generally consumed 
amongst the poor. I have another objec- 
tion to this clause from a temperance 
point of view. I hold, as a temperance 
man, that the Government ought to en- 
courage sobriety, and not to tempt or 
drive people to the use of alcoholic drinks. 
Tea is undoubtedly the safest beverage of 
which the people generally can partake, 
and it is a step altogether in the wrong 
direction that the tax thereon should be 
increased, Particularly at this present 
moment and for the present purpose do | 
object to any such taxation. One of the 
reasons why the consumption of tea has 
increased is because the amount of duty 
has been so much reduce] that it has 
enabled tea to come into more general 
use amongst the poorer classes. I think 
that is a reason why the right hon. Gen- 
tleman should accept the arguments and 
considerations which have been advanced 
by Irish Members. I quite admit that the 
amount of the present increase is not in 
itself such as will prevent poor people 
buying tea, but I would like the right 
hon. Gentleman to remember that, if you 
begin on a wrong principle, and if it is 
found an «asy matter to levy an increased 
duty on tea, the probability is that that 
duty will coritinue to go up. I am alto- 
gether opposed to that, and I am con- 
vinced that this is a step in the wrong 
direction. The right hon, Gentleman 
told us just now that no strong represen- 
tations had been made to him from any 
part of England against this increase of 
taxation. 


West of Ireland | where tea was cultivated. 


Mr. FIELD: Probably he has not had 
representations from India about matters 
of this kind, but, unfortunately, India has 
a famine on hand, which at the present 
time takes up all her energies. However, 
I would not be surprised if in this country 
there were very few representations made 
on this point. My reason for holding 
that view is that the expenditure, to meet 
which taxation is levied on the community 
at large, is generally made in England 
and on English work, and therefore, if a 
small additional tax is put on tea, the 
English people are somewhat repaid by 
the employment which is provided in this 
country. But that argument does not 
hold good with us. One of the reasons 
why we are so much opposed to this over- 
taxation of Ireland is that we get no 
share whatever in the expenditure, whether 
with regard to militarism or anything else. 
Moreover, as an Irishman I protest against 
any increase of taxation for the purpose of 
carrying on a war which certainly is not 
popular in Ireland. We Irish Members 
and the Irish people, taken as a whole, are 
opposed to this war, and we have a right 
to protest against a war undertaken 
against our wishes. Naturally, as we are 
a minority in the House, we are obliged 
to bow to the will of the majority, but 
this House of Commons is apparently 
the only place in England at the present 
time where this right of free speech can 
be exercised, because if a man goes to a 
pro-Boer meeting outside he is exposed not 
only to insult and calumny but also to per- 
sonal danger. Perhaps I am_ getting 
rather outside the subject, but [ think it 
is a useful thing to be able to exercise 


‘that privilege in this House when we are 


not allowed to do so outside. I will not 
pursue the subject any further than to 
say that I am sure the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, if he had the power, would 
not desire to deny us the privilege of 
expressing our opinions in this House, 
and as an Irish Member, representing a 
not unimportant constituency, [| must 
protest against a further tax being 


levied on tea in order that this war 
may be carried on. I trust the 
right hon, Gentleman will consider 
these arguments, which I have en- 


'deavoured to put before him with tolera- 


tion, and I trust with a certain amount of 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH was _ under- | completeness, from the point of view from 
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which I have looked at the subject—- | 


namely, as a temperance man, as one 
opposed to the war, and as an advocate 
for the poorer classes. 


*Stir M. HICKS BEACH: There is a 
geniality about the hon. Member which 
compels me to say afew words in regard 
to this Amendment. I can assure him 
it is no agreeable thing for me to be 
obliged to impose additional duty on tea. 
I know that throughout the United 
Kingdom it is the drink of many persons, 
especially of the poorer classes. Though 
I do not happen to drink it myself —— 


Mr. FIELD: So much the worse for 
you. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I know it is 
a very material comfort to them in their 
lives, which are often hard enough, and it 
is with very great regret that I feel 
myself obliged to impose this additional 
duty. But the hon. Member does me an 
injustice if he thinks that I look upon 
this as an instalment towards high taxa- 
tion upon tea. I should be very sorry to 
consider it in any such light, and I am 
sure that in saying that I am voicing the 
opinion of practically every Member of 
the House. This extra twopence is purely, 
in my opinion, an exceptional tax, levied 
for the purpose of the present war. I 
have already expressed to the House my 
view on the subject. In our judgment— 
and that judgment has been confirmed 
by the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouth to-night — it is 
absolutely necessary that, having to levy 
additional taxation for the purposes of 
the war, that taxation should be so levied 
as to apply practically to the whole 
country. We have levied the bulk of it 
on the income-tax payer; we have 
levied the remainder on alcohol, on 
tobacco, and, finally, on tea. If tea 
had been omitted there would have 
heen a very large part of the population 
of the United Kingdom who would have 
contributed practically nothing towards 
the expenses of the war. I am bound to 
say that, in my judgment, for every fiscal 
reason and for every political reason, such 
a policy would have been a grave mistake, 
and I could not have consented to any- 
thing of the kind. Perhaps I may be 
asked why I did not choose some other 
article than tea, but no hon. Member had 
suggested any such article. 


Mr. Field. 
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Mr. FIELD: Sugar. [Cries of “ No! ") 
*Sir M. HICKS BEAUH : That sugges- 


tion is met with a negative even from the 
colleagues of the hon. Member himself, 
It appears to be thought that I might 
have placed it upon alcoholic liquors ; but 
I have not spared the trade in alcoholic 
liquors in this Budget. I do not wish to de- 
tain the Committee any longer, but [ 
thought it right to make these few observa- 
tionsin reply to thehon. Member. The sub- 
ject has been thoroughly threshed out, 
and I hope we may soon be permitted to 
come to a decision upon it. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer says 
that this tax on tea was an absolute 
necessity. Does he mean to say it was 
impossible to obtain the money inany other 
way! The right hon. Gentleman asks 
upon what other articles taxes could have 
been levied. There are hundreds. [ 
could give the right hon. Gentleman a 
list of a great many taxes which to my 
mind would be much fairer and more 
equitable than this tax on tea. So far as 
I am concerned, I shall take a division 
against this clause. One of my reasons 
is the general one that | am opposed to 
the whole system of indirect taxation.  [ 
do not believe in indirect taxation. By 
indirect taxation you get a large amount 
of money out of the people, without 
their really realising that it goes into 
the Treasury, and therefore — they 
do not pay sufficient care and attention 
to the expenditure of the country. When 
I came into Parliament the whole taxation 
of the country was about £50,000,000, 
and if you had levied direct taxation I 
am perfectly convinced you would never 
have arrived at the point when a Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer might propose a 
Budget of about £100,000,000, and when 
there was a surplus not take off any 
taxation. I would have direct taxation 
for everything, except in regard to those 
who have only the absolute necessaries of 
life. When a person has a struggle to 
keep himself and his family going I do 
not think the State has any right to take 
anything from him, because by so doing 
it is taking away from what is necessary 
for life. I would have a_ proportional 
income tax, if you like to call it s0, 
charging more and more according to the 
amount the individual has. In that way 
I would put the burden on the right 
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shoulders, whatever that burden might | 
he. But if you have indirect taxation it | 
appears to me that to impose it upon tea 
is one of the most unfair modes in which 
you can levy it. As has been said again 
and again, tea is really the beverage of 
the poorest in the country. A great many 
depend for their enjoyment of life on 
their being able to get this tea. There is 
another reason why I should not put it 
on tea, and that is that you do not have 
anad valorem duty on tea. I perfectly 
admit that there would be the greatest 
possible difficulty in imposing an «ad 
mloren. duty on an article such as this, 
but that would be rather a reason for not 
havinga tax ontea. Take tea at 10d. per 
pound ; that would be only 3s. per annum 
tothe individual. But take a family of 
six persons ; it then represents 18s, per 
annum, and 18s. is a very large sum to levy 
ona family in this way, when the family 
has perhaps a wage of £50 a year or 
something of that sort, and they have to 
pay rates and so on in addition. There 
is one argument which has not yet been 
stated, and I am bound to say it is rather 
a difficult one to meet. I think the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer entertains the same sound 
practical view with regard to the enfran- 
chisement of women that Ido. But has 
he considered this point—that no special 
tax should be levied on women if they 
are not represented ? I come forward as 
the advocate of women in this House 
because [I am opposed to them having 
votes. Women are the great tea-drinkers 
of the country, and you are really im- 
posing a larger tax upon the female sex 
than upon the male sex proportionately 
when you put a duty on tea. The right 
hon. Gentleman has said that the increase 
will not be lasting, and that this is not 
an instalment of a high duty on tea. I 
quite agree with him; I do not suppose 
it is; but still it is not a step towards 
doing away with the duty on tea alto- 
gether. One of the reasons I am abso- 
lutely opposed to this is that a Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will naturally seize upon 
an existing tax when it is necessary to 
raise extra money. So long as there is a 


duty on tea there will always be a strong 
inclination to increase that duty if it is 
necessary to impose additional taxation. 
Therefore the only way to put an end to 
these increases of the tax upon tea is to 
do away with the tax altogether. We did 
away with the tax upon sugar. 


A Con- 
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servative Chancellor of the Exchequer did 
away with it. At that time it was 
said that sugar was necessary in so: 
many ways, but the confectionery 
business was not then so large as it is 
now. It was said that a tax upon sugar 
was a tax upon the poorest people, and 
upon that ground it was done away with. 
What is the result? The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer does not now dare to come 
forward with a proposal to put a tax upon 
sugar ; he would be imposing a new tax. 
But because there happens to be a duty 
upon tea he thinks there will be no diffi- 
culty in getting the extra twopence from 
that source, and therefore it is imposed. 
I am, as I have always been, opposed to 
this tax upon tea. I am in favour of 
direct taxation; but, if you have in- 
direct taxation, for goodness’ sake do not 
take the one article which is the most 
used by the very poorest in the country. 
Take it from the rich. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is always boasting that 
the wealth of the country is going up by 
leaps and bounds. It is not going up so 
far as the poor old woman in_ the 
workhouse is  coneerned; it is 
going up with the richer class. 
When the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
says he has done his duty by calling upon 
the rich to pay a certain portion of this 
amount, and then calling upon the poor, 
I say that the rich would be able to pay 
without any difficulty far more than they 
at present do pay, whereas when you 
come down upon the poor and ask them 
to pay this extra tax you are asking them 
really to limit the only comfort they have 
at the present time. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Chancellor of the Exche- 
quer says he has received no objections 
from India, but it is an obvious economic 
fact that if you reduce the taxation upon 
an article of this kind the consumption of 
that article increases, and if you put on 
taxes the contrary is the result. There- 
fore, India will suffer to a certain extent. 
During the Crimean War the case was 
different, because we got most of our tea 
from China and not from India, and it 
does seem to me preposterous while we 
are hearing so much about Imperial Fede- 
ration and the “union of hearts ” among 
our colonies that we should put an import 
duty upon the articles which are grown 
in one part of this area of the “union of 
hearts.” I intend taking a vote against 
this clause, and whether it is carried or 
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not, I shall then have the satisfaction of 
registering a protest against it. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): Although I do not agree with 
some of the arguments used by the hon. 
Member, I may say that 1 heartily 
endorse his concluding remarks. I think 
in regard to this question that the sins of 
omission far exceed any possible errors of 
commission. The hon. Member who has 
just sat down has given expression to 
some very sound sentiments, for there are 
many people who fail to realise the im- 
portance of this question. I am glad to 
notice that in our great self-governing 
colonies these questions have been very 
prominently considered. I do not know 
whether hon. Members observed in their 
newspapers to-day, and alsoin Saturday’s 
newspapers, reports of a most important 
discussion in the Canadian House of 
Commons. I think it is worth while 
referring to what took place there. The 
Canadian Budget was under considera- 
tion. It was not a Little Canadian 
Budget, as this is a Little England 
Budget. It was a great Imperial financial 


statement, which aimed at drawing 
closer the ties between the mother 


country and the colonies. A resolution 
was submitted providing that after the 


Ist of July next preferential duties 
should be imposed in favour of 
British products to the extent of 


334 per cent. So that, for every three 
dollars imposed upon the products of 
foreign countries, only two dollars would 
be imposed upon those from Great 
Britain. After that I take it that the 
teas from Ceylon and other portions of 
the British [Empire will have an advan- 
tage over the teafrom China. I hope the 
right hon. Gentleman will read the speech 
of Sir W. Laurier in detail, for I gather 
that similar facilities to those which have 
been offered to Great Britain are to be 
granted to those portions of the British 
Empire which reciprocate. If this is so, 
Ceylon teas, which are now taxed higher, 
will get into Canada for two dollars, as 
against three dollars placed upon China 
teas. I may point out that not long ago 
the Prime Minister of Canada was the re- 
cipient at the hands of my right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin of the gold 
medal of the Cobden Club. I think the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would do 
well to imitate this Canadian Budget, 


which has been promoted under ms 


Mr. Labouchere 
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| Government of a gold medallist recently 
decorated by the Cobden Club. 


THE CHAIRMAN: I think the right 
‘hon. Gentleman is going away from the 
subject before the Committee, and his 
arguments are too remote. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: This ques- 
tion has been debated all round on very 
general lines. I complain in this clause 
of the sins of omission quite as much as 
any hon. Member has complained of sins 
of commission. Taxation ought to be 
without a preferential element—— 


Tue CHAIRMAN: The right hon. 
Gentleman must confine himself to the 
question. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: My right 
hon. friend is intensely a Little Englander 
in finance. [An Hon. MemBer: A new 
version.] I say it is the true version of 
it. I contend that, when all parts of our 
Empire are co-operating in a_ great 
national movement, the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer is in duty bound to consider 
the rights and interests of our various 
colonies. [ have shown that in arranging 
their duties the Legislature of Canada has 
given preference to British products, and 
I think one good turn deserves another. 
I say that all Budgets framed by any 
Government ought to be constructed 
upon lines of general policy and_ not 
merely upon isolated circumstances which 
concern only the community which have 
to provide the taxes. It is time that the 
customs arrangement between Great 
Britain and her colonies, by which our 
trade is carried on, should be placed ona 
more favourable footing. The Prime 
Ministers of the various colonies in 13897 
had a conference on this question, and 
what was the result? They passed the 
following resolution — 

“In the hope of improving the trade rela- 

tions between the mother country and the 
colonies, the Premiers present undertake to 
confer with their colleagues with a view of see- 
ing whether such a result can be properly 
secured by a preference being given by the 
colonies to the products of the United 
Kingdom.” 
That brings the matter more and more 
home to this House. This was a resolu- 
tion unanimously adopted by all the 
representative Prime Ministers of .all the 
self-governing colonies of the Empire, 
and they entertained this view—— 
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*Si M. HICKS BEACH: I must rise | 


to order. The colonial Premiers who 
passed the resolution which the right 
hon. Gentleman is discussing represented 
colonies not one of which produces tea. 


THE CHAIRMAN: I have already 
warned the right hon. Gentleman that his 
remarks are not relevant. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I accept 
that ruling. I am aware that Ceylon is 
not a self-governing colony, and, perhaps, 
on these technical grounds it is not desir- 
able that I should go deeply into the sub- 
ject. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer thinks 
he is going to burke a great question like 
this by rising to a point of order he is 
very much mistaken. My right hon. 
friend has introduced a Little England 
Budget, and has defended it by Little 
England arguments, and he is now 
running counter to the policy adopted by 
the colonies of the Empire. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): IT am afraid the right hon. Gentle- 
man who has just sat down has prejudiced 
a good case by too much generalisation. 
But [ am sure that the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer will not be deterred by the 
taunt of the right hon. Gentleman that he 
has produced a Little England Budget. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: I was 
giving expression to the opinion of the 
colonies. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON : Others 
as well as himself have had to bear the 
brunt of that epithet. I again say that 
the right hon. Gentleman has prejudiced 
a good case by indulging in this incursion 
into generalised finance. I think there 
was a certain amount of truth in the 
protest he made on behalf of Indian tea. 
He referred to Ceylon tea, but I presume 
he meant India tea as well. I think 
that case was well stated by my hon. 
friend the Member for Northampton. I 
understand that hundreds and thousands 
of our Indian fellow-subjects live upon 


the tea industry, and I should be very 
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sorry to do anything which will add, as 
this Budget does, an obstruction to the 
development of that industry. I do not 
at all agree with the larger views which 
the right hon. Gentleman indulged in, 
and [ will not follow him into those 
points. On every possible occasion for 
many years I have voted against this 
duty, and I have always voted in favour 
of the reduction of the tax upon tea. I 
should have voted against this increase 
which is now proposed in the division 
which I understand has taken place, but 
unfortunately I was not present when 
the division was taken, and the only op- 
portunity I have of recording my opinion 
is by voting against the clause as a pro- 
test against any portion of this war tax 
being laid upon the tea-drinkers. — [| 
sympathise with what has been said by 
the hon. Member for Northampton in the 
speech he has just made. Considering 


the resources of this great country 
and the other means which might 
have been brought under _ taxa- 
tion, it is most hard and unfair 


that any portion of this tax should be 
placed upon the very poorest of the poor. 
But it is no use enlarging upon that topic. 
I suppose the principle which the right 
hon. Gentleman goes on is that, as far as 
possible, you ought to deduct from the 
supposed income of every individual tax- 
payer what is necessary for the main- 
tenance of life, and that taxation should 
have reference to this theory. Neverthe- 
less, I think fourpence a pound on tea is 
too much, because you put a large 
responsibility for this war upon the very 
people who are least able to bear it. 
There is one fact I have gathered with 
regard to Ireland, and it is that an Indian 
tea merchant tells me that the very best 
teas have their best market in Ireland, 
and that Indian teas, will not, after all, 
suffer so much by this taxation. With 
reference to other sources of taxation, [ 
refer to licensed duties. I think the 
proper occasion to deal with this matter 
would be on the additional taxation which 
is proposed on liquor under this Bill, and 
I do not propose to discuss it at this stage, 
only to say that Ido not agree that an 


'inerease of the duties on licences for the 


sale of intoxicating liquors would be a tax 
upon the commodity itself. It would be 
a tax onthe monopoly, but not on the 
commodity, and I hope to have an oppor- 
tunity when the right hon. Gentleman 
proposes to increase the tax on that com- 
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modity to say that I do not propose to | 
accept it. [Cries of “ Divide, divide ! ”| 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis): 
I am very much surprised to hear the 
right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer join in the ery of “ Divide, 
divide,” because I have not discussed this 
question at all. The hon. Gentleman 
who has just spoken does an injustice to 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer by re- 
proaching him with not having levied 
the tax upon those responsible for this 
war. I say the women are more respon- 
sible for this war than the men, for it is 
the women who drink tea. The hon. 
Member also said that there are other 
taxes which the right hon. Gentleman 
might have levied in preference to this. 
He forgets that in order to do what he 
suggests he would have to provide a 
‘Chancellor of the Exchequer with an 
imagination and a capacity for estimating 
the different values of different taxes, 
and the different capacities of the tax- 
payers of the Empire to pay them. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will not 
consider any other forms of taxation, and 
he rejected some very modest sugges- 
tions which I made with regard to furs 
and feathers, and other things. The hon. 
‘Gentleman opposite truly observed that 
90 per cent. of the tea which comes into 
this country is furnished by growers 
of tea in British possessions. That 
is a strong argument for increasing 
the tax on tea. It would not be in order 
for me upon this clause to go into the 
question, whica has been so fully debated 
by the Irish Members opposite, as to 
whether some part of the Empire should 
he exempted from this tax. Still I do 
say that the fact that this tax affects to a 
large extent the Queen’s subjects abroad 
is a strong reason for voting against this 
clause. The right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer always 
insists upon piling his taxes upon existing 
sources of taxation. He has had to meet 
a large increase in the expenditure, and 
he does it first of all by frittering away his 
surplus. Then he puts fourpence upon the 
income tax and twopence on tea. This isa 
most stupendous and enormous tax upon 
tea. It is, taking the average, an increase 
-of sixty per cent., for there is a great deal | 
.of tea comes into this country which is. 
Mr. Edmund Robertsou, 
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only worth sixpence a pound or less, and on 
the whole of that tea which is drunk by 
the poorer classes the increase in the tax 
to them must be quite 100 per cent, 
Fine teas fetch 4s. and 5s. per pound. In 
the case of tea at 5s. per pound, which is 
the sort that some of us drink, the 
increase in the tax is only about ten 
per cent. instead of 100 per cent, 
The Committee will see the stupendous 
difference in a tax which imposes an 
increase of only ten per cent. in the case of 
the rich people and a tax which practically 
amounts to 100 per cent. in the case of 
the tea mostly used by the poor. Surely 
there is something wrong in a taxation 
which taxes per pound weight instead of 
per pound value. This is only another 
instance of the extraordinary way in 
which we deal with our indirect taxation, 
and we profess to be a Free Trade country, 
I think we have the most insane customs 
revenue in the world. We levy more 
duties than any other country in the 
world, except the United States, and we 
levy our taxes upon three or four 
articles alone on the most extravagant 
Under these cir- 
cumstances our system taxes the producers 
in our colonies and our own consumers, 
and if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
had considered some other class of the 
community besides the landed class I 
think he would have reconsidered this 
clause in regard to tea, and he would 
have had some patience for those who 
desire to discuss it. Why he should have 
thought it necessary to interrupt me 
before I had said a word I am still 
unable to imagine, and I can only suppose 
that it was owing to the irritation caused 
by the thrust of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Thanet, which he 
endeavoured to parry by directing a 
thrust at me. I[ am not prepared to 
vote against the clause, because the 
country is in difficult straits and 
we must find the money. But I 
do feel that the tea duty cannot go 
on as it is now, and that at some future 
time we shall have to consider the whole 
bearing of our taxation and_ especially 
the extraordinary and outrageous amount 
of our indirect taxation as compared to 
direct taxation. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 172; 
Noes, 69. (Division List No. 81.) 
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Hoare, Sir Samuel ( Norwich) 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houston, R. P. 
Hozier,Hn. James Henry Cecil 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
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Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick. William. 
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Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
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Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
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More, Robert J. (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, Williain Henry 

Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Pierpoint, Robert 

Plunkett, Rt. Hn. H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tidley, Rt. Hn.Sir MatthewW. 
titchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
tobertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollitt, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

Samuel, Harry 5S. (Limehouse) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
| Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Thomas, D. Alfred (Merthyr) 
Thornt»n, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Marray 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C Vernon- 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnLloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 
Wodehouse, Re. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 





Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea | 


Loekwood, Lt.-Col. A. R 
Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, Col. Chas. W. (Evesham) 
Lone, Rt. Hn. W. (Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 
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Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Curran, Thos. B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 

Dalziel, James Henry 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John 

Donelan, C aptain A. 
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Doug: as, Chas. M. (Lanark) 


Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 
Young, Commander (Berks,E. ) 
Younger, William 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr 
Fisher. 


Field, William (Dublin) 
Flynn, James C hristopher 
Gibney, James 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Hammond, John (Carlow) 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hazell, Walter 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Hogan James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Hutton, ” Alfred E. (Morley) 
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Joicey, Sir James 


Jordan, Jeremiah 


| 


Lawson,SirWilfrid(Cumb’land | O Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 

| O'Malley. William 

| Parnell, John Howard 

MacDonnell,Dr.M A(Queen’sC | Pease, J. A. (Nortumberland) 

MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | Pickersgill, Edward Hare 

| Pinkerion, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond,John E.(Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Leng, Sir John 
Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 

M ‘Ghee, Richard 

Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Moore, Arthur (Londonderry) 


Clause 2 :— 


Mr. WILLIAM RF DMOND, in moving 
the Amendment standing next on the 
Paper in his name, said that he moved it 
because he believed that next to the tax 
upon tea the tax upon tobacco would fall 
more heavily upon the poorer classes in 
Ireland than anything else. He had no 
objection whatever to the increased tax 
on cigars and the better class tobaccos, 
such as cavendish and negro head, because 
those who smoked those classes could 
afford to pay ; what the people of Ireland 
did object to, and object to most strongly, 
was the increased taxation of the cheaper 
kinds of tobacco consumed by the great 
majority of the poorer classes. He was 
not surprised at hon. Gentlemen opposite, 
who both inside the House and elsewhere 
were in the habit of indulging in the 


luxury of a cigar costing Is. 6d. or 2s. 
[Cries of Oh, oh!]—Hon. Gentlemen 


need not attempt to stop him; he was a 
member of the Kitchen Committee, and 
he knew what he was saying. It was a 
common thing for hon. Gentlemen, both 
inside the House and elsewhere, to smoke 
quantities of cigarsat the prices he had 
stated, and he was surprised to find that 
there was only an extra sixpence on the 
pound put upon these imported cigars, 
whilst on ordinary manufactured tobacco 
there was an increase in the duty of 
fourpence. Such taxation was altogether 
unfair and unjust, and, not only so, but 
from the information which he had received 
from people interested in the tobacco 
trade, it was unnecessary, inasmuch as 
imported cigars would easily bear ‘an 
increased duty of 2s. on the pound, whilst 
the extra fourpence on the pound on the 


cheaper tobacco would press most un- | 


fairly and out of all proportion upon the 
class of the people who smoked it. It 
was an eltogether unfair arrangement that 
the imported cigars of the rich people of 
the country should be increased by so 


{COMMONS} 


| Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | Morris, Samuel 
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Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Runciman, Walter 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Wason, Eugene 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East} 
TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Labouchere and Mr. 
Mendl. 


| 


' small an amount, whilst the tobacco of the 
| poor-—— 


THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 
man’s argument would be more relevant 
to the Amendment which follows lower 
down in the clause than that at present 
before the House. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Might 
I ask you, Mr. Stuart-Wortley, to point 
out the Amendment to which you refer ? 


THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member’s 
Amendment is to omit the words “or 
Ireland,” and his observations are not 
relevant to the Amendment. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said he 
was, by his observations, endeavouring to 
show his objection to the increase of 
taxation in Ireland, because it pressed 
not so heavily on imported cigars but on 
unmanufactured tobacco of a cheaper 
character, which was smoked by the great 
bulk of the people of Ireland. He sub- 
mitted with great deference that he was 
in perfect order in the remarks he had 
made. Had a proportionate amount of 
ls. or 1s. 8d., or even 2s., a pound been 
put on imported cigars, he would not then 
have moved to remit this tax, as it would 
not in that case have been so unfair, but, 
in his opinion, it was monstrously unfair 





to say that those who could afford to pay 


| extravagant sums for a cigar which they 


could smoke in ten minutes should only 
pay an extra duty of sixpence on the 
pound, and that the poor man, who could 
only afford to smoke tobaccoof the cheapest 
kind, should pay fourpence. It was, to his 
mind, a most unequal proposal, and one 
which did not hold a just balance between 
_the consumers of high-class tobaccos and 
those who could only afford to consume 
the cheaper kinds. He desired to know 
whether the right hon. Gentleman the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had _re- 
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ceived any representation from those 
interested in the tobacco trade, 


upon the subject of the increase in the 
duty on tobacco as against that imposed 
on cigars. Whether the right hon. 
Gentlemen had representations made to 
him or not, he (Mr. Redmond) did not 
know, but he did know that he (Mr. 
Redmond) had been asked by persons 
connected with the largest houses in the 
tobacco trade whether arrangements 
could be made for a deputation to wait 
upon the right hon. Gentleman to point 
out the injustice of these new impositions 
He could not understand the principle 
upon which the right hon. Gentleman had 
acted, because those who smoked cigars 
were far better able to bear the burden 
than the persons who smoked tobacco. 
The least that the right hon. Gentleman 
might have done would have been to 
make the duty on cigars double that 
which he proposed to put on tobacco. In 
moving to exclude Ireland in regard to 
this he was dealing more particularly 
with the comparative unfairness between 
the duties on cigars and tobacco, because 
it was evident that the duty was so 
arranged, not that the burden should fall 
equally upon all classes, but that it 
should lay lightly on the rich and heavily 
on the poor. Clause 1 of the Bill dealt 
with the increase of the duty upon tea, 
and Clause 1 had been disposed of. 
This clause dealt with the increase in the 
duty on tobacco, and he thought that the 
greatest hardship that could be inflicted 
on the poor, after increasing the duty on 
tea, was to increase the duty on tobacco. 
It would no doubt be argued that the 
people would be better off if they did not 
smoke, and that no doubt might be true ; 
but we must take the world as we find it, 
and every class required some _ little 
enjoyment and relaxation from their daily 
toil, and that they found in the morning 
going to work, and in the evening return- 
ing therefrom, in smoking a pipeful of 
tobacco. Tobacco is a thing that exists, 
it is a thing we send to our soldiers in 
South Africa, and is an article of con- 
sumption among the working classes. If 
the Government taxed it they were en- 
titled to do so, but he challenged the 
Liberal party to say that it was fair to tax 
the higher classes: of tobacco at sixpence 
while the lower classes were taxed at only 
twopence less. There were few industries 
in Ireland, but tobacco manufacture was 
one. There were several large and 


VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH SEriEs.] 


{26 Marcu 1900} 





Bill. 


| flourishing establishments in Ireland, 
giving employment to a large number of 
people, and this industry was directly 
attacked by the measure before the House, 
and it seemed to him that the main object 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been to single out the few remaining 
industries which flourished in Ireland and 
attack them. There was a proposal to 
tax beer and brewing which was well 
known to be among the few remaining 
industries of the country, and all these 
taxes would strike a fatal blow to the 
taxes thatremained. It was the duty of the 
Irish representatives to protest against 
their imposition with voice and by vote. 
He could assure the right hon. the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer that he had 
received from an organisation of the 
tobacco industry a representation that 
imported cigars could much better afford 
to pay 2s. than the cheaper forms of 
tobacco could pay the 4d. proposed by 
the right hon. Gentleman. He invited 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer, in the 
interests of fair play, to consider whether 
it would not be possible to remodel the 
clause so that a tax might be put on 
expensive cigars, and a reduction made 
of the duty on cheap forms of tobacco. 
Such a plan would arouse no opposition 
whatever. Irish Members were some- 
times severely criticised in the news- 
papers and held up to public odium for 
statements made in the House, but at. 
the same time they repeatedly received 
from the representatives of large interests 
in the country commendations of what. 
they had said, and strong advice to con- 
tinue to make the protests they had 
already made. He would not have inter- 
fered at this stage had he not been 
encouraged to do so by a representative 
organisation of the tobacco trade of the 
country, which asked him to suggest 
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a 2s. tax on foreign cigars, and 
a reduction of the duty on 
the cheaper forms of tobacco. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was 


putting an additional tax of 8} per cent. 
on the commodity which was used by the 
industrial classes, and only 14 per cent. 
on foreign cigars, which were consumed 
by the richer classes. He smoked him- 
self ; he was not one of those who believed 
that tobacco was injurious, in moderation. 
He liked to see a working man smoking 
his pipe—he thought it good style ; but at 
the same time he had often thought there 
was no form of extravagance more un- 
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reasonable than that indulged in by a man | 
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*Smrk M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. 


who smoked a cigar which cost 1s. or) Member has moved to exclude Ireland 


ls. 6d., or even 2s. 
THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 


nothing was further from his intention 
than to transgress the ruling of the Chair. 
His particular reason for moving the ex- 
clusion of Ireland from these proposals 
was that they were unfair, because they 
put a comparatively light tax on expen- 
sive cigars used by wealthy men, and a 
comparatively high one on cheaper forms | 
of tobacco. He was pleading for in-- 
creased taxation on foreign cigars, because 
he had often felt that there was no form 
of luxury indulged in more unreasonable 
and more deplorable than smoking expen. 
sive cigars. 


THE CHAIRMAN: I invite the hon. 
Member to give to the Committee some , 
proof that the lower class of tobacco is 
more largely consumed in Ireland than in 


England. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said that 
he hoped the Committee would bear with 
him, and listen to his argument. He did 
not think it required any words to prove 
that cheap tobacco was more consumed in 
Ireland than imported foreign cigars. He 
held that it was an abominable form of 
luxury which ought to be highly taxed, 
for a man to smoke in ten minutes or so 
a cigar which cost Is. 6d. or 2s., the 
amount which would pay for the working 
man’s tobacco for tendays. The Govern- 
ment professed to hold the scales equally 
as between all classes, and that all classes 
should pay something towards the cost of 
the war; but he maintained that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer’s proposals 
in regard to cigars and tobacco did not do 
equal justice to all classes. He begged to 
move that on Clause 2, line 22, the word 
“Treland” be left out. He would be 
extremely disappointed if there were not 
a few members of the Liberal party un- 
tainted with the war fever who would 
support him. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 1, line 22, to leave out the words 
‘or Ireland. ”—(Mr. William Redmond ) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
‘or Ireland’ stand part of the Clause.” 
Mr. William Redmond, 


| they mean. 


from the operation of the new tariff, and 
he has done so because he considers that 


the tax on unmanufactured tobacco is too 


high as compared with that upon cigars, 
It may be right or wrong to keep up the 
proportion between cigars and tobacco as 
is proposed by this clause, but what has 


that to do with the proposition whether 


Ireland should or should not be included 
in the new tax upon tobacco? I am sure 
the hon. Gentleman fairly stated the 
representations which had been made to 
him by tobacco manufacturers with 
regard to their desire to have increased 
taxation on foreign cigars. I have had a 
good many representations of the same 
kind made to me, and I understand what 
It is a very natural thing for 
tobacco manufacturers in Great Britain or 


in Ireland to desire that such a tax should 


be placed on foreign cigars as practically 
to protect their own industry, but I have 
not made that proposal, and I do not 
propose to make it now. I am pretty 
sure that the tobacco manufacturers who 
approached the hon. Member never sug- 
gested that it would be advisable that 
there should be one tax on tobacco in 
Great Britain and another tax in Ireland. 
The hon. Member stated, I believe quite 
correctly, that the manufacture of tobacco 
is a flourishing industry in Ireland ; but I 
cannot conceive anything more likely to 
injure that industry than differential 
duties in Great Britain and Ireland. If 
you had a lower tax in Ireland than in 
England you would require to have 
different Custom House regulations in the 
two countries, which would greatly inter- 
fere with the trade. If the hon. Member 
is anxious that the tobacco manufacture 
of Ireland should prosper he could not do 
it a worse service than to propose this 
resolution, 


Mr. LOUGH said there was no tax 
which pressed so severely on the poor of 
Ireland as the tobacco tax ; and there was 
no grievance which appealed more to the 
imagination of the Irishman than this 
high duty on tobacco which the House 
had imposed for about seventy years. The 
reason why no one complained of the 
tobacco tax in Great Britain was because 
it was as low to-day as ever it had been 
in Great Britain, but the reason why the 
Irish objected to it was that it was higher 
- Ireland now than when the tax was 
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first imposed in 1819, when there was a| whether he had added one pound of 
very cruel stamping out of the growth of | butter to the exports from Ireland, and 
coarse tobacco in the West of Ireland. | all because there was no custom house 
He would ask the Chancellor of the Ex-|in Ireland. If the Chancellor of the 
chequer, if he could not accept the Amend- | Exchequer or any other wiseacre opposite 
ment in the form in which it was moved, | would kill the evils he spoke of without a 
whether he could not do something to re- | custom house, then he would admit that 
move the grievance of the Irish people in| he was wrong; but until they restored 
regard to the high duty on a common | the custom house to Ireland, all the social 
article of consumption. Theconsumption | and economic facts bearing on the con- 


ne el 





of beer in England was very like 
the consumption of tobacco in Ireland. 
Now, all people in England who lived in 
houses under a valuation of £8 were 
allowed to brew beer free of duty for their 
own use. Why, then, not allow the poor 
people of Ireland to grow tobacco for their 
own use free of duty ? The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s objection to different 
duties in England and Ireland was that it 
would involve different customs regula- 
tions, and the right hon. Gentleman 
also talked about the evils that would 
ensue from it. That was not so easily 
proved. If the custom house would 
cause some inconvenience, it would bring 
enormous advantages as well. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer did not 
know how much tobacco was consumed in 
Ireland, and how much was collected 
from tobacco duties ; and he never could 
know until he had got a custom house. 
The custom house was the brains of a 
commercial nation. [HON. MEMBERS: 
“Oh, oh!” and laughter.] He knew that 
was a most unpopular argument, but 
surely he might be allowed to make use 
of it. Until the custom house was re- 
established they could never know any- 
thing about the social and economic con- 
ditions of Ireland. They could not tell 
without a custom house how much food 
went into Ireland, nor how much of any 
product went out of Ireland ; and want 
of knowledge in regard to these essential 
facts was one of the reasons why the 
House was so deplorably weak in. its 
attempts to deal with Ireland. A custom 
house was only denied to Ireland through 
the ignorance of the House in these 
matters. They had no custom house, 
because their commerce was with Great 
Britain. Every foreigner knew how 
much goods went into his country 
or out of it; the only man who knew 
nothing about that was the Irishman. 
(Laughter.) This was no joke. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture had done more for 
Irish industry than any other man; but 
he could not tell, and no man could tell, 


dition of the country could not be made 
known to the House, or to anyone else. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer was one 
of the most admirable men he ever met 
with when he spoke on British subjects ; 
but when he talked in regard to Ireland 
all his natural intelligence deserted him. 
Then he ceased to be Chancellor of the 
Exchequer or the Member for Bristol, 
and became merely the mouthpiece of 
the prejudices and folly of the English 
Parliament. The right hon. Member for 
West Monmouthshire, who was one of 
the Chancellor’s chief supporters in the 
House, was as much to blame 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
himself if there was anything wrong. 
In England the proportion of indirect 
taxation is 48 per cent., whereas in Ire- 
land it is 60 per cent. That would appeal 
to the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire. He said 
it was serious evil, but why had he not 
courage enough to suggest a means of 
dealing with it? In a speech he made on 
this very subject when referring to the 
Report of the Financial Relations Com- 
mission—— 

Tue CHAIRMAN: The question of 
the financial relations between Great 
Britain and Ireland cannot be debated 
on each separate duty. I must ask the 
hon. Gentleman to confine himself to the 
tobacco duty. 

Mr. LOUGH: I bow with respect to 
the ruling of the Chair. My point is 
that if the Chancellor of the Exchequer 


would accept this Amendment it would 


remove the existing inequality to the 
extent of £150,000 a year. I was speak- 
ing of the tone of the right hon. 


' Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
'mouthshire, and I remember he said in 
| this House that equalisation of rates did 
/not mean equalisation of burden. 
right hon. Gentleman admitted that this 


The 


was a great grievance, but it isa grievance 
that might be corrected to some extent if 
this tobacco tax were not applied to Ire- 
land. If the righthon. Gentleman the Mem- 
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ber for West Monmouthshire sees great 
difficulty in the way of differential taxation, 
and yet admits the grievance of Ireland, 
then I would ask him or the Chancellor 


of the Exchequer to suggest some other | 


remedy. For my part I think these 
grievances are real grievances, and that 
the Irish Members who are voicing the 
opinions of the Irish people are met with 
only feeble excuses. This Budget is not 
a fair Budget. It is unfair to Ireland 
especially, and if the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer cannot see his way to accept 
the amendment, I would appeal to him, 
by the good disposition which he has dis- 
played towards Ireland, whether he 
cannot do something to mitigate what is 
an undoubted hardship. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : IT will 
respond to the appeal of my hon. friend. 
I admit that a tax of this kind falls with 
the greatest weight on the poorest people. 
There is a large concentrated accumula- 
tion of poor people in Ireland, but there 
is also a large number of poor people in 
England, more scattered in their distribu- 
tion, and | will answer my hon. friend, 
who is a very fervent and ingenious 
financier, by asking him another question. 
How does he propose to deal with the 
poor people in England with reference to 
the tobaceo duty ? 

Mr. LOUGH: We have already dealt 
with that matter by reducing the pro- 
portion of indirect taxation to 48 per | 
cent., while in Ireland it remains at 73 | 
per cent. That is the answer. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT : The 
poor people do not pay direct taxation, 
therefore I do not know how we are to 
deal out justice to the poor in both 
countries by excluding the people of 
Ireland from this 
subject of customs my 
seems to desire that 
should be set up for the purpose 
of obtaining statistical information with 
reference to the trade of Ireland. The 
Scotch people are a very practical people ; 
how would they like to have a cordon 
stretched from Berwick-on-Tweed to the 
western coast of Scotland for the purpose 
of obtaining statistical information as to 
how much of their produce went to 
England, and how much English produce 
came into Scotland? I think they would 
be of the opinion that that would do 
them a great deal more harm than 
the statistical information they might | 
obtain would do them good. 


Mr. Lough. 


hon. friend 


{COMMONS} 
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Mr. LOUGH: This is a most interest- 
ing point, but the answer is as easy as 
ABC. The trade of Scotland is mainly 
with foreign parts and the colonies. She 
depends on minerals, and her trade is 
export trade from Glasgow, Leith, and 
Aberdeen, just as the English export 
trade is from London, Liverpool, Cardiff, 
and other ports. I can show the right 
hon. Gentleman books issued by this 
House, in which every fact is recorded 


with reference to England, Scotland, and 


Wales, which I now ask should be re- 
corded as regards Ireland. There is no 
record of the great trades in Ireland 
because the trading is with this country, 
but as regards the great trades in England 
and Scotland, correct records are kept, 
because the trading is with foreign ports. 

Mr. FLYNN: I do not know whether 
I can agree with the hon. Member for 
West Islington that a custom-house is the 
brains of the commerce of acountry. To 
some extent it is an indicator of how 
commerce is going, especially articles pay- 
ing excise or customs duties. In previous 
years the customs authorities in [reland 
used to go to the trouble of obtaining 
from shipping and railway companies the 
amount of the exports and imports and of 
furnishing a weekly return, but that has 
been discontinued because the staffs are 
too lazy. But I do not think that that 
quite meets the custom-house cordon. 
There is a difference in establishing a 
custom-house cordon between England 
and Ireland, especially with regard to 
tobacco. The reason why my hon. friend 
has moved this Amendment is because he 
represents an Irish constituency. The 
grievance presses hardly on the Irish 


| people, and therefore his arguments have 


greater cogency and force than if they re- 
ferred to Great Britain, though there is 
no reason why the English working man 
should not be excluded also. We have 
no objection at all, and should be glad if 
the tobacco duties were abolished alto- 


gether. If the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer had deliberately set out to 
levy indirect taxation upon commo- 
dities largely consumed in _ Ireland, 
and which would therefore _ press 


more heavily on the Irish people, 
he could not do better than he has done 
—namely, to select tea, tobacco, beer, 
and spirits. Indeed, it almost looks like 
a re-enactment of the sumptuary laws. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer says the 
Irish people cannot be poor because they 
He has not, 
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however, levied the taxes from philan- 
thropic or temperance motives, but in 
order to raise money, and if he found that 
with the increased duties the consumption 
of tea and tobacco goes down in Ireland, no 
one would be more disappointed than the 
right hon. Gentleman. The policy which 
appears to underlie the arguments on both 
sides of the House is that these things 
are luxuries, or, at any rate, not neces- 
saries, and that, therefore, you are justi- 
fied in taxing them, whereas you would 
not be justified in taxing flour, bread, or 
meat. But you did not discover that 
until the repeal of the Corn Laws. Prior’ 
to the repeal of the Corn Laws an enor- 
mous amount of taxation fell on com- 
modities consumed by the English 
working classes, and also on articles used 
in connection with manufacture. 
abolished all that, 
burden of indirect taxation now falls more 
heavily in Ireland than ever before. In 
the year 1819-20 it was 11s. 11d. per 
head, and in 1893-94 £1 Os. 9d., or an 
increase of 90 per cent. Indirect taxa- 
tion in Great Britain was in 
£2 8s. Td. ; in 1893-94 it was reduced 


to £1 4s.1d. That means that indirect 


taxation per head in England has de- | 
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| deprivation 


You | 
and therefore the | 


1819-20 | 


creased 50 per cent., whereas it has | 


increased 90 per cent. in Ireland. 
not you find other sources of direct taxa- | 
tion in order not to have to increase 
indirect taxation in a country like ireland ? 
In a damp country like Ireland very 
much more tobacco will naturally be 
smoked than in a warmer country. 
There is no doubt about it that the work- | 
ing man consumes in proportion to his 
means more tobacco than the rich man. 
Surely a man with £1,000 or £10,000 a_ 
year could more easily afford 6d. on his | 
cigars than the poor man can afford an 
addition of 4d. per pound on his tobacco. 
The increase in this Budget on cigars is 
only 1} per cent., whereas it is 8 per cent. 
on tobacco. 


Could | 


In pleading for the Irish | Noes, 36. 
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working man we are also pleading for 
the British working man. ‘There is no 
doubt that tobacco is no longer a luxury ; 
it is practically a necessity, and without 
dropping too much into autobiography I 
may say that for the short month I was 
confined in one of Her Majesty’s prisons 
I think I bore three days bread and 
water with equanimity ; I bore the plank 
bed with a certain amount of stoicism, 
and I managed to get through the plum- 
duff without very much discomfort and 
certainly without grumbling ; but I would 
have been prepared to forego two of those 
miserable meals for a pipe of tobacco or a 
cigarette. To deprive the working man 
of his pipe and tobacco is a great 
indeed. I have often 
heard a working man say that he 
would prefer to go without his breakfast 
rather than a pipe of tobacco, and when a 
man is not well fed, or fed on coarse food, 
or when perhaps he cannot get a proper 
breakfast until a late hour, then a 
“shough” of the pipe, as it is called, is 
more gratifying and grateful than perhaps 
dainty food. If this argument of taxing 
tobacco, beer, and spirits is pushed too 
far, you will be re-enacting the sumptuary 
laws. We cannot forget that the British 
Treasury wishing to retain indirect taxa- 
tion has, by some peculiar species of 
ingenuity, succeeded in retaining those 
articles of common consumption which 
fall more heavily on Ireland. Under 


'these circumstances we are entitled to 


claim this exemption for Ireland. We 
should be willing to claim it for all classes 
in Great Britain as well, but as the repre- 
sentatives of Irish constituencies, who are 
averse to all taxation in connection with 
the war, we certainly claim that this 
Amendment should be accepted by the 


| Committee. 


Question put. 
9 


The Committee divided: Ayes, 210; 
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Question proposed, “That Clause 2| case, but up to that year, while 
stand part of the Bill.” |the duty on all foreign grown to- 


| 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.) moved the | 
omission of the clause. He said his | 
Amendment would simply have for its | 
effect to leave the tobacco duty at the | 
same figure at which it now stood. It 
would be in the memory of the House 
that two years ago he raised the question | 
on two or three occasions, and the Chan- | 
cellor of the Exchequer at last saw his 
way to reduce the tobacco tax by 6d. 
During the debate that took place on that 
occasion the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
admitted that the tobacco tax was one 
that bore unfairly on the working classes, 
and that it was a tax also open to the 
objection that it was of all taxes, with 
possibly the exception of the tax on Irish 
spirits, the highest tax in proportion to 
the cost of the article taxed. The tax on 
tobacco was a tax of 300 or 400 per cent. 
on the cost of the article, and that was 
a monstrous impost. When the fact was 
kept in mind that this article was con- 
sumed mainly by the poorer classes, it did | 
appear, on that ground alone, that it was 
an unfair article to select for a special 
emergency war tax, because while it was 
an article which was almost a_neces- 
sity to the poorer classes, it was 
taxed far in excess of any other article of 
consumption that could be named. 
Therefore, on the general principle affect- 
ing the whole of the United Kingdom 
and all classes in the United Kingdom, he 
thought the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was very badly advised in deciding to 
withdraw the concession which he made 
some two years ago in the case of the 
tobacco tax. While he had no intention 
of discussing the financial relations of 
Ireland, he was distinctly entitled to point | 
out the special reasons from the Irish 
point of view why the concession made by 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer on the | 
tobacco tax was a good one. It was| 
small, but so far as it went, it went to- | 
wards undoing the injustice they had 
complained of so often. The tobacco tax 
had a very curious history. It was a very 
old English tax, but it was a very modern | 
Irish tax. It was only brought up to the 
English figure in Ireland in 1842. There 
was another fact in connection with the | 
history of the tobacco tax in Ireland | 
worth bearing in mind. Up to the year | 
1827 Ireland grew tobacco on a consider- | 
able scale, and not only was that the | 


/a very profitable trade. 
/of 1827 was passed, withdrawing this 


| of the small farmers in Ireland. 


bacco was 3s. 6d. per Ib., the duty on 
tobacco grown in Ireland was only 1s. 3d., 
and consequently the Irish had the ad- 
vantage of growing tobacco under a pro- 
tection of 2s, 3d. in the pound, and it did 
When the Act 


protection from Ireland, the Government 
had to buy up the Irish crop of tobacco 
at a cost of many thousands of pounds. 
In 1896 the figures of the tobacco tax 
were as follows :—In England and Wales 
the tax produced £8,400,000, in Scotland 
£1,100,000, and in Ireland £1,200,000, 
so that of the total tobacco tax Ireland 
paid one-eighth. They all knew that the 
total proportion of the tax revenue of the 
United Kingdom paid by Ireland at that 
time was only one-twelfth—a vastly too. 
great proportion—but when they com- 
pared it with the total of one-eighth pro- 
duced by the tobacco tax it was easy to 
see how unfairly that tax bore on the 
people of Ireland. It was one of the 
taxes, also, which illustrated most 
clearly the extraordinary fallacy of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and of all 
the hon. Gentlemen on that bench, who 
argued against the fact of the Irish people 
having any grievance. An equal tax on 
tobacco, levied on a country like Ireland, 
afforded the most clear and _ abso- 
lute answer to the argument that 
the tobacco tax was levied equally alk 
over the United Kingdom. He ventured 
to say that the average [rish labourer did 
not earn half the wages of the average 
English labourer, taking all classes of 
labourers together, and yet he had as 
great a passion for tobacco as the English 
labourer. Anyone had only to work the 
thing out as an arithmetical sum to see 
how enormously greater a proportion of 
his yearly revenue went upon this practi- 
cal necessity—he hardly cared to call it a 
luxury. They could easily see how 
monstrously hard it was upon the Irish 
labourers to have to spend such a propor- 
tion of their income on the tobacco tax as 


_compared with the labourers or workmen 


of this country. He might say the same 
It was 
perfectly astonishing the amount of taxa- 
tion one of these small farmers paid in 
Ireland through this tax. It had been 
said that these men need not consume so 
much as they do. The complete answer 
to that was this: If such an argument. 


411 Finance 


was to be accepted no tax need 


press upon them, because whatever was _ 
It was | 


taxed they could do without. 
notorious, that the habits of the people 
were such that tens of thousands of poor 
men who were utterly unable, even when 
in work and in good years, to afford for 


themselves and their families a sufficient | 


supply of decent food, would still indulge 
in their allowance of tobacco. It was the 


duty of a statesman to arrange the taxes | 
of the country, but he was not entitled | 


to look into the habits of the people in 
that critical way, and to say that they 
could escape taxation if they would only 
cease consuming so much of the article. 
It must be admitted that no tax weighed 
so heavily on the poorer classes of the com- 
munity in the United Kingdom, especially 
in Ireland, as the tobacco tax, and it was for 
that reason that he objected to this change 
of policy on the part of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. It was said that this 
was a temporary increase, but he was 
greatly afraid, in view of the enormous 
pressure brought to bear on the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, that when the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was asked 
for the withdrawal of the increase, it 
might be many years before they could 
extract it from him again. The Chan. 
cellor of the Exchequer last year or the 
year before, when asked to reimpose this 
tax, said it was undesirable to be con- 
tinually disturbing the trade. It was a 
trade which took a considerable time to 
adjust itself to any alteration of taxation 
on the raw material of the manufacturer. 


When they altered the tea duty they did | 


not affect the trade somuch. When they 
made a change like this it could not be 
immediately expressed in the price of an 
ounce of tobacco to the consumer. 
they made achange of that kind they dis- 
turbed the trade. From the point of 


justice to the working classes of this | 


country, and to the Irish people, looking 
to their special financial grievance, it was 


peculiarly unfortunate that the Chan- | 


cellor of the Exchequer had decided to in- 
crease the tobacco tax. His attitude re- 
garding the war had been fully expressed 
already. It was, of course, a great 
additional bitterness to have this tax 
imposed in Ireland, and to be compelled 
to pay money the people could ill afford 
for a war which they condemned as cruel 
and unjust. 


Mr. DALY said, if once this tax was 
imposed, it was very doubtful whether it 
Mr, Dillon. 
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When | 
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| would ever be removed again. The hon, 
and gallant Member for Eastbourne, in a 
speech which he made on an Amendment 
'to the Address, condemned the Govern- 
‘ment for reducing the tobacco tax two 
| years ago. When statements of that 
| kind came from thick and thin supporters 
of the Government, it would be very diffi- 
‘cult for the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
/at any future date to reduce the tax, 
Some of the Jingo papers next morning 
referred to the statement, and commended 
the hon. and gallant Member for striking 
the right note. He felt that in making 
this protest the Members from Ireland 
were acting on behalf of the poor people 
of that country. Tea and tobacco were 
commodities which were used by nearly 
every poor man in [reland, and he thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer would 
do a gracious act, which would be hailed 
with delight by the people of Ireland, if 
he would omit this clause. This tax of 
fourpence per pound on tobacco would 
strike much harder on the poor than 
a sixpenny tax on cigars. To a man 
who smoked cigars he believed double 
the tax would not be so much as 
one penny on the tobacco of the poor 
man. If double were put on cigars it 
would please the people of the country 
much better, and it would show that the 
right hon. Gentleman was discrimi- 
nating more between the poor and the 
rich. 


*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) said the in- 
crease of fourpence per poundon thetobacco 
tax was likely to cause a severe strain on 
the Irish taxpayer. From the Report for 
the year 1896-97 he found that the duty 
paid by Ireland on tobacco was 
£1,227,000. That was an extraordinary 
amount of money for a poor country like 
Ireland to be compelled to contribute— 
not for the price of the article, but for 
duty on the article. The people of Ire- 
‘land found that the longer they con- 
tinued attached to- this vast Empire, the 
| greater was the amount of money they 

were compelled to pay. Tobacco, like 
| tea, was one of the pleasures of the poor 
people of Ireland, and they felt it was a 
great grievance to be taxed upon that 
commodity for the purpose of filling the 
war chest. People would be asked to 
pay the tax who did not approve of the 
war. He admitted that smoking was a 
pleasure, but it was not so expensive a 
pleasure as some gentlemen in this 
country indulged in when they smoked 
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Is. 6d. cigar, or drank champagne at 
js. Gd. a bottle. Amongst the working 
classes in Treland a cigar was an unknown 
e nioy ment. Ile considered therefore 
that sixpence per pound on the duty 
altogether out — ot 
forrpence per 


ol cigars Was 
proportion to the _» 
pour on common While 
they knew that their would 
not prevent the imposition of the duty, 
they felt nevertheless that it was their duty 
to stand up and make the protest. The 
tobacco duties in Ireland would average 
ds. Sd. per head per annim, and when he 
remembered that the country was not 
able to afford the taxation, he considered 
that by every fair means and every reason 
able means {laughter | Yes, he = said 
rersonable means when experts in the 
Royal Commission had adjudged — this 
country the guilty party. They had been 
tried their own court and jury, and 
How they refused to give Ireland the 
henelit of the verdict. He thought the 
representatives of Ireland were simply 
doing their duty in refusing to support 
additional taxation on any enjoyment. of 
the people in order to pay for an unjust 
War, 


tobacce , 
protest 


AY 


\eland- Hood, Capt. Sir A. I, 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, + 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
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Bethell, Commander 


Cubitt, 
Curzon, 
Dalkeith, 


Davies,SirHorat 
Davies, M. Vang) 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Arthur 


Disraeli, Coning 


MAR 


Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
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Hon. He 
Viscount 


Dickinson, Robe 
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Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork County, 
S.) said smoking tobacco was a consolation 
to the poor people of Ireland, but it 
would not add to their consolation to 
remember that the smoke they took 
would contribute so much to the cost of 
a war which they heartily condemned. 
For that reason he associated himselt 
with the protest that had been made. It 
might be considered that this was a tax 
that the Lrish people could easily get rid of, 
hut ifthe Chancellorof the Exe hequer knew 
the long confirmed habits of the people, 
which were not likely to be altered on ac- 
count of thetax,he would not haveineluded 
the tohacco tax in his Budget. He was not 
a smoker himself, but he could understand 
how the poor people would feel this tax 
most severely. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer had already refused to alter 
his proposal with regard to tea, but he 
would do well if he could make an excep- 
tion in the case of the tobacco tax. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 179; 
Noes, 29. (Division List No. 83.) 


ES. 


Cirey, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W alford Di Wednexbur V 
Gretton, John 

ny Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Kari of Gull, Sir Cameron 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


Curdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Hamilton. og Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. W. 
Hanson, Sir ‘iteginald 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon. Sir W. 
Hardy, Laurence 


ioD.(Chath’m 
uin-(Cardigan 


rt Edimone 
sby Ralph 





Billson, Alfred 
Blakiston-Houston, John 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, ¢ ‘apt. H. FF. ( Middlesex 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
Harem Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
- wlile, William Walter 
Causton, + hard Knight 
Cavendish, R. :! (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C.W. (Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Evelyn i ertford, Kast) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 
a J.A. (Worcester 
Chaplin, | tt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Che Isea, Viseount 
Covhill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
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Dorington, Sir Jolin Edward 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark 
Fardell, Sir T. George 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edw. 
Fergusson, RtHn.Sird. Mane’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, 
Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Galloway, William Johnson 
— William 

Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbs, Hn AG. /H.(Cityof Lond. 
Goddard, Daniel ¥ ord 
Godson, Sir Augustus Fredk. 
rales e: Major-General 
pg fag John Edward 
_ Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
Grose seg Hn&..J.(StGeorge’s 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
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Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Hayne, Kt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hermon- Hodge, Robert T; 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norw ich) 
Holland, Willian. Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Jebb, Richard Clay erhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, W. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kay-Nhuttleworth, RtHn.SirU 
Kearley, Hudson E. 
Kennaway, Rt. Hon. Sir J. H. 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Lambert, pray 

Lawrence,s SirE. Durning-(Corn 
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Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swiusea 
Loek wood, Lt.-Col. A. KR. 
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Long, Col.Charles W.( Evesham 
Leng, Rt Hon Walter( Liverpool 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Bullet 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles. John 

Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Mavartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Maleolm, fan 

Martin. Richard Bidduloh 
Massey-Mainwaring, Hn. WLP 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morrell, Georve Herbert 
Morton, ArthurH. A (Deptford 
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Moulton, John Fletcher 
Mowbray, 


Nicol, Donald Ninian 

Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Penn, John 

Plunkett, Rt HnHoraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 

Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

Rasch, Major Frederic Carne 
Kentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasThomson 
Rohe gre. Herbert 
Round, James 
Samuel, J. 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Smith. Hon. W. BF. D.(Strand) 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. 
Talbot Re. Wn G.(OxPrd nis 


NOES. 


Sir Robert Gray C, | 
Murray, KtHn,. AGraham( Bute | 


(Hackney 


Stockton-on-Tees) | 


ihe Hou sé, 


Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murr; ay 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsle “y) 
Warner. Thomas C ourtenay T. 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E, 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(‘Taunt. 
Welby, Sir Chas. G.E.(Notts,) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon. 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. JohnL loyd 
Whitinore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, Jose} hh Powell (Birm 
Wilson.J. W. ‘Wonineak N.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R. (Bath 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


Young, Comnnder (Berks, £, 
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Gibney, James 


Barry, E. (Cork, 5.) 
Hammond, 


Claney, John Joseph 


John (Carlow) 
John Patriek 


TELLERS FOR THE AYeEs 
M*Taygart | Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Pishei 
Parnell, John Howard 


Pinkerton, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


Crean, Euvene Hayden, 
Crilly, Daniel Healy, Maurice (Cork) Price, Rohe Art Jolin 
Curran, Thomas B. (Doneval) Jordan, Jeremiah Redmond, William (Clare) 
Daly, Jrunes Macaleese, Daniel Sullivan, Donal: Westmeath) 
Dillon, Jobn MaeDonnell,Dr.MA(Queen’sC Wilson, Fredk. W. (Norfolk) 
Doogan, PLC, MacNeill, John Gordon Switt 
Field, William (Dublin) M, Dermott, Patrick TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Flavin, Michael Joseph MGhee, Riehard Captain Donelan and Mr 
Flynn, dimes Christopher Morris, Samnel Patrick O'Brien. 

Clause 3 Ordered, That Five be the quorum 

(Mr. Anstruther.) 

Motion made, and Question proposed, -—— 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
nnd ask leave to sit again.” (Mr. Willian NEW BILL. 


Redmond.) Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Clanse ayreed to. 


Committee Progress: to. sit 


avail tommorrow. 


report 


REGISTRATION AND 


INSPECTION. 


BOILERS 


Committee appointed to consider and 
report on the advisability of legislation to 
ensure the systematic and regular inspec- 
tion and certification of boilers, with the 
object of diminishing the risk to life and 
property arising from boiler explosions. 


have 
and 


Committee 
papers, 


the 
persons, 


That 
send for 


Ordered, 
power to 
records. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS 
AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Merchant Shipping 
Acts, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Field, Mr. Carew, and Mr. Clancy. 


SHIPPING ACTS 


MERCHANT 
BILL. 


AMENDMENT 

“To amend the Merchant Shipping 

Acts,” presented accordingly, and read 

the first time ; to be read a second time 

upon Wednesday, 4th April, and to be 
printed. {| Bill 145. 


At \journed at twenty minutes 
after Twelve of the Clock. 
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ROYAL ASSENT. 





COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
Assent— 
1. War Loan. 
2. Consolidated Fund (No. 2). 
3. Census (Great Britain). 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL [H.L.]. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [H L.]. 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [H.1..] 


Member. 


BARRY 


evestonw by the 


< with amendments, 


} NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [H.1.]}. 
s Reported with amendments. 
AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported with an amendment. 


* ARMY 

> 

MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILL [H.1.]. 


OTHER 


: GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND 
: COM- 


SECURITIES INVESTMENT 
PANY BILL [H.1.]. 


* Commons. 


, HAMILTON BURGH BILL. 
Brought from Commons ; read 1¢, and 


1: referred to the Examiners. 


tr LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 


: Message from the Commons for leave 
’ for the Lord Russell of Killowen to attend 
to be examined as a witness before the 
Select Committee of that House; leave 
given for his Lordship to attend if he 
think fit, and his Lordship consenting 
thereto, a message ordered to be sent to 
the Commons to acquaint them therewith. 


LEITH BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 


BILL [H.1.}. 
Read 3* (according to order), and 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 
VOL. LXXXI. [Fourtn Series. ] 
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Reported from the Select Committee | 


Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the | 
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MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to order), and com- 
mitted to a Committee of the Whole 
House on Thursday next. 


tETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 

TRADE REPORTS—ANNUAL SERIES. 
| No. 2391. 
| 
|; IRISH LAND COMMISSION (AGRICUL- 
| TURAL DEPARTMENT). 
| Return of prices of Irish agricultural 
| produce for the years 1881 to 1899 
| inclusive. 


| 
ao 


Texas. 


| Presented (by command), and ordered 
| to lie on the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 
(METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS). 

Orders in Council for the establishment 
of the Metropolitan Boroughs of Holborn, 
St. Pancras, and Stepney, and incorporat- 
ing the councils thereof and for other 
purposes connected therewith. Laid 
| before the House (pursuant to Act), and 
to be printed. (No. 36.) 





PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [H.1.]. 

Reported from the Standing Committee 
with further amendments. The Report 
of the amendments made in Committee of 
the Whole House and by the Standing 
Committee to be received on Monday 
next ; and Bill to be printed as amendea. 
(No. 39.) 


“YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS BILL [H.L. ]- 
[THIRD READING. ] 

| Order of the Day for the Third Reading 
read. 


Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, in asking your Lordships’ assent ° 
to the Third Reading of this Bill I wish 
to mention that I have received a great 
many communications, nearly all of a 
favourable character, with respect to the 
details of the Bill. This morning I 
received a communication from a very 
influential body, the Chairmen and 
Deputy-Chairmen of Quarter Sessions, 
who have been good enough to consider 
the measure and to pass a resolution in 


S 
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favour of its provisions. They, however, 
suggested an Amendment, and, as it will 


{LORDS} 


doubtless appear in the press, I think it 


as well to state the reasons why I cannot 
agree to the Amendment they propose. 


The effect of the Amendment, getting | 


rid of the technicality of 


it, would | 


be that magistrates would have power, | 


in any case they thought fit, not 
to impose a fine, but, in substitution 
of a fine, to direct that the youthful 
offender should be whipped. As your 
Lordships are aware, the Bill, as at 
present drawn, only gives the power of 
imposing the punishment of whipping in 
lieu of imprisonment, and in cases where 
a fine has been inflicted but not paid. 
To accept such an Amendment as the one 
proposed would be to go beyond the in- 
tentions of those who introduced the Bill, 
and certainly beyond its object. The 
only object of the Bill is to keep youth- 
ful offenders out of prison, and to substi- 
tute for imprisonment the minor punish- 
ment and lesser degradation of whipping. 
The desire of the influential body to 
whom I have referred is to substitute 
whipping for the lesser degradation of a 
fine. Take, for instance, an offence under 
a bye-law—a very venial offence such as 
obstructing the highway, or playing a boy- 
ish game in the highway and breaking a 
window. The proposed Amendment 
would give the magistrates the power of 
over-riding the intention of the Legisla- 
ture, and of substituting whipping for 
an offence which the Legislature in- 
tended should be met by a fine. 
That will not result in keeping a child 
out of prison. I do not wish to call into 
existence the somewhat irate magistrate 
to whom the noble Earl opposite referred, 
who would impose a severe penalty out of 
prejudice, but I do conceive that there 
will be magistrates who will say, “ We 
will take this matter into oar own 
hands, and, instead of imposing a fine 
of one shilling or two shillings as the 
case may be, we will, without giving 
the offender a chance of paying a 
fine, impose the punishment of whip- 
ping.” That would be going beyond 
the object of the Bill, and I think it would 
result in the Bill being regarded as so 
harsh that its passing would be im- 
perilled. I have also consulted the Home 
Ottice, who advise that it would not be 
well to accept this Amendment. I am 


not, of course, going to refer to the 
general subject of the Bill, as that matter 


Lord James of Hereford. 
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has been already discussed ; but, as | 
have said, I have received a great many 
communications in support of the Bill, 
and only yesterday I received one which, 
with your Lordships’ permission, I will 
read to the House. It is from the 
stipendiary magistrate of Manchester, 
who has had great experience in this 
matter, and who gives an instance of 
exactly the class of case with which this 
Bill will, I think, rightly deal. He 
says— 

[sincerely hope the Bill will pass. If 
those who oppose whipping for boys knew the 
a of magistrates who, like myself, 
will not send mere children to prison, to deal 
with numerous offences I think they would 


| hesitate to oppose the Bill. May [, at the risk 


of wearying you, give one instance? This 
court deals with the suburbs of Manchester 
and Salford, parts of which consist of farms 
and market gardens. Every summer the 
farmers and others sutfer hundreds of pounds 
worth of damage from boys from 10 to 16 years of 
age, who come out of the town, pull down their 
fences, uproot their turnips and potatoes, and 
play hide and seek with their standing crops, 
and they literally have no remedy. The boys 
have no money to pay fines, their parents will 
not pay a fine, and they are too young for 
prison. Extra police are drafted to protect the 
fields, and the farmer and his servants spend 
Sunday in watching them, but cannot protect 
them. The Bill will, I feel sure, put a stop to 
these practices. 

I have nothing more to say with reference 
to the provisions of the Bill. There is an 
Amendment standing in the name of Lord 
Monkswell, and if the noble Lord will 
move his Amendment after the Third 
Reading I will state the view we take 
with regard to it. 


Moved, “That the Bill be now read 
the third time.”- - -( Lord James of Hereford.) 


THE Eart or KIMBERLEY: | 
entirely concur with the objection which 
the noble and learned Lord has raised to 
the proposed Amendment, which seems to 
me to be outside the scope of the Bill. 
As my noble friend has repeatedly 
explained, the object of the Bill is to 
prevent the sending of children to prison 


by substituting the punishment of 
whipping ; and it would be going 


altogether beyond the intentions of the 
Bill to substitute whipping for fines in 


cases where children were not liable, 
under the existing law, to be sent to 


prison. The Amendment would, for that 
reason, be very objectionable, and I am 
glad the noble and learned Lord does not 
accept it. 
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Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): My Lords, I think, as Chairman 
of the Association of Chairmen 
Deputy-Chairmen of Quarter Sessions, 
that there is a good deal to be said in 


favour of what has fallen from my noble | 


and learned friend against the proposed 


Amendment ; indeed, I believe that if the | 


question had been thoroughly argued out 
at the meeting of the Association the 
Amendment would not have been pressed. 
I might, however, say, on behalf of the 
Association, that according to the Bill 
magistrates may whip instead of com- 
mitting to prison for the non-payment 
of a fine; therefore, the Amendment does 
not seem to go very much further than 
the Bill. The Association is composed of 
persons who have been for a series of 
years engaged in the administration of 
the criminal law, and their absolutely 
unanimous opinion, after 


{27 Marcu 1900} 


and | 
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“The objections made to this punishment, 
| that punishment, and every punishment 
}amount to this, that crime has gradually 
vindicated its own impunity.” 


I hope that feeling will not have any 
weight with your Lordships, and that 
you will not stand in the way of this Bill 
| passing as it is. We all agree that young 
children should not be sent to prison, and 
if it is not possible to inflict the punish- 
ment of whipping, what other alternative 
is there? Whipping is the simplest, 
| shortest, and, as we know by experience, 
the most effective punishment in suitable 


cases, and I fail to see that there is any 


degradation in whipping children guilty 
of the offences for which it is here intended. 
In fact, the punishment of whipping 


/has really become the sole remaining 


considerable | 


discussion on the whole matter, was that | 


it would be of the greatest possible 
advantage, not only to the community, 
but to youthful offenders themselves, that 
the latter should not be sent to prison if 
whipping would suttice. 


*Lorp NORTON : My Lords, it does 
seem strange to me that we should find 
any difficulty whatever in making use of 
the very ordinary and suitable punish- 
ment of whipping for youthful offenders. 
I am perfectly astonished at the objec- 
tions which have been raised to it, and I 
should be very sorry if what the noble 
Earl opposite said the other day should 
have any weight in the country and lead 
tthe class on whose behalf he spoke to 
think that there was any degradation in 
such a punishment. They should be 
made to feel that the degradation lies in 


turning their children out into the streets | 


to earn their livelihood by thieving, and 
in that way making castigation necessary. 
That constitutes the degradation, not the 
punishment ; and I think the noble Lord’s 
remarks upon the subject, so far as they 
will have any influence in the country, 
will be most injurious. I do not think 
anyone can doubt the efficacy of the 
punishment of whipping, and the suit- 


ithe child, to 


ability of it in the case of young children. | 
When noble Lords speak of the degra- | 


dation of whipping they remind me of a 
remark which Lord Beaconsfield made in 
this House when we were discussing the 
abolition of flogging in the Army. He 
‘said— 


privileges of the aristocracy. I am glad 
that the suggested Amendment finds no 
favour with your Lordships. There is no 
other punishment for boys who commit 
offences for which they are now liable to 
be sent to prison. We have, therefore, 
only to choose, if we object to sending 
them to prison, between the punishment 
of whipping and impunity, and I do not 
think anyone will say that the punish- 
ment of whipping is so unsuitable that it 
would be better that such child should go 
unpunished, 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 34, 
accordingly. 


Lord MONKSWELL: My Lords, I 
moved in the Standing Committee a new 
clause at the end of Clause 7, with the 
object of correcting what seems to be an 
obvious and iniquitous blunder in the 
Industrial Schools Act Amendment Act, 
1894. That Act gives the managers of 
industrial schools powers, which they 
are bound to exercise, of supervision over 
children from the ages of 16 to 18 after 
the term of detention has expired. In 
order that the managers may have a 
greater power over the child they are 
allowed, under certain conditions, if 
they consider it for the benefit of 
recall it to the school 
for a period of not more than three 
months, the period of detention having 
already expired. This clause is drafted 
in such an extraordinary way as to only 


| give the power of recall to managers when 


the children happen to be out on licence. 

If a child is working on its own account, 

whether a boy or a girl, that child is not 
S 2 
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liable ‘to bé recalled. “No doubt, in a 
roundabout way. the child might be | 
recalled, for if you find a child wandering 
about you could always go-to.some person 
and ask. him to.accept a. licence. formally, | 
and having gone through. that process you | 
could, in. the.course of time, recall the 
child to. the school. 
noble.and learned Lord: opposite is very 
sympathetic in regard to this Amendment, | 
and when Istated the case to the Standing 
Committee as I have stated it to, your | 
Lordships there was. not a:dissentient | 
voice: as to the desirability: and eyen | 
the. necessity; of altering the law in. the 
direction I havé indicated. The noble 
and, learned Lord .took..objection, to my 
Amendment on two.grounds: first, that it | 
was not germane to-the Bill, as industrial | 
school children _ were not, _technically 
speaking, youthful offenders. I. .will. not | 
argue that point, but this Bill. does make | 
certain. amendments in the principal Act | 
of, 1866 which, are absolutely on- all, fours 
with the pro osal I have to ‘submit.. The 
proposal i in Clause 5 


committed to. an industrial , school shall 
be.liable in future to be so-committed. 


‘Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD : 
are referring to Clause 6. 


Lorp MONKSWELL: No, I'am re- 
ferring to Clause 5, which is as follows— 
| “A-Court of Assize or Quartér Sessions. may 
exercise the like power. of committing a child 
to an industrial school as may ‘be ‘exercised 
by two ju-tices under Section 15 of the 
Industrial Schools Act, 1866, and the provisions 
of that Act'shall be- construed accordingly.” 


Clause 6, no'doubt, also deals with matters | 


comiected with reformatories and indis- 
trial schools. ‘T do tiot propése ‘to inter- 
fere ‘in'any! way’ with’ the ‘internal 
management’ of industrial schools. ~All 
niy elausé proposes is’ to make’ children 
liable‘to be recalled to the school ‘who’are 
not riow liable to ‘be recaJled). ‘Tt has 
beer suggested that the clause in the Act 
of 1894 was carefully considered’ at the 
tinie, and’ was not a ‘blutder'; but let 
us’ ‘éonsider what’ may’ happen under 
the elatise’ 4s’ it’ at’ present “statids. 
Tadmit that’on this point my. féading ‘of 


the law is different from that’ of the nobile 


and ledrned Lord,'and T daresay it 'is’not 
thé reading of the law whieh will commend 
itsélf to this Hous; but; at‘’ajl events,'1 
will submit) my’ argament.” ‘I’ say ‘that, 
Lord Monkswell. . 


{LORDS} 


DS know that the | 


of this Bill is that | 
certain children who.are not liable to be | 


You | 
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under this clause of the Act of 1894, if a 
girl is licensed out—and the license must 
| be to some person, and not to a particular 
| employment—and if the mistress of that 
| girl dies, there is, at all events, very great 
doubt w hether she can be recalled to the 
| school without undergoing the cumber- 
some process to which T have alluded, 
and if it is necessary to recall a girl 
at all it would be in such a case as 
‘that. It is monstrous and _ intolerable 
| that where a child is particularly liable 
to be led astray, having no one to look 
_after her, the power of recall vested in 
| the managers should cease. I believe 
'the only objection to my Amendment 
‘is that it may lead to further Amend- 
iments and may wreck the Bill when 
it gets to another place ;_ but I should 
‘have thought that it would be clear 
'that the object of my Amendment 
/was to correct what was an absolnte 
blunder in the Act of 1894, and that it 
| could not lead to any Amendments which 
| would deal with the internal management 
of industrial schools. It would appear 
to me that the noble and learned Lord, 
| though he accepted my Amendment, would 
| be perfectly justified in refusing to accept 
|any Amendment which wouid deal with 


the internal management of industrial 
schools. I will not press my Amendment 


if the noble Lord will give me, as I believe 

he will, an undertaking that the matter 
shall be very carefully considered when 
the Bill goes down to another place. 


Amendment moved- 


“In page 4, at the end of Clause 7, to insert, 
as a néw clause, ‘The power of recalling a 
child to an industrial school while under the 
supervision of the managers conferred by the 
Industrial Schools Act Amendment Act, 1894, 
| shall be exerciseable in respect of every such 
| child, “whether licensed to employment or 

not.’ ”—(Lord Monkswell.) 


‘Lorp, JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
noble friend, I am sure, has convinced 
your Lordships that this is a very 
technical point, and, as he says, there is 
a difference of opinion as to the construc- 
tidn of the Act of 1894. Personally, I 
think that the blot which he says exists 
in the Act of 1894 does not exist, 
and that there is this power to recall 
a child if the licence passes away 
from circumstances such as the death 
of’ the person to whom the child 
has been entrusted. No doubt the object 
'of my noble friend is a very good one— 
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namely, to continue some control over the | number of men included inthe, grand 
child ; but I have considered this matter | total who have not served a training ‘is 
and have come to the conclusion that his | 16,524, but although these men have not 
Amendment does deal with the manage- | gone through a training in the usual Sénse 
ment of the child after it has entered the | of the word it would be hardly: fair ‘to 
school. Therefore, I fear that if we describe them as untrained men, because 
allowed this Amendment it would be an a great number of them belong to Militia 
admission that that subject. could be | battalions which have for some time past 
dealt upon in another place, and it would | been embodied at home, and it is obvious 
be sought, under the cloak of this Amend-| that the men of a battalion which: has 
ment, to reopen the question of indus- been for some weeks or months embodied 
trial schools. I am sure that such a have undergone a very considerable 
course would hinder and endanger the amount of training. It may interest the 
progress of the Bill. I ampable to give noble Lord to know that of the 39 Militia 
my noble friend the assurance, which I battalions embodied at home at this 
hope will satisfy him, that the Bill willbe moment 22 have now been embodied for 
in charge of the Secretary of State for three months, 13 for two months, and 4 
the Home Department in the House of for one month, and the whole of the men 
Commons, and I am also in a position to belonging to those 39 battalions may 
inform him that the question will be con- | fairly be considered to have undergone a 
sidered without starting with any hostile | considerable amount of military training. 
feeling towards the Amendment, and that 
if effect can be given to his object with- Lorp RAGLAN: Will the noble 
out interfering in any way with the Bill’s Marquess state whether recruiting for the 
prospects of success that will be done. I, Militia is proceeding satisfactorily ? 
hope the limited assurance I have given 
my noble friend will be accepted by him. THE Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 
I have no very recent information, but 
Amendment, by leave of the House, my information, such as it is, goes to 
withdrawn. 'show that the recruiting for the Militia 
| is proceeding fairly well. 
Bill passed, and sent to the Commons. 
| 


MILITIA AND MILITIA BE HOUSE OF LORDS OFFICES. 
p\ 4 é AND } ALT Tz ISERVE | ‘Ns ‘ ‘ 
STATISTICS. cmaniie | First me, “pe pre Select ene 
Lorp RAGLAN : My Lords, I beg to | mittee considered (according to order), 
ask Her Majesty's Government how many _~ “© ; 


Militia there are in the United Kingdom | House adjourned at Five of the 


at the present time, how many of these | clock, to Thursday next, half- 
are Militia Reserve belonging to regiments | past Ten of the clock. 


that have a battalion or battalions in | 
South Africa, and how many are recruits | 


have not served a training. My) HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
object in asking the second question | : 
is that Militia Reserve men are practically | Tuesday, 27th Murch, 1900 

| esduy, 27th 2 ; } 


earmarked for South Africa. They will, | 
in all probability, go out in a short space | -_—— 
of time, and will, therefore, sooner or | esi. ae oe 
later, cease to be available for home | PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
defence. | — 
PRIVATE BILLS [LORDS] (STANDING 
THE SECRETARY or STATE ror} ORDERS NOT ~~ PREVIOUSLY IN- 
WAR (The Marquess of LANspowNkE): My | QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Lords, the number of Militia inthe United | Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 
Kingdom at the present time is altogether | port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
82,560 ; that number includes the per- | tions for Private Bills, that, in the case 
manent staff and officers. Of that number | of the following Bills, originating in the 
11,320 are men belonging to the Militia | Lords, and referred on the First Reading 
Reserve of regiments having a battalion | thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- 
or battalions in South Africa. The| viously inquired into, and which are 
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applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 
Donegal Railway Bill — 
Lancashire Inebriates Acts 
{ Lords]. 
Otley Urban District Council Water 
Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, that the Bills be read a 
second time. 

PRIVATE BILLS = (PETITION 
ADDITIONAL PROVISION) (STAND- 
ING ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 

tions for Private Bills, that, in the case of 


oard Bill 


{COMMONS} 


FOR | 


Business. 498 


| LONDON UNITED TRAMWAYS 
| BILL (BY ORDER). 
| Bill read a second time, and com- 


| mitted. 
| 


| Mr. LOUGH: The Instruction which 
| I have placed on the Paper is similar to 
| that which has already been accepted by 
the House with regard to other Bills of a 
| like character. I think it is more impor- 
tant than usual in the case of this Bill, 
| the object of which is to construct tram- 
| ways in various London suburbs. The 
| promoters state that they have no objec- 
| tion, and I therefore hope the House will 
| unanimously carry my Instruction. 


the Petition for additional Provision in | 


the following Bill, the Standing Orders | 


have not been complied with, viz. :— 
METROPOLITAN DISTRICT RAILWAY 


7 | Abs 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY | 


BILL. 


Read the third time, and passed. [New | 


Title. | 
GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 
REDHILL GAS BILL. 
ead the third time, and passed. 


HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 
SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND 
TRAMWAYS BILL [By ORDER]. 

Order for consideration of Bill, as 
amended, read. 

Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): It is 
not my desire to press my opposition to 
progress being made with this and the 
Stockport Bill. My object in putting 


down notice of opposition was simply to | 


induce the promoters to insert the model 
clause which I hope will be put in all 
these Bills in the future, and I am glad to 


say that they have agreed to do so at a 


later stage. 
Bill ordered to be read the third time. 
STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL (BY ORDER). 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


Ordered, That it be an instruction to. 
'the Committee on the London United 
| Tramways Bill, to consider whether it is 
desirable to introduce into the Bill pro- 
visions to secure cheap fares for the 
labouring classes, and whether amend- 
ments should be made in the clauses with 
this object in the original Acts of the 
company in respect to the number of cars 
run, the hours at which the cars are run,. 
the maximum and = minimum fares 
charged, and whether penalties should be 
inserted to secure the objects of the 
clauses. —(Mr. Lough.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2). 

Bill to confirm two Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board for 
Ireland relating to the towns of Fethard 
and Skibbereen, ordered to be brought in 

'by Mr. Attorney General for Ireland and 
Mr. Gerald Balfour. 


GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 

ORDERS (No. 1). 

3ill1 to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Accrington, Chipping Norton, 
Gosport and Alverstoke, Kingswinford 
(Rural), Newport Pagnell, and Wirral 
(Rural), ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. 


LOCAL 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 
‘To confirm two Provisional Orders of 
'the Local Government Board for Ireland 
relating to the towns of Fethard and 
| Skibbereen,” presented, and read the 


first time; to be referred to the Ex- 
aminers of Petitions for Private Bills, 
| and to be printed. [Bill 147.] 
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429 Petitions. 
GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 1) BILL. 


“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 


LOCAL 


to Accrington, Chipping Norton, Gosport, : 


and Alverstoke, Kingswinford (Rural), 
Newport Pagnell, and Wirrall (Rural),” 
presented, and read the first time ; to be 
referred to the Examiners of Petitions 
for Private Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
148.] 


ROYAL ASSENT. 


Message to attend the Lords Commis- 
sioners. 

The House went, and being returned, 

Mr. SPEAKER 
Assent to :— 

1. War Loan Act, 1900. 

2. Consolidated Fund (No. 2) Act, 
1900. 

3. Census (Great Britain) Act, 1900. 


reported the Royal 


PETITIONS. 
BOROUGH FUNDS BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

COAL MINES REGULATION 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition of the Mining Association of 
Great Britain, against; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ACTS 


DISTRESS ABOLITION AND SUBSTITU- 
TION BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING CLASSES 
BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LANDS VALUATION (SCOTLAND) ACT 
(1854) AMENDMENT BILL. 
Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


LAND VALUES TAXATION (SCOTLAND) 
BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie | 
upon the Table. 
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LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh and Leith, 
against ; to lie upon the Table. 

MINES (EIGHT HOURS) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Kinlet ; and 
Highley ; to lie upon the Table. 

OCCUPYING TENANTS’ ENFRAN- 

CHISEMENT BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, against ex- 
tension to Scotland; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield ; 
Newcastle on Tyne; Hartlepool (two) ; 
Hazelrigg ; Preston ; Padgate (two) ; 
Pendlebury ; and Glasgow ; to lie upon 

the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Sheffield 
(fourteen) ; and Exeter; to lie upon the 
Table. : 

SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


LIQUORS 


Petitions in favour, from Sussex ; and 
York (two) ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Two Petitions from Clydebank, in 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL AND SUNDAY CLOS- 
ING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 


Petition from Bolton (Lane.), in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from York (two) ; 
and Pendlebury (two); to lie upon the 
Table. 

TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Kilmarnock, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT (No. 3) BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

WORKMEN’S HOUSES TENURE BILL. 

Petition from Glasgow, against ; to lie 


upon the Table. 





431 Questions. 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


ARMY (SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES 


1899-1900). 
Paper [presented 26th March] to be 
printed. [No. 110.] 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 
(METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS). 
Copy presented,—of Drafts of Orders 
in Council for the establishment of the 
Metropolitan Boroughs of Holborn, St. 
Pancras, and Stepney, and incorporating 


the Councils thereof, and for other pur- | 


poses connected therewith [by Act]; to 
lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 111.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
Copy presented, — 


2391 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolution reported from the Com- 
mittee ; ‘That, in the case of the Great 
Indian Peninsula Railway Company, 
Petition for leave to deposit a Petition 
for Bill, the Standing Orders ought to be 
dispensed with:—That the parties be 


permitted to deposit their Petition for a | 


Bill.” 


Resolution agreed to. 


INEBRIATES AMENDMENT 

LAND) BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time ; to be read a second 

time upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 149.] 


(SCOT- 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | 


Mr. HALsEy reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures : — Sir William Houlds- 
worth, Sir John Colomb, Lord Willoughby 
de Eresby, and Mr. Baird ; and had ap- 
pointed in substitution: Mr. J. W. 
Wilson (Worcestershire, North), Captain 
Pretyman, Sir Charles Welby, and Lord 
Dalkeith. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 


of Diplomatic and | 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | 


shire, Tewkesbury) : 


Questions. 439 


| PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP A.). 

| Sir WILLIAM HouLDsworTH reported 
| from the Committee on Group A of Private 
| Bills, That Colonel Blundell, one of the 
| Members of the said Committee, was not 
| present during the sitting of the Com- 
| mittee this day. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


| STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Ordered, That all Standing Committees 
have leave to print, and circulate with 
the Votes, the Minutes of their Pro- 
ceedings and any amended Clauses of 
Bills committed to them.—(Jir. Laurence 


Hardy.) 
WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE 
BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TREATMENT 
OF WOUNDED SOLDIERS. 

Sir JOHN DORINGTON (Gloucester- 
I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War who is 
responsible for sending, on 5th January 
last, nine men of the Gloucester Regi- 
ment, recovering from wounds, from 
| Netley Hospital to Aldershot without 
/any notice to any officer there that the 
| men were coming; also, for directing the 
men on arrival to report themselves to 
the 2nd Battalion Gloucester Regiment, 
which had gone to South Africa some 
time previously, so that on their arrival 
in the evening, there were no quarters, 
bedding, or rations for them until they 
found accommodation with the 4th West 
York Regiment, with whom were some 
details left behind by the Gloucester 
Regiment, and who shared their food and 
bedding with them ; will he explain why 
these men who were recommended by 
the hospital authorities to have two 
months furlough to recover their health 
were, after a few days spent at Aldershot, 
sent in the clothes which they had worn 
on their journey from Africa, plus some 
civilian coats given them at Netley, to 
the Militia battalion of their regiment 
stationed at Athione, where they were 
re-clothed and then allowed at their own 


/expense to return to England on fur. 
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lough; and whether some other system 
could be concerted between the hospital 
authorities and the wilitary authorities 
for the treatment of convalescents from 
South Africa on discharge from hospital 
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serious offences dealt with by the Army 
Act, and informing the editor that proofs 
of the Diamond Fields Advertiser must be 
submitted to the censor before publica- 
tion ; whether he is aware that, in conse- 


Questions. 


than was adopted in this case. | quence of this letter, the publication of 


eye im ? _| the Diamond Fields Advertiser was sus- 
*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE | pended ; whether, after the raising of the 
ror WAR (Mr. WyNDHAM, Dover): Some | siege of Kimberley, Mr. Rhodes, in the 
difficulty has occurred in the investiga- | presence of General French and of Colonel 
tion of this case because many of the| Kekewich, took on himself the responsi- 
persons concerned have gone to South | bility of these articles, and ordered 
Africa. Due notice was sent from Netley | Colonel Kekewich out of his house when 
of the arrival of these men, but the notice | this interview took place; and what 
appears not to have been received at| notice, if any, is it intended to take of 
Aldershot. The detachment of the 2nd | this matter. - 
Battalion Gloucestershire Regiment left | ; 
at Aldershot was attached to the 2nd) Mr. WYNDHAM: No official informa- 
Battalion West Yorkshire Regiment, and | tion of the matters referred to in the 








it was therefore quite proper that the | question has reached the War Office. If 
any action is necessary in the matter, the 
Secretary of State has no doubt that 
Lord Roberts will take it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


2nd Battalion West Yorkshire Regiment | 


should provide accommodation for the | 
men coming from Netley. The officer | 
commanding the detachment of the 2nd | 
Gloucestershire Regiment acted wrongly | 
in sending these men to Athlone. He is 
an officer called up for duty from the 
Militia, and therefore inexperienced ; but 
he will be reprimanded. <A change of 
system is about to be introduced by 
which men will be sent on sick furlough | 
direct from hospital to their homes at 
Government expense instead of being | 
sent to their regiments. This concession 
will, at some expense to Government, 
simplify the arrangements for sick fur- | 
loughs ; but it is the opinion of the Secre- 
tary of State that the system at present | 
in foree would have sutticiently provided 
for the case of these men, if all concerned 
had acted with due zeal and discretion. 


*In reply to a further question, Mr. 
WYNDHAM said such an event was not 
likely to oceur again. 


SIEGE OF KIMBERLEY—MR. RHODES 
AND COLONEL KEKEWICH. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
8.) : [beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether, on the 10th 
February, 1900, Major O’Meara, military 
censor, during the siege of Kimberley, 
sent a letter to the editor of the 
Diamond Fields Advertiser, a paper under 
the control of Mr. Rhodes, apprising the 
editor that he had on two occasions | 
printed articles on the military situation | 
injurious to the interest of the Army and | 
defence of the town, and had committed | 





Will an in- 


| quiry be made into these allegations ? 


Mr WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State has the fullest confidence in the dis- 
cretion of Lord Roberts, and does not 
think it necessary that his action should 
be constantly aided by suggestions from 
home. 


MAGERSFONTEIN 
LORD METHUEN 
WAUCHOPE. 

Mr. SWIFT MACNEILL : I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the authorities at the War Office 
will ask Lord Methuen whether the late 
Major General Wauchope expressed his 
concurrence in the likelihood of success in 
the contemplated operations of the battle 
of Magersfontein, or expressed his diver- 


ENGAGEMENT 
AND GENERAL 


| cf ° e 
gence in view from Lord Metkuen with 


reference to the wisdom of these 
operations. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. It would 
be entirely contrary to military custom 


and discipline to ask a general in com- 


' mand of a force whether his plan of opera- 


tions was concurred in by his subordinate 
officer. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Is not the 


| hon. Gentleman aware that a statement 


was openly made that General Wauchope 
disapproved of the plans, and that his 


|dying words were that he was not to 


blame ? 


[No answer was given. ] 


435 (Questions, 


COMFORTS FOR THE TROOPS. 

Mr.NEWDIGATE( Warwickshire, Nun- 
eaton): [ beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether he is aware that 
many of the troops serving in Natal have 
not yet received comforts sent them from 
this country months ago, and what is the 
reason of the delay ; and whether he is 
aware that members of the Naval Brigade 
serving on H.M.S. “ Terrible,” which has 
recently been transferred from Natal to 
the Chinese station, have hitherto re- 
ceived none of the comforts sent them 
from home, and whether he will take steps 
to have these comforts forwarded on to 
them. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer my 
hon. friend to my reply to a question 
put by the Member for Stoke-upon-Trent 
on the 16th inst.* I have received a 
letter from Mr. Gatliff, in which he in- 
forms me that he has been actively 
engaged in expediting this matter in 
Natal. 


WARM CLOTHING FOR THE TROOPS. 

Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War is the War Oftice supply- 
ing the troops in South Africa with 
flannel shirts and warm underclothing for 
the coming winter there, and are thick 
uniforms for winter work being supplied. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. 


FINANCIAL RELATIONS— 
STORES—COMPARA- 


IRISH 
GOVERNMENT 


TIVE OUTLAY IN THE THREE 
KINGDOMS. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 


E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Oftice if he can state the 
amount expended on military and naval 
stores bought in Great Britain for the 
last twelve months and the amount 
expended in Ireland in the same way for 
a similar period. 


*TuE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 58.): I must 
refer the hon. Member to the reply 
which I gave to him on the 15th instant. 


*See Zhe Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 1064. 

t See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 914. 


1 


| 
} 
' 


{COMMONS} 


(Juestions. 436 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: In view 
of the fact that the amount expended in 
Ireland has been given, cannot the figures 
for the rest of the United Kingdom be 
presented ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: It 
would involve a long and complicated 
inquiry, which the Department cannot 
undertake at present. 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS—SHIRTS. 
Mr. ARTHUR J. MOORE (London- 
derry): I beg to ask the Financial Secre- 
tary to the War Office whether any 
orders for shirts, and, if so, to what 
amount, have been placed with the 
wholesale houses in Londonderry. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS ; I 
must ask the hon. Member to postpone 
this question. 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): Is the hon. Member prepared 
to give a Return showing the amount of 
stores ordered in every town in the 
British islands ! 


[No answer was given. | 


MILITIA REGIMENTAL SERGEANT- 
MAJORS. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the regimental 
sergeant-major of a Militia regiment sent 
to South Africa has the same duties to 
perform as the regimental sergeant-major 
of a Line battalion; how many Militia 
battalions have been sent to the seat of 
war, and whether their regimental ser- 
geant-majors have previously been in the 
regulars ; whether the regimental ser- 
geant-major of a Line battalion is not a 
warrant officer with pay and allowances 
as such; and whether the regimental 
sergeant-majors of the Militia will be 
placed upon the same footing. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the attirmative. 
Thirty Militia battalions have been sent 
to Sout: Africa; their sergeant-majors 
have previously held lower rank in the 
Regular forces. The regimental sergeant- 
major of a Line battalion is a warrant 
officer with pay and allowance as such ; 
the Militia sergeant-majors are on em- 
bodiment put on the same footing as 
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regards pay and allowances, but their 
normal duties are not such as to justify 
the grant of permanent warrant rank. 


FLOGGING IN MILITARY PRISONS. 

Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 
Tyneside): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State of War whether the rules in 
regard to flogging for offences committed 
in military prisons have been modified ; 
and if so, to what extent since the rules 
were amended in 1898 in regard to 
flogging for offences committed in civil 
prisons. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The military rules 
were amended by Army Order 156, of 
November, 1898, and brought in accord- 
ance with the Prison Act, 1898, Section 5. 
There has been no further Amendment. 
The new rules were presented to the 
House on the 8th February, 1899. 


ROYAL RESERVE BATTALIONS. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War how 
soon will some scheme of what is going to 
be done with the Royal Reserve batta- 
lions, Militia embodied in May and other 
Reserves be made, and when will it be 
made public so that officers and non-com- 
missioned officers may know what arrange- 


ments to make for their wives and 
families. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The scheme will 


be made public as soon as it is sutticiently 
complete. 


WITHINGTON RIFLE RANGE. 

Mr. WARNER: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War if it is 
the intention of the War Office to proceed 
at once with the construction of the 
Withington rifle range, and what are 
the causes now delaying its construction. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Bill to con- 
firm the Provisional Order for the acqui- 
sition of the land is down for Second 
Reading in the House of Lords to-day. 
As soon as the Bill has received the 
Royal Assent the construction of the 
range will be commenced. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY—SERVICE 
QUALIFICATION FOR PROMOTION. 
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infantry and cavalry second lieutenants 
are promoted to fill vacancies irrespective 
of their service, and, seeing that about 
ninety lieutenants of the Royal Artillery 
have been promoted to the rank of captain 
in the Horse and Field List during the 
present year, the rule that second lieu- 
tenants of the Royal Artillery can in no 


case receive promotion until they have 
| served for three years in that rank may 


be reconsidered. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The abnormal 
rapidity of promotion in Line regiments 
to the rank of lieutenant has drawn atten- 
tion to the rate of promotion to that rank 
in the Artillery and Engineers. It is 
impossible to secure uniformity of promo- 
tion in the various units of the service, 
but the Secretary of State is considering 
whether promotion to the rank of lieu- 
tenant in the Artillery and Engineers 
should not at the present time be some- 
what accelerated. 


WOOLWICH ARSENAL—DISCHARGE 
OF ENGINEERS. 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office, in view 
of the fact that some thirty working 
engineers were engaged at Woolwich 
four weeks ago to work in the Dial 
Square Department, many of whom came 


‘from distant parts of the country, at their 


Mr. NEWDIGATE: I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the fact that in the 


own expense, upon the prospect of per- 
manent Government employment, and 
have now received notice of discharge on 
the ground that material is not ready, 
whether he can see his way to reconsider 
the discharge of these men, and, until 
the delaved material is ready, find them 
employment in other departments in 
which overtime is now being worked to a 
large extent by men of the same trade as 
those who are being discharged. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS : Thirty 
men were taken on about a month ago 
for temporary employment. They were 
distinctly warned at the time that their 
employment was only temporary. They 
are still at work, and have not received 
notice of discharge. There has been no 
want of or delay in supplies of material. 


CONTRACTS — ARMOUR 
PLATES. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 


ADMIRALTY 
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ralty if he will state the amount expended | 


in England and Scotland respectively for 
armour plates during the current financial 
year. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscuEn, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square) : The amount expended 
for armour in England and Scotland re- 
spectively during the current financial 
year, so far as brought to account up to 
date, is £1,425,916 and £148,665. There 
is only one firm in Scotland which sup- 
plies armour, and that firm has received 
orders in excess of their rate of pro- 
duction. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): What 
amount has been spent in Ireland in this 
connection ? 

Mr. GOSCHEN : I believe there is no 
armour plate manufactured in Ireland. 


INDIAN FAMINE—AMERICAN RELIEF 
CONTRIBUTIONS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for India 


whether Lord Curzon has announced that 
American contributions for the relief of 
the famine in India would be thankfully 
received ; and whether it is the intention 
of the Imperial Government to contribute 
any sum for the same purpose. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have no information from 
Lord Curzon to the effect suggested, but 
I have seen a short statement in the 
newspapers upon the subject, which I 
have no doubt is correct. These private 
contributions are not paid to Govern- 
ment, nor used so as to reduce the sums 
expended by Government upon relief of 
distress, or to cover in any way the work 
undertaken by Government. The money 
so collected is applied to certain defined 
purposes outside the sphere of Govern- 
ment operations, and its application is 
superintended by local committees of 
private individuals, but who work in 
co-operation with the Government 
authorities. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND : Will 
the Government consider the desirability 
of making a grant from Imperial funds 
towards the relief of the sufferers, seeing 
that the distress is so great that even 
private persons in America feel it a duty 
to subscribe ? 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: If the hon. 


| Member had listened to my answer, he 


would have heard me say that these 
private subscriptions are for purposes out- 


side the sphere of Government operations, 


Mr. FLAVIN : Stop the war. 


HEATING ARRANGEMENTS IN 
SCHOOLS. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): 


beg to ask the Vice President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Edueation what 
arrangements are made in England in the 
case of voluntary schools, where education 
is free, for heating the schools in winter, 
and out of what fund the cost of heating 
is provided. 


THE VICE PRESIDENT or tue 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on 
EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): Schools are heated by the 
managers out of the school funds. 


THE JUDGE ADVOCATE GENERAL. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether the 
duties appertaining to the office of Judge 
Advocate General, whose holder has 
hitherto been a Minister of the Crown, 
are now discharged by a member of the 
High Court of Justice who gets no salary 
for the discharge of those duties, and is 
removed from the scope of Parliamentary 
criticism except in peculiar circumstances 
directly appertaining to the discharge of 
his judicial functions ; and whether there 
is any, and, if so, what method whereby 
the exercise of the functions of the office 
of Judge Advocate General and the dis- 
posal of the patronage attaching to that 
office can be submitted to the considera- 
tion of the House of Commons. 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHarp Wepsster, Isle of Wight): In 
my opinion the first paragraph of the hon. 
and learned Member’s question does not 
give a correct description of the con- 


| ditions under which the duties of the 


ottice of Judge Advocate General are now 
being discharged. The resources of 
civilisation at the disposal of the hon. and 
learned Member will, I think, suggest to 
him a method of bringing the circum- 
stances of any case to which he desires to 
direct attention before the House of 
Commons. 

Mr. SWIFT MacN 


VEILL: But Sir 


Francis Jeune being a member of the 
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High Court of Justice, how can we im- 
pugn his action ? 


Sm RICHARD WEBSTER: There 
are many methods by which the hon. 
Member can draw attention to particular | 
cases if he is not satisfied with the decision 
arrived at. 


COMMIrTALS FOR CONTEMPT 
OF COURT. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General whether he is 
aware that the Lord Chief Justice of 
England, in delivering judgment in the 
Queen's Bench Division in the case of 
Payne v. Cooper, in April, 1896, stated 
that sqglicdinnn for committal for con- 
tempt of court had been much too 
numerous, and that in some instances the 
decisions had gone too far; and that Mr. 
Justice Wright, his Lordship’s colleague 
on the bench, expressed his concurrence 
in these remarks; and whether, . having 
regard to the fact that so far back as 1882 
legislation on the subject of committal for 
contempt of court was announced as a 
Government measure, and that the power 
of committal for contempt of court is not 
subject to appeal or supervision, and is 
uncontrolled by the prerogative of pardon, 
the Government will take into considera- 
tion the propriety at an early date of 
proposing legislation with a view to the 
definition and limitation of this power. 


Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: The 
answer to the first paragraph of the hon. 


and learned Member’s question is in the  j 


affirmative. The rules which govern 
questions of contempt of court are well 
understood, and there is not, in my 
opinion, any necessity for legislation. 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT FOR 
VAGRANTS. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
he will state the number of cases in which 
prisoners have been sentenced to corporal 
punishment for offences under the 
Vagrancy Acts during the last five years. 


*THe SECRETARY or STATE FOR | 


THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. | 
Wuite Rip.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
The figures are:—1895, 1; 1896, 3;| 
1897, 1; and 1898, 1. Those for 1899 | 
have not yet been abstracted. 
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FLANNEN ISLANDS LIGHTHOUSE. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade if he will state 
whether the works in connection with 


Questions. 


| the construction of the lighthouse on the 


| Flannen Islands have yet been completed ; 
and, if not, will he say what progress has 
been made. 


THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD: 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): I 
am informed by the Commissioners of 
Northern Lighthouses that the light at 
Flannen Islands was exhibited last 
December. The only work remaining to 
be done is the completion of the landing 
places. 


RAILWAY COUPLINGS—ACCIDENTS 
AT MANCHESTER. 
Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): 
U beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of a capstanman at the 
Great Northern Goods Station, Deans- 
gate, Manchester, who on 3rd_ instant 
was crushed when passing betwixt the 
buffers of two wagons, with the object 
of coupling them, “and was so injured 
that he died shortly after his arrival at 
the hospital, and to the case of a goods 
porter at the Great Central Railway, 
Ardwick, Manchester, who attempted on 
the 7th instant to put "the brake down on 
a wagon of the London and North 
Western Railway Company when, owing 
to a defective brake, he slipped and fell in 
front of the next wagon, receiving such 
injuries that he only “lived a few hours 
after reaching the infirmary ; and whether: 
in view of the frequency of such accidents 
as those mentioned, he will push on with 
urgensy his Railways (Prevention of: 
Accidents) Bill, which will greatly tend. 
to diminish their number. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The two unfortunate: 
accidents referred to were duly notified 
to the Department, and in the latter case- 
an inquiry will be held. 


LIGHTHOUSES—THE MANACLES 
ROCK. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I beg to ask the President of 
the Board of Trade whether his attention 
has been called to the serious shipping 
| disasters that have occurred off the south 

coast of Cornwall in consequence of the 
| want of a lightship or lighthouse to warn 
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mariners off the Manacles Rock ; and 
whether he will take steps to communi- 
cate with the Corporation of Trinity 
House, with a view to having this 
dangerous part of the coast lighted by a 
lightship or lighthouse for the purpose of 
warning mariners of the danger. 


Mr. RITCHIE: My attention has 
from time to time been called to disasters 
that have occurred in the neighbourhood 
of the Manacles. The Trinity House, as 
the general lighthouse authority, are re- 
sponsible for the lighting of the coast, 
and the Board of Trade have not received 
from them any application for sanction to 
the necessary expenditure for the estab- 
lishment of a lighthouse or light vessel 
near the Manacles. 


AUCTIONEERS’ LICENCES. 

Mr. ROTHSCHILD (Buckinghamshire, 
Aylesbury): I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether, in 
view of auctioneers having to take out a 
licence, there is any control on the part of 
the Department; and if there is any 
method, other than by a legal action, of 
getting a licence rescinded on account of 
malpractices or of opposing a renewal of 
any such licence. 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. HANBURY, Pres- 
ton): The Board of Inland Revenue have 
no power to refuse to grant an auc- 
tioneer’s licence when applied for or to 
rescind one after it has been granted. It 
is not necessary, as in the case of retailers 
of intoxicating liquors, for an auctioneer 
to obtain a magistrate’s certificate before 
applying for an excise licence; and 
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' tion in connection with the removal to 
the new post office. 


POST OFFICE CYCLES—ORDERS To 
IRISH MANUFACTURERS. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: IT beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General 
whether any share of orders for cycles for 
the Post Office service has been given to 
Irish firms. 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: To what 


extent ! 

Mr. HANBURY: About a dozen 
bicycles have been purchased in Ireland 
from various firms, and one firm applied 
to be allowed to tender for a portion of 
recent orders. In reply to an invitation 
last year this firm declined to tender 
owing to pressure of work, but asked to 
be again invited this season. They will 
accordingly he asked to tender when the 
next supply is required. 


SUB-POSTMASTERS AND SUPER. 
ANNUATION. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether sub-postmasters are entitled to 
superannuation on retirement ; and, if 
so, under what conditions and under what 
Act. 

Mr. HANBURY: Sub-postmasters are 
eligible for superannuation under the 
Superannuation Act of 1859, provided 
they hold a Civil Service certificate and 
their duties are such as necessarily to 
occupy their whole time. 


licensed auctioneers are under no control , 


so far as that Department is concerned. 


LIVERPOOL TELEGRAPH OFFICE. 

Mr. SCHWANN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, whether in 
view of the small number of supervising 
officers in the telegraph branch of the 
post office at Liverpool, and of the amount 
of supervisory work being performed by 
senior clerks, it is the Postmaster 
General’s intention to issue a revision of 
duties in that office. 

Mr. HANBURY: A revision of the 


telegraph indoor establishment of the 
post office at Liverpool is under considera- 


“WORKING CLASS DWELLINGS IN 
EAST LONDON. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether consent has 
been given to the scheme of the White- 
chapel and Bow Railway Company to 
erect dwellings for working class occu- 
piers displaced from Whitechapel and 
along the projected route of the railway 
in the residential districts of the Welling- 
ton Road, the Mornington Road, and 
Bow Road ; whether the local authorities 
have been consulted in the matter; and 
if he will now cause an inquiry to be held 
as to the possibility of the railway com- 
pany acquiring an alternative site. 
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not yet formally, approved. The second 
and third paragraphs seem to raise points 
which do not fall within the scope of my 
duties in the matter. 


Mr. FLOWER: Is it not possible for 
the right hon. Gentleman to consult the 
local authorities ? 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I appre- 
hend that the duty of the Secretary of 
State is to see that the site proposed is a 
suitable one for the class of dwellings to 
be erected. 
THEATRE REGULATIONS—BLOCKING 
OF GANGWAYS. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid.) : I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether there are any 
officers directly responsible for the effective 
carrying out of the instructions to theatri- 
cal managers against the blocking of 
gangways and the overcrowding of seats. 


*Sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: I am 
informed that officers of the London 
County Council inspect theatres and 
other places of amusement with the 
object indicated in the question, and 
when they find irregularities in a theatre 
under the control of the Lord Chamber- 
lain they report to that official. 


FREEDOM OF SPEECH—DISTURBANCE 
AT A TEMPERANCE MEETING AT 
WORKSOP. 

Str WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment whether he has had any report from 
Worksop in connection with a statement 
which has appeared to the effect that a 
local Wesleyan schoolmaster who had 
been accused of holding — pro - Boer 
opinions was assailed while presiding at 
a temperance meeting, and followed to 
his home by a crowd pelting him with 
stones, eggs, and earth ; whether the same 
course was adopted towards him on the 
following evening when leaving _ his 
school ; and whether, if this be so, he 
will satisfy himself that there is a suftfi- 
cient foree of police at Worksop for the 
preservation of the public peace and the 
defenee of unpopular individuals. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I cannot 
but express my regret that a temperance 
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*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : The scheme | 
in question has been provisionally, but | 
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meeting was disturbed because the chair- 
man is believed to hold unpopular views 
about the war; but having made inquiry 
I find no reason to doubt that the police 
performed their duty in affording ade- 
quate protection—more, in fact, than was 
asked for—and that sufficient precautions 
were and are deing taken to prevent a 
renewal of the disturbance. I may add 
that Mr. Roberts, the schoolmaster, did 
not sustain any injury on either occasion. 


SCOTTISH FISHERIES—CONVICTIONS 
FOR ILLEGAL TRAWLING. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many con- 
victions were obtained in the year 1899 
against persons engaged in illegal trawling 
in Scottish waters, and in how many 
instances there was a repetition of this 
offence by the same master ; will he state 
in how many cases the men elected to go 
to prison rather than pay the fines im- 
posed; and whether in all cases the 
trawling gear of convicted trawlers was 
confiscated. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am 
informed by the Fishery Board for Scot- 
land that there were seventeen prosecu- 
tions for illegal trawling in Scottish 
waters undertaken in 1899, and convic- 
tions were obtained in all of them. In 
one instance there was a repetition of the 
offence. In three cases the offenders 
chose the alternative of imprisonment. 
The gear belonging to nine of the trawlers 
implicated was forfeited. 


NEW FISHERY CRUISER FOR 
SCOTLAND. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, s2eing that the Fishery Board 
for Scotland stated last year that it was 
the intention of the Board to secure a 
new cruiser for the purposes of sea police 
patrol out of the funds allocated to the 
Board under the Local Taxation (Scot- 
land) Act, 1898, will the Secretary for 
Scotland state the cause of the delay in 
advertising for tenders for the new 
cruiser. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: Iam 
informed by the Fishery Board for Seot- 
land that there has been no delay; the 
vessel has already been contracted for, 
and will be completed according to the 
original intention. 
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REPORT OF THE SCOTTISH FISHERY 
BOARD. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state when the Re- 
port of the Fishery Board for Scotland 
will be laid upon the Table of the House. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I 
understand that this Report will be 
ready about the end of April, which is 
the usual time. 


LOCHS (LEWIS) SCHOOL BOARD 
ELECTION. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether the Secretary for 
Scotland is aware that in the parish of 
Lochs, Lewis (population 4,676), nearly 
the whole of the electors have no vote 
for the election of school board candi- 
dates by reason of their rentals being 
less than £4; has his attention been 
called to the fact that owing to the 
scarcity of persons qualified to vote, con- 
siderable difficulty was experienced at a 
recent school board election in finding 
persons qualified to sign the nomination 
papers, and that on this account only 
five candidates for the Board were 
nominated instead of seven ; and will the 
demand, which has been forwarded from 
the parish of Lochs to the Scottish 
Education Department for a fresh elec- 
tion, be acceded to; and, in view of the 
dissatisfaction which the condition of the 
school board electorate causes in the 
parish of Lochs, as elsewhere in the 
Highlands, will he state what steps he 
proposes to take to remedy the grievance. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
question of the school board franchise 
has formed the subject of several 
replies to the hon. Member, who has 
already been informed that we are not 
prepared at present to propose legislation 
on the subject. I am aware that the 
recent election in the parish of Lochs has 
broken down owing to an informality in 
the nominations, but I am not prepared 
to say that this arose from an insufficient 
number of electors. The Department 
proposes to issue an order for a new 
election. 


IRISH RAILWAYS AMALGAMATION 
BILL. 

Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 

beg to ask the President of the Board of 

Trade whether he is aware that, in the 
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proposed Southern Railways Amalgama- 
tion (Ireland) Bill, it is provided by 
Clause 19 that the companies will forward 
via Waterford until Rosslare is opened, 
thenceforward via Rosslare, traffic of all 
descriptions they can centrol between 
such portions of the districts served by 
their respective systems in the south and 
west of Ireland and the south and west 
of England, including London ; and that 
the Corporation of Dublin passed a reso- 
lution disapproving of such diversion from 
the natural route of traffic ; and whether 
the Board of Trade will consider this 
matter. 


Mr. RITCHIE: There are provisions 
in the Bills promoted by the Great 
Southern and Western Railway Company 
of Ireland, dealing with the through 
traffic, but I am not aware that Clause 
19 in either Bill has any reference to 
the question. I have no doubt that 
the matter will receive the careful con- 
sideration of the Parliamentary Com- 
mittee to whom the Bills are referred. 
If that Committee should desire any 
information from the Board of Trade it 
will be given. 


CORK CUSTOM HOUSE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether it is proposed to transfer the 
Inland Revenue Offices from the Custom 
House, Cork, to some more convenient 
locality in that city ; and what premises 
have been acquired for the purpose ; and, 
if so, where ; what the cause of the delay 
in effecting the transfer is; and when it 
will be completed. 


Mr. HANBURY: As this question 
only appeared upon the Paper this 
morning, I have not been able to obtain 
the requisite information from the Depart- 
ments concerned. 


MULLINGAR DRAINAGE SYSTEM. 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN  (West- 
meath, 8.): I beg to ask the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if 
he is aware that the drainage from all the 
public institutions in Mullingar and 
vicinity, including the military barracks 
and lunatic asylum, is at present emptied 
into the river Brosna, which flows through 
\the town, the odour from which is 


‘dangerous to the health of the inhabi- 
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tants; that within a mile and a half of | 
the town the river discharges itself into 
Lough Ennel, one of the best trout lakes 
in Ireland ; and that dead trout are fre- 
quently found floating on the water at the 
point where the river enters the lake, | 
poisoned by the water from the river ; | 
and will the Local Government Board | 
take steps to enforce the Rivers Pollution 
Act so that the nuisance may be abated. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATkKinson, London- 
derry, N.) (for Mr. G. W. Batrour) : 
In September last the Medical Officer | 
of Health reported that the sewers of 
the town of Mullingar, including the 
sewage from the public institutions men- 
tioned in the question, ran into the river 
Brosna and polluted it. The Local 
Government Board, on receipt of this 
Report, requested the rural district 
council to give the matter their early 
consideration with a view of improving 
the drainage of the town. No definite 
action has yet been taken by the council 
upon the communication addressed to 
them by the Board. This objectionable 
drainage system is, I understand, of long 
standing, and the Board will cause the 
matter to be further looked into. 


IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT—-COLLEC- 
TIONS OF RATES ON LICENSED 
PREMISES. 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
if he is aware that, in direct ‘contraven- 
tion of Section 77 of the Local Govern- 
ment (Ireland) Act, licensed premises are 
used as offices for the collection of rates ; 
and if he will take steps to prevent this 
violation of the law. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The _ prohibition 
contained in the 77th Section is not 
absolute, but only conditional. I cannot 
therefore answer the question in its pre. 
sent general form. If the hon. Member 
will refer me to the particulars of some ' 
specific case in which the provisions of the 
77th Section of the Act have been con- 
travened, I will obtain a report as to 
the facts, and endeavour to reply. 


Mr. PINKERTON :: Is the right hon. 


Gentleman not aware of a case in his 


-own constituency ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : No, Sir. 
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CARRICKMACROSS WORKHOUSE 
DIETARY SCALE. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, S.): I beg to 


ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 


whether he is aware that Mr. Agnew, 
Local Government Board Inspector, in 
his last half-yearly Report of Carrick- 
macross workhouse, suggested Irish stew, 
fish, and other expensive changes in the 


dietary of the inmates, which would cause 


great additional cost to the rates, and 
that the average cost per inmate per 
week in Carrickmacross workhouse is 
3s. 9}d. (according to the last Report 
issued by the Local Government Board), 
while in Clones the average cost per in- 
mate per week is only 2s. 93d., and 
Monaghan 2s, 8d.; and whether, seeing 
that the same inspector superintends the 
three workhouses mentioned, and is trying 
still further to increase the already too 
high average cost by his suggestions 
already referred to in regard to Carrick- 
macross Workhouse, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will take steps to prevent 
any further additional changes being 
made in these districts. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Mr. Agnew in his 
last half-yearly report urged that the 
recommendations which the medical 
officer of the workhouse had made with 
regard to an improvement in the dietary 
of the inmates should be given effect to. 
The scale of dietary approved of by the 
medical officer was subsequently adopted 
by the guardians, and included Irish stew 
composed of two ounces of beef and two 
ounces of bacon per head, with vegetables 
and potatoes, on three days in the week. 
This dish, I may state, is strongly recom- 
mended by medical officers generally. 
Fish is not on the dietary scale of the 
Carrickmacross workhouse. The cost of 
maintenance per head in the three unions 
specified is as stated in the question. 
The average weekly cos: of maintenance 
in workhouses throughout Ireland is 
3s. 7}d., so that the cost of maintenance 
in Carrickmacross, which is 3s. 9}d., is 
on'y very slightly above the average. 
Clones union is not under Mr. Agnew’s 


charge, as represented in the question: 


[IRISH WORKHOUSES—CONSUMPTION 
OF SPIRITUOUS LIQUORS. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether 
he will grant a Return of the quantity of 
spirituous liquors consumed in each 
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workhouse in Ireland for the year 1899, 
and the average number of inmates. 


*Mr. ATKINSON : The preparation of 
a Return such as indicated, to which there 
is no objection in principle, would de- 
volve upon clerks of unions and rural 
district councils, and as these officials 
are fully occupied in the working of the 
Local Government Act, I must ask the 
hon. Member not to move for the Return 
at present. If he will do so in July 
next, I will endeavour to have the Return 
prepared as rapidly as possible. 


IRISH ASYLUMS—RATES IN AID. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if his attention has 
been called to a resolution of the Ennis 
Asylum Committee, in which they called 
on the Treasury to refund to the asylums 
of Ireland the amount of the rate-in- 
aid withheld by them in respect of the 
first three quarters of the year 1899 ; 


and whether the Government — will 
favourably consider this request. 
*Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 


BaLrour): This question must be ad- 
dressed to the Secretary to the Treasury. 


[IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS BOARD. 

Mr. GILHOOLY (Cork County, W.): 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, as representing the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether, in view of the fact that there are 
a great many fishing stations in the south 
of Ireland, and also that there is a large 
area scheduled as congested districts, he 
will consider the advisability of giving 
the south of Ireland representation on the 
Congested Districts Board. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: I have already 
stated that the constitution of the Con- 
gested Districts Board is regulated by 
statute. Ihave no reason to believe that 
the interests of the congested districts in 
the south of Ireland have been neglected, 
and there is at present no vacancy on the 
Board. 


IRISH FISHERIES—QUEEN’S GAP, 
GALWAY. 
Mr. PINKERTON : I beg to ask the 
Chief Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant 
of Ireiand whether he is aware that, 
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out to the Irish Fishery Inspectors in 


writing that the Queen’s Gap at Galway 


was not in accordance with the Fishery 
Acts, the sides not being parallel and in 
line with the stream, as laid down, which 
irregularity had enabled certain persons to 
so alter the gap as to reduce the flow of 
water which should have gone through 
such gap; and that the inspectors, after 
receipt of the above complaints, caused 
hoards to be placed which temporarily to 
a certain extent corrected the evil ; and 
whether, seeing that the gap is still not 
in accordance with the Fishery Aets 
(Irish), the sides not being parallel or in 
line with the stream, the Fishery In- 
spectors will cause the gap to be altered 
in accordance with the law laid down in 
26 and 27 Vic. 


THe VICE PRESIDENT or tHe DE- 
PARTMENT or AGRICULTURE For 
IRELAND (Mr. PLuUNKert, Dublin 
County, S.): The Fishery Inspectors 
many years ago required a gap to be 
made of a certain kind in this weir which 
they considered adequate and _ proper. 
The weir was accordingly so made and a 
certificate was granted. Part of the 
structure was subsequently carried away 
by flood, but the damage had recently been 
repaired. If any person contends that in 
its present condition it is illegal, his proper 
course to adopt is to sue for penalties at 
petty sessions under the 12th Section of 
the Statute. 


IRISH PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION, 
Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether it is the 
intention of the Government to introduce 
a measure to amend the present system 
of Private Bill Legislation for Ireland. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The Government do not propose to 
introduce such a Bill during the present 
session. 


HOLDINGS—SUGGESTED COM- 
MISSION. 

Mr. FIELD: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether the Govern- 
ment will appoint a Commission to 
continue, complete, and issue a report 
upon the tenure and security of improve- 
ments to tenants of town holdings in 


TOWN 


within the last seven years, it was pointed | Great Britain and Ireland. 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am 
aware of any further facts which require 
an investigation upon the tenure and 
security of improvements to tenants of 
town holdings in Great Britain and Ire- 
land supplementary to the complete in 


vestigation which has been made by a_ 


Parliamentary Committee. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the First Lord 
of the Treasury when he intends to take 
the Second Reading of the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot name 
a day on which the Second Reading of 
this Bill will be taken, for the reason | 
have already indicated. I hope it may, 
however, be obtained by Easter. 


Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury when the Scottish Education Bill 
will be introduced into this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Bill to 
which this question refers has not yet 
been read a second time in the House of 
Lords, and it would, therefore, be prema- 
ture to talk of fixing a day for its dis- 
cussion here. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he can now state 
whether the Ecclesiastical Assessments 
(Scotland) Bill will be the first Order 
on Monday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think I have 
already expressed a hope that we may 
be able to take this Bill as the first order 
on Monday. I am unable, however, to 
forecast precisely the course which busi- 
ness will take during the present week. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Will 
the Australian Commonwealth Bill be in- 
troduced by Easter, and when will it be 
printed and circulated ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am not at 
present in a position to make a statement 
as to whether the Bill will be introduced 
before Easter, nor when it will be printed 
and circulated. 


Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the First | 
Lord of the Treasury whether he can 
state when the Second Reading of the 


{ 
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'a day for this discussion. 


Irish Members had already obtained. 
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Irish Tithe Rent-charge Bill will be 
_ taken. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: With regard 
;to the Second Reading of the Irish 
Tithe Rent-charge Bill, I have already 
said that I will not take it before 
Easter, and not on the day after Easter, 
that day being inconvenient to hon. 
Gentlemen. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): Nor on 
Thursday, 26th April, may we take it ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, I could 
not take it on that day. 


Mr. FLOWER: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether, in view of 
the importance of the subject, he will 
arrange that a discussion on the new Code 
of Regulations for day schools shall take 
place on some night not later than ten 
o'clock. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have nothing 
to add to what I said yesterday with 
regard to this. I must remind the House 
that the general arrangements I sketched 
out for next Thursday are necessarily 
dependent on our finishing the Committee 
stage of the Finance Bill to-day. We 
must take that de die in diem until it is 
finished, and I have no reason to doubt it 
will finish to-day. 


Mr. FLOWER: If not, will the right 
hon. Gentleman adjourn the debate early 
on Thursday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I 
cannot. I have shown myself ready as 
far as possible to meet the views of hon. 
Members. 


Mr. COGHILL (Stoke-upon-Trent) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether, as he has given a day for the 
discussion of the financial relations be- 
tween England and Ireland, he will give 
the House an opportunity of considering 
the question of the representation of Ire- 
land in the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot give 
As to the day 
which had been granted for a debate on 
the financial relations of Ireland, I think 
my hon. friend has forgotten the circum- 
stance that it was merely the substitu- 
tion of one day for another day which the 
I 
had no alternative to the course I took. 
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There is no parallel between the two, 
cases. 

Mr. COGHILL: In view of the fact | 
that this Parliament has not had an} 
opportunity of discussing this subject, 
and as there is not much business before 
the House this session, will an opportunity 
be afforded to discuss the question ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: When the 


business which is before the House has | 
been concluded, I may be in a position to | 


consider suggestions for filling up the 
remainder of the time of the House. 


FOREIGN SEAMEN ON BRITISH 
TRANSPORTS. 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- | 
brough): I have received a letter from 
fo] 
the Secretary to the Admiralty stating 
that he is unable to reply to the questions 
which appear on the Paper this day re- 
lating to foreign seamen on_ British 
transports, and asking me to postpone 
them until Friday. The two transport 
vessels, however, will sail before Friday, 
and I therefore propose to move the ad- 
journment of the House in order to 
discuss the question as a matter of great 
importance. The terms of my resolution 
are— 

“To move the adjournment of the House in 
order to discuss a definite matter of urgent 
public importance—namely, the employment 
on Government transport vessels of alien sea- 
men, natives of countries which have shown 
marked hostility to Great Britain during the 
progress of the war in South Africa.” 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The reference would 
be too general, and I suggest to the hon. 
Member that he should alter the terms 
so as to make them apply to the two 
transports about to sail. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : They 
are the steamers “Caspian” and ‘“ Sap- 
phire.” 


[The hon. Member went to the Chair 
to alter his resolution. ] 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot accept the 
motion in the form in which it is drawn. 
The hon. Member had better recast it, 
and ask leave again to-morrow. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I will 
put it off until Thursday. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 


“An Act to authorise to Newport (Mon- 


mouthshire) Gas Company to extend 
their limits for the supply of gas; to 
consolidate and increase their capital ; and 
for other purposes.” Newport (Mon- 
mouthshire) Gas Bill [ Lords. } 


NEWPORT (MONMOUTHSHIRE) GAS 


BILL  [Lords.] 
| Read the first time ; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Law, «&c. 
Report to lie upon the Table, and to 
be printed. [No. 112.] 
Minutes of Proceedings to be printed. 
[No. 112.] 
Bill, as amended: (by the Standing 
Committee), to be considered upon Mon- 
day next, and to be printed. [Bill 150.] 


NEW BILLS. 





INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS. 

Bill to amend the Acts relating to 
Industrial Schools, ordered to be brought 
in by Mr. Flower, Colonel Denny, Sir 
Fortescue Flannery, Mr. Greville, Mr. 
Hazell, Mr. Alfred Hutton, and Mr. 
Trevelyan. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS BILL. 
“To amend the Acts relating to Indus- 


trial Schools,” presented, and read the 


first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 4th April, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 151.] 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS). 
Bill for the acquisition of property for 
building a new Land Registry Office and 
other Public Offices in London, and for 
purposes connected terewith, ordered to 
be brought in by Mr. Akers-Douglas, Mr. 
Attorney General, and Mr. Hanbury. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
I 4 . 

“For the acquisition of property for 

building a new Land Registry Office and 

other Public Offices in London, and for 
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purposes connected therewith,” presented, ' 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Thursday, and to be 
printed. [Bill 152.] 


PETTY CUSTOMS ABOLITION 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to abolish Petty Customs in Scot- 
land, and to make provision for levying a 
rate in lieu thereof, ordered to be brought 
in by Captain Sinclair, Mr. Asquith, Mr. 
E. B. Baillie, Mr. Cochrane, Mr. M‘Killop, 
Mr. Nicol, and Mr. Ure. 


CUSTOMS ABOLITION 
LAND) BILL. 

“To abolish Petty Customs in Scotland, 
and to make provision for levying a rate 
in lieu thereof,” presented, and read the 
first time ; to be read a second time upon 
Thursday, 10th May, and to be printed. 
[Bill 153.] 


PETTY (SCOT- 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2). 
Bill to make further provision for 
parish councils in Scotland borrowing for 
the purpose of providing public offices, 
ordered to be brought in by Captain 
Sinclair, Mr. Baird, Mr. Buchanan, Sir 
Thomas Gibson-Carmichael, Mr. Parker 
Smith, Mr. Renshaw, and Mr. Wylie. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 2) BILL. 
“To make further provision for parish 
councils in Scotland borrowing for the 
purpose of providing public offices,” pre- 
sented, and read for the first time ; to be 
read a second time upon Thursday, 10th 
May, and to be printed. [Bill 154.] 


EDUCATION (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) 
(SCOTLAND). 

Bill to regulate the attendance of chil- 
dren at school in Scotland, ordered to be 
brought in by Captain Sinclair, Mr. Bir- 
rell, Mr. Bryce, Mr. Crombie, Colonel 
Denny, Mr. Parker Smith, and Mr. 
Robert Wallace. 


EDUCATION (SCHOOL ATTENDANCE) 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

“To regulate the attendance of children 
at school in Scotland,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Thursday, 10th May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 155.] 
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WAYS AND MEANS. 
*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 


Bristol, W.): There is a general under- 
standing that the Committee stage of the 
Finance Bill shall be resumed to-day ; but 
last evening there were one or two points 
brought before me on which I[ thought it 
would be necessary to add some clauses to 
the Bill. I therefore put down Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means as the 
first order of the day in the _ belief 
that the preliminary resolutions relating 
to these matters might occupy a few 
minutes before going into Committee. 
But I find that the hon. Member for 
King’s Lynn, acting in a manner for 
which there is hardly a precedent, has 
placed on the Paper a motion on going 
into Committee; and when once a dis- 
cussion of that kind begins it is im- 
possible to say how long it may go on. 
In these circumstances I propose the post- 
ponement of the Committee of Ways and 
Means until to-morrow, and that the 
House should proceed at once with the 
Committee stage of the Finance Bill. 


Committee deferred till to-morrow. 





FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


[Mr. JoHN ELLis, Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe, in the Chair. ] 


Clause 4 :— 


*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) said 
his object in opposing this. clause was to 
save Ireland from the very heavy tax 
which was imposed by it. The clause 
hit at two classes of Irishmen—the manu- 
facturer and the consumer; and the 
amount of the tax made it very difficult 
to get at the consumer otherwise than by 
a reduction in the quality of the material 
supplied to him. Now one of the causes 
of much evil in Ireland was the supply of 
bad and inferior drink, and, as a total 


_abstainer himself, he considered it very 
reprehensible that any temptation should 


be placed in the way of either the 
manufacturer or the retailer to supply 
the public with drink of an inferior 
quality. But they were forced either to 
reduce the quality of the liquor they sold 
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or to raise the price of the article, and the , 


latter alternative was scarcely possible, 
seeing that the added tax was not sufli- 
ciently large to enable it to be charged 
against the individual consumer unless 
they themselves made a huge profit out 
of the transaction without the State deriv- 
ing any advantage whatsoever. Their con- 
tention was that the tax should 
not be put on Ireland at all. 
They objected, in fact, to all taxes 
raised for the prosecution of the war, 
because they were opposed to the war 
itself. They objected, further, in a parti- 
cular manner to a tax which struck at an 
Irish industry. They had some of the 
largest and best known breweries in the 
world in Ireland, and they did not know 
what might be the effect upon them. But 
they had reason to fear that effect when 
they remembered how in former days, 
when the spirit tax was increased, the 
number of distilleries in Ireland was 
reduced at one swoop from ninety-one to 
twenty-nine, thereby depriving a large 
number of people of employment. By 
inflicting these taxes, therefore, they 
struck at the very poorest of the people, 
they forced them to seek employment 
elsewhere, and, as there was no other place 
for them to go to in Ireland, they had 
to migrate either to England or America. 
There was reason to fear, too, that an- 
other effect of this tax would be to place 
the manufactories of Ireland in the hands 
of the larger companies and the richer 
people, and to create monopolies, which 
were bad for any trade. There were a 
number of small thriving breweries 
scattered throughout the country, which 
gave a great deal of employment to the 
people, and it had been calculated 
by those conversant with the facts 
that this tax would sweep away 
a very large proportion of these 
breweries, by depriving them of the pro- 
fits they now made, and rendering it 
impossible to keep them — going. 
Although their protest against this tax 
might be vain and ineffective, it was their 
duty, as the representatives of the great 
majority of the Irish people, to oppose 
every clause of the Finance Bill. They 
believed that their country was already 
over-taxed, and these new proposals 
would add greatly to the disproportion of 
Imperial taxation which Irishmen were 
made to bear. The present proposal 
would impose a charge of £150,000 per 
annum upon their country, and it had 


Mr. Hayden. 
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been calculated that a shilling per barrel 
upon beer would bring in _ about 
£116,000. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or tHe EX.- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Perhaps the hon. Member 
will allow me to intervene to point out 
that he has mistaken the clause. This 
one does. not particularly affect Lreland, 
as there is hardly any beer imported into 
that country ; indeed, it would be against 
the advantage of Ireland to omit the 
clause. 


Mr. HAYDEN thanked the right hon. 
Gentleman for his intervention, and said 
he would not now move his Amendment. 
He hoped he would still retain his right 
to move it at a later stage. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Of course, the 
hon. Member will have the right to move 
any Amendment which is in order. As 
no Amendment has been moved to this 
clause I have simply to put the question 
“that Clause 4 stand part of the bill.” 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 5 agreed to. 
Clause 6 :— 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork County, N.) said his 
hon. friend would soon have an oppor- 
tunity of re-stating the very cogent 
arguments which he had been submitting, 
as he did not propose to occupy much time 
in stating the grounds for his opposition 
to this clause. They were, of course, 
opposed to all increases of taxation, and 
they were specially opposed to added 
duties upon commodities which were 
articles of common consumption in 
Ireland. He feared that the duty would 
have disastrous effects upon the general 
body of Irish taxpayers, and also upon 
their exports. The present clause 
imposed a duty of one shilling upon 
every thirty-six gallons of beer. But 
beer was being more and more con- 
sumed by the working classes of 
the country, and hence it was that Irish 
working men, the great bulk of whom 
were opposed to the war, would have to 
bear a considerable proportion of the 
burden. None of them desired to give 
further facilities for heavy drinking in 
Ireland, but they must take things as 
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they found them, and surely they ought 
not to unduly tax a man_ because he 
chose beer for his beverage. Undoubtedly 
it was the working-class population which 
would be penalised by this tax, and he 
therefore moved the Amendment stand- 
ing in his name. 


Amendment proposed— 


“In page 4, line 13, to leave out the words 
‘the United Kingdom, and insert the words 
‘Great Britain’ instead thereof.” — (Mr. 
Flynn.) 


Question proposed, ‘“‘That the words 
‘the United Kingdom’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. HAYDEN: I will not trouble the 
Committee by repeating my arguments. 
What I want to point out is that this Bill 
adds £150,000 to the taxation of Ireland, 
of which about £118,000 will be paid by 
the consumers of beer in that country 
and £130,000 by the exporters of beer. 
We consider this tax an unjust addition 
to the burdens of our country. We also 
consider that it is unjust that we should 
have to bear any portion of the cost of a 
war which we are not in favour of, and 
which we have always protested against. 
The amount of taxation involved is very 
unfair to Ireland because it dues not take 
into consideration many things which we 
think ought to be considered by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. One thing 
which I would like to urge most strongly, 
is the fact that this tax does not really 
come upon the mass of the consumers, 
except by a method which is to be con- 
demned in the strongest manner possible, 
and that is by the reduction of the quality 
of alcoholic drink. I think it is regret- 
table that in Ireland or in any other 


country, so much alcohol should be 
consumed. I do not agree, however, that 


there is more drink consumed in Ireland 
than in other countries. The greatest 
evil is the bad drink which people some- 
times get. There are two ways in which 
the trade can get back this tax; one is 
by insisting that the price must be 
very high, or by reducing the quality and 
giving the people very bad beer. I 
think this may be one of the effects in 
England and Ireland of the proposal of 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer. For 
this and other reasons I strongly object 
to this proposal, and I hope the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer will make some | 
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statement, which will show us how this 
tax can be placed upon the shoulders of 
the people by some other means. In _ his 
Budget speech the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer stated that he considered it right 
in all these proposals to make every 
class in the community contribute accord- 
ing to their means to the taxes which the 
war involves. I hope he will be able to 
show us by what means, otherwise than 
by taking an inferior drink, the mass of 
the people who consume drink can pay 
any portion of this tax, because one 
shilling per barrel of thirty-six gallons 
cannot be divided up into any coin of 
the realm upon quarts, pints, half-pints, 
or glasses. I think if the right hon. Gen- 
tleman had gone a little further and 
placed a higher tax upon us in that 
respect, it would have been fairer to Ire- 
land. Not only has this proposal a ten- 
dency to palm bad material upon the 
people, but it is calculated to cripple some 
of our smaller breweries and place the 
trade in the hands of monopolists. 


Mr. CLANCY (Dublin County, N.): 
I do not intend to enter into details upon 
this question, because I heard your pre- 
decessor in the chair rule that as the 
question had been previously discussed 
upon the tea duty it should not be 
renewed upon any other part of the Bill. 
Perhaps I may be allowed to make two 
remarks in answer to some observations 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
yesterday. He said that the arrangement 
of 1816, by which equal taxation with 
England was imposed upon Ireland, was 
assented to by the Irish representatives. 
I wish to say that there was no assent of 
the kind given. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The hon. Member is opening up a ques- 
tion which will not be in order. 


Mr. CLANCY: I wish simply to con- 
fine myself to a protest. From 1816 
down to the time when the taxes were 
equalised a continual protest was uttered 
on behalf of Ireland, even by some of 
the Conservative Members. As to this 
particular tax I conceive that there is a 
special reason why Ireland should be 
I think 
it is admitted on all hands that the 
system of conducting public house busi- 
ness differs entirely in the two countries. 
In England there exists what is known 
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almost universally as the tied house’ 


system, and we all know what that means. 
it means that the big brewers really own 
the houses in which their beer is sold. I 
do not profess to understand how that 
can be, because in Ireland the law is that 
the resident manager of the public house 
is the person who is responsible for the 
sale of drink, and he must be the legal 
owner of the establishment. He must 
have a beneficial interest in it, and the 
fact that he has an interest in it and owns 
the lease has to be proved before he gets 
the license in his own name. That 
is the security demanded by the 
tribunal which gives the licence, so that 
the public-house will be properly con- 
ducted. The law may be different in 
England—in fact, it must be, when you 
have the nominees and representatives of 
the big brewers managing all these public- 
houses. The managers of these public- 
houses in England do not bear any part 
of the cost which may be involved in an 
increase of taxation. The real owners 
who supply the beer and manufacture it 
are the great firms, and they are the 
people who really bear any burden in- 
volved in any increase of taxation which 
cannot be got out of the consumer. In 
Ireland the state of things is entirely 
different, for when a man applies for a 
public-house licence he must produce in 
the court his lease of the place. He must 
also show that he has paid a substantial 
sum of money for it, and that it is a real 
bargain and sale; also that he has in- 
vested his own money init. It is very 
often a source of complaint and almost a 
reason for refusing the licence that the 
man has borrowed the money almost to 
the last penny from bankers or from 
private friends. The fact remains that 
he has to produce his lease showing that 
he has acquired the public-house in a 
legal manner, and prove that he has paid 
a substantial price for the property. 
That is the guarantee with which 
he comes to the court, that he 
will himself conduct the business 
properly. The consequence of all this is 
that the brewer in England bears the 
burden of additional taxation on _ beer, 
while in Ireland it is not only a poorer 
class but a larger class who have to bear 
the burden. I know that there is a good 
deal of odium cast upon the trade, and 
while I admire the efforts and sincerity 
of those who work in the cause of tem- 
perance, a great many of their attacks on 


Mr. Clancy. 
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the trade I regard as little short of hypo- 
crisy. These owners of public houses in 
Ireland are very closely watched, and the 
law is very stringent in regard to them. 
I believe they are more closely watched 
in Ireland by the constabulary and the 
metropolitan police in Dublin than any- 
where in England. As a matter of fact, 
I helieve it to be true that the great 
majority of these public house owners, 
who are carrying on a business which is 
recognised by the law, have been falsely 
accused of many abuses with which they 
had nothing to do. The result, neverthe- 
less, is that they are treated in the same 
way as if they were millionaires who 
brew the beer in England, or as if they 
were Guinnesses in Ireland. I think it is 
very unfair to take advantage of an odium 
unjustly created to fix burdens upon 
publicans that they would not have been 
obliged to bear if they were carrying on 
their business in England. That difference 
is, I think, a very strong ground for 
treating Ireland in a different way to 
England. In addition to this, it is a fact 
that Ireland is a poorer country, and you 
cannot take money out of the pockets of 
the publicans of Ireland without im- 
poverishing the country to a greater ex- 
tent than you do if you take it out of 
the pockets of the same class in England. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer quoted 
figures to show that savings bank deposits 
had increased, and so on. I have been 
listening to that sort of thing ever since I 
entered public life, and I am amused by 
its vitality. 1 can remember when the late 
Lord Carlisle, thirty years ago, went about 
the country boasting that a few more 
cattle had been exported from Ireland, 
and that the country was abounding in 
wealth. Shortly afterwards there was a 
famine, and several other famines have 
occurred since then. For all these reasons 
I think there is a strong case, apart alto- 
gether from the obligations imposed by 
the Act of Union, for treating Ireland asa 
separate country, and for exempting her 
from this tax. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
hon. Member who moved to omit Ire- 
land from this clause will forgive me if I 
do not enter at length into his arguments. 
It seems to me that whatever cause of 
complaint hon. Members from Ireland 
may have with regard to tea and tobacco, 
it absolutely disappears when we come to 
the question of beer, because there is no 








465 


douk 
this 
the 
than 
out ¢ 
tax, 
fall 
meal 
smal 
for 
this 
risk 
Bre 
hold 


muc 


(xen 
not 

witl 
sugs 
pro 
coul 
of G 


*S 
afra 
dict 
Dul: 
whi 
the 
it 01 
syst 
ver) 
an i 
My 
com 
othe 
the 
ma} 
con 
bad 
that 
will 
tax: 
bee 
bee 
spil 
thir 
tax: 


Ire] 


app 
stat 
My 
to t 
WO! 
stor 
peo 





—_————— SO ECU OND 


a) 








465 Finance 


doubt whatever that the great bulk of 
this tax will fall either on the brewers or 
the consumers in Great Britain rather 
than in Ireland. As far as I can judge, 
out of £1,750,000, the total amount of this 
tax, something less than £110,000 will 
fall on Ireland. That is not by any 
means a large proportion ; in fact, it is a 
small proportion. But the hon. Member 
for South Roscommon suggested that 
this tax would interfere with the great 
Irish industry known as  Guinness’s 
Brewery. I fancy none of the share- 
holders of that admirable concern will be 
much affected. 


Mr. HAYDEN: 


Gentleman 


hon. 
did 


The right 
misunderstood me. I 
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people of this country, who have large 
industries and manufactures to depend on. 
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In a great many counties in Ireland the 


best barley in the world is grown, and 


| this increase in the tax on beer may cause 
the brewers of Ireland to purchase their 


barley in foreign countries. That would 


be a deplorable state of things, especially 


from the farmers’ point of view. Even 
the right hon. Gentleman himself 
admits that this tax will come out of 


‘the pockets of the consumers, and he 


|added to beer. 


makes light of the water that will be 
I object to this tax on 


the part of the Irish farmers, who may 
'be injured by it, and also because it is 


not suggest that this tax would interfere | 


with a business like Guinness’s, but I did 
suggest it would interfere with small 
provincial brewers throughout the 
country, and place the trade in the hands 
of Guinness. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Then I am 


| for the purposes of a war with which the 


people of Ireland have no sympathy, and 
which they regard as unjust. I hope 
my hon. friend will proceed to a 
division. 


Dr. AMBROSE (Mayo, W.): I protest 
against this tax on different grounds from 
my hon. friends. I object to it because 


‘it is opposed to the terms of the Act of 


afraid the hon. Member is rather contra- | 


dicted by the hon. Member for North 


Dublin, because his argument was that | 
while the brewers in England might bear | 


the tax,the brewers in Ireland would throw 
it on the publicans, owing to the different 
system existing in that country. It is 
very difficult to say precisely in what way 


Union. I admit beer is a commodity 
pretty heavily taxed in this country, and 


not without reason. For instance, if 
the House of Lords became _ fos- 
isilised you would simply turn on 
the beer tap to obtain members. 


I never had the pleasure of holding a 


| post-mortem on a noble Lord, but I 


an indirect tax will reach the consumer. | 


My belief is that this tax will ultimately 
come to the consumer, somehow or 
other. It may be in some cases by 
the addition of a little water, which 
may not be a _ bad thing for the 


'from that of a Commoner. 


consumer, but which certainly would be a | 


bad thing for the Exchequer. I hope 
that hon. Gentlemen, even from Ireland, 
will see that, having imposed additional 


taxation on alcohol, [ am bound to tax | 


beer more heavily than spirits because 
beer is at present more lightly taxed than 
spirits. We could not have done any- 
thing with regard to existing indirect 
taxation which would 
Ireland less than this tax on beer. 

Mr. DALY Sy: (if 


(Monaghan, 


have affected | 


approach the question from a different | 
standpoint to that of my hon. friends. | 


My view is that this tax will be an injury 
to the barley growers of Ireland, and that 


worse material will be put into beer and | 


stout in Ireland. The majority of the 


people of Ireland are farmers, not like the 


believe the colour of his blood is different 
In forty 
years we have lost in Ireland more than 
a million in population, and during the 
same period our taxes have increased by 
more than a million sterling. Where 
then does the Act of Union come in ? 
You broke the treaty you signed in the 
Transvaal in 1857, having been put on 
the scent, when a countrymen of mine— 
O’Reilly—found a pebble which turned 
out to be a diamond, and which he sold 
for £500. You now ignore the treaty 
with Ireland, and treat it merely as a 
district of England, whereas it is in a 
different position altogether. On those 
grounds I protest strongly against this 
tax. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I have heard with the utmost 
astonishment the statement made by the 


right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of 


the Exchequer that an attempt would in 


_ all probability be made to evade this tax 
| by the addition of water to beer. Coming 
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from any person any suggestion of that 
kind is, in my opinion, most undesirable, 
to say the least of it ; but coming from 
such a high authority as the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, I think it is perfectly 
astounding. The retailers of beer 
are a class who will probably take the 
hint, and the result will be that the 
people will not only have to pay a greater 
price for their beer, but they will probably 
get their beer watered down. That would 
be most undesirable, and I for one am 
perfectly astonished that such a statement 
should have been made by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer. I protest against the 
inclusion of Ireland in this increased 
taxation, because | think Ireland ought 
not to bear increased taxation at all. On 
the other hand, I would feel very much 
inclined to argue that if taxation is to be 
put on Ireland and England it would be 
a much fairer thing to put a greater tax 
on beer, and not increase the tax on 
whisky at all, because whereas about half 
the quantity of beer per head is consumed 
in Ireland that is consumed in England, 
the consumption of whisky per head is 
about the same, and, of course, England 
is the larger and the richer coun- 
try, and beer is the national drink. 
That being so, it would be infinitely fairer 
to put 2s. extra on beer, and not to in- 
crease the tax on whisky at all. I agree 
with my hon. friend who desires to 
exclude Ireland altogether, because I 
think the inclusion of Ireland is most 
unfair; but the beer tax will not affect 
the Irish people as much as the tax on 
whisky. Beer is manufactured mostly in 
England, and I say that you ought in 
common fairness to make the people of 
this country pay in something like a fair 
proportion towards the cost of the war. 
An increase of only a shilling a barrel 
upon beer is altogether unfair in propor- 
tion tothe taxation you are putting on 
whisky. I say that sixpence additional 
on every gallon of whisky weighs infi- 
nitely heavier upon Ireland than the 
extra one shilling a barrel on beer upon 
England. For that reason I think the 
proposal is in itself unfair. I regret at 
all times, Mr. Ellis, to use any language 
which may not be strictly Parliamentary, 
and I always try to avoid it, especially 
when we have the pleasure of seeing you 
in the chair; but I really do say that I 
find it quite impossible to characterise in 
language which would be considered 
Parliamentary the attempt which has 
Mr. William Redmond. 


{COMMONS} 





Bill. 468 


been made to make the Irish people— 
and the very poorest of the Irish 
people —- pay a larger contribution 
towards the expenses of the war, 
It is the most unjust, the most unfair, 
and the meanest proposition that ever was 
made at any time by any Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. This war is to cost an 
enormous amount of money, and to tax 
every unfortunate Irishman who takes a 
glass of stout or beer with his dinner or 
his supper in the evening, and make 
that man pay towards the expenses of 
your enormous army of a quarter of a 
million of men in South Africa, is a 
most unjust and iniquitous proposal. In 
regard to the increased tax on beer, [ 
think the same thing applies to it as 
applied to the increased taxes on other 
commodities. It seems as if the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer had singled out 
all those things that are necessaries of 
life for taxation. There are a variety 
of things that might be taxed in Ireland, 
which I believe would have realised the 
money the right hon. Gentleman wants, 
but he makes no such proposition. There 
is nO proposition to tax champagne or 
the expensive wines that are consumed 
by rich people. 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH : I increased 
the duty on champagne and expensive 
wines last year. 


Mr WILLIAM REDMOND: Yes, 
but I think you ought to put even more 
extra taxation on them this year. — [f it 
were found necessary by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer to propose an additional 


tax on expensive wines last year, 
when the whole world was in 
a state of peace, there is an 


additional reason for putting on 
an additional tax upon expensive drinks 
now, when money has to be raised for the 
war. The gentlemen in this country who 
drink their bottle of champagne are quite 
indifferent as to how long the war will 
last, for it will not cost them any more 
for their bottle of champagne ; but the 
unfortunate coal porter who works all day 
on the quays of Dublin will find, when he 
gets his half-pint of stout, that he has to 
pay an additional halfpenny for it. Now, 
[ ask any impartial man, is that justice ; 
is it fairplay ? Is that laying with equal 
hand an equal burden of taxation on all 
classes according to their means of bear- 
ing taxation? It is not. And it is addi- 
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tionally unfair when it applies to Ireland. | 
[Laughter.] Hon, Gentlemen opposite 
are amused at that ; but I maintain that 
we are entitled to say that this taxation is 
additionally unfair on Ireland, and I 
could prove that without the slightest 
trouble if you, Mr. Ellis, would allow me 
to do so by going into the question of the 
financial relations of Great Britain and 
Ireland. It is within the knowledge of 
every Member of the House, and of the 
outside public, that there are special cir- 
cumstances in connection with the taxa- 
tion of Ireland for Imperial purposes 
which justify me in saying in spite of the 
laughter of hon. Gentlemen opposite, 


that this tax, which falls hardly 
on the poor people of Great 
Britain, falls with additional hardship 


on the poor people of Ireland. I wish to 
say no more than [ have said, because I 
know that [ could not influence the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and [ con- 
clude by referring to his original astound- 
ing suggestion that this extra taxation 
would be met by the people having their 
beer watered. The Irish people are 
pretty good judges, and know whether 
their beer is watered or not ; but if the 
people of this country get their beer 
watered it will serve them right, because 
they have allowed this country and the 
Government to drift into this most 
disastrous, unjust, and expensive war in 
South Africa. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
I wish, in a very few words, to enter my 
protest against this beer tax. This tax 
hits my constituency in a peculiar way, 
because Kilkenny, famous in many other 
respects, has been specially famous for the 
excellent quality of its beer. There are 
two or three breweries in the city, and, in 
lact, they afford the only means of em- 
ployment in the city, so that not only are 
the poor people who drink beer but the 
industry itself is hit by this extra tax on 
beer. It is an extraordinary thing that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer should have 
selected the Irish people to bear this extra 
tax to pay the expenses of a war with 
which, it is notorious, they have no sym- 
pathy. The people of Ireland have 


demonstrated their opinion against the 
war, and I believe it is certain that if the 
masses of the people of this country were | 
only allowed to exercise their right of free 
speech they also would pronounce against 
The Chancellor 


the war. of the Ex- 
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chequer, speaking on the proposed in- 
crease of the tax on tea, said that the 
large mass of the people of the country 
should be asked to contribute to the ex- 
penses of the war as well as the classes. I 
deny that entirely. I say that the masses 
of the people had nothing whatever to do 
with instigating the war, and that they 
are already contributing most to it. 
They are contributing the fighting 
material and the blood which is being 
wasted in the war. The least that the 
wealthy magnates who got up the war can 
do is to contribute the money to pay for 
it. My hon. friend the Member for East 
Clare mentioned champagne. I think the 
people who indulge in champagne in glori- 
fication of the war should pay for it. The 
prime mover in the war, Mr. Cecil 
Rhodes, laid in a great store of 
champagne at Kimberley, and allowed 
the masses of the people who were 
in the Army to lose their lives for 
his honour and glory. It is absurd to 
say that you should tax tea and_ beer, 
which are the necessaries of life of the 
poor, in order to make them contribute to 
the cost of the war, when they are already 
giving their lives, or the lives of their 
breadwinners, to the war. I think every 
hon. Member who claims to represent the 
masses of the people is bound to protest 
against this new tax on beer. So far as 
my constituents are concerned, it isa very 
serious matter, because of the reasons | 
have given. The beer industry in Kil- 
kenny is the only industry in that city. 
Before the Union was brought about — 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! The 
hon. Member is wandering considerably 
from the Amendment before the House. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Am I not 
entitled, Mr. Ellis, to refer to the fact 
that my constituency may be brought to 
ruin by this tax? Before the Union Kil- 
kenny was a city of wealth, with a popu- 
lation four times the number it has now. 
And is this diminished population to be 
overtaxed again? I shall, of course, 
vote against the imposition of this tax. 


Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., 
§.): As another Irish Member, I rise 
to protest against this increased taxation. 
If this tax is imposed on porter in Ireland 
the direct effect will be that all the small 
breweries will be absorbed by the larger, 
and that I would regret. On the sea side 
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of my constituency there is a great deal | but they were laying a very heavy burden 


of barley grown, and the growers have a 
ready market for their produce at the 
local brewery. This tax must fall upon 


the brewer, who is the only one who can | 
pay it, for the margin of profit on the | 
sale of the barley is already too low, and | 


the growers would not be able to con- 
tribute to it. 


I have no knowledge of | 


whether it is the intention of Her Majesty | 


to visit South Cork, but if it is her inten- 


tion so to do I am afraid the ardour of | 


the people who will drink her health will 
be damped if they know that in so doing 


they are also providing sinews for a war | 


against which they have protested, and 
in the policy of which they do not believe. 
On those grounds I support the Amend- 
ment of my hon. friend. 


*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) was opposed 
to the extra duty of a shilling a barrel on 
beer. From long experience, both in this 
country and America, he had come to the 


upon the poor men. After a varied 
experience in America, where the aboli- 
vion of drink was carried by the vote of 
the people in some States 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order! The 
hon. Member must confine his remarks 
to the question before the House, which 
is the omission of Ireland from this 
particular increase of duty. 





*Mr. FLAVIN said in putting this tax 
on beer the Government was not only 
doing an injustice to the working man of 
Great Britain, but a greater injustice to 
his fellow in Ireland, whose revenue 
would not compare with that of the work- 
ing man of Great Britain. The imposi- 


‘tion of the tax would also dislocate and 
demoralise the small brewing industries 


conclusion that the more the legislation in | 
the cause of temperance and the higher the | 
tax put upon certain articles the greater | 
became the ardour of the people to pos- | 
sess those articles, even to the extent of | 


breaking the law. Hon. Members would 
find, if they carried their recollections 
hack, that in spite of all the temperance 
measures passed by the House of Com- 


head had largely increased. In 1879 it 
amounted to £3 10s. per head, and in 
1898 it had increased to £3 16s. By 
increasing this duty the Government were 
not only not assisting temperance reform, 


in Ireland. In conclusion, the hon, 
Gentleman pointed out that it was mani- 
festly unfair that Ireland should be com- 
pelled to contribute to a tax with the 
reason for which they did not agree. 
Already in his opinion more duties were 
imposed than were sufficient to meet any 
emergency, but Ireland had from begin- 
ning to end disagreed with the war 
policy, and had consistertly condemned 
it, and now the Irish representatives 
could only protest against the tax of one 


| shilling per barrel on beer both with their 


+ 2 > ~ j 7 ay ° . 
mons the consumption of drink per | yoices and their votes. 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 261 ; 
Noes, 40. (Division List No. &4.) 
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*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER (Suffolk, 
Sudbury) : 


I desire to state that it was substituted 
for that previously drafted, but unfor- 
tunately it places me in the position of 
wishing, apparently, to reduce the amount 
sought to be raised by the proposal of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, a course of 
proceeding which would not commend 
itself, I am certain, to any of the three 
classes on whose behalf I am speaking — 
namely, the farmer, the maltster, and the 
beer-drinker. The last thing that any 
of them would desire, I am certain, is 
that we should seek to reduce in any way 
or to hinder the collection of that sum of 
money which is necessary to carry on the 
war which hasbeen forced upon us. I do not 
consider that this isthe propertimeto make 
what might be called a pure beer speech, 
but the principle that underlies both of 
the Amendments on the Paper is the un- 
fairness of the present incidence of the 
duty on beer, that it is inequitable as be- 
tween barley-malt and substitutes. The 
percentage of harley-malt used in beer as 
compared with substitutes shows very 
alarming figures. The average quantity of 
malt used by brewers to each hundred- 
weight of sugar in 1882, just after the 
repeal of the malt tax, was 42 bushels: 
in 1895 the average had fallen to twenty- 
four bushels, and in 1897-98 to under six- 
teen bushels. The latest available tigures 
are made up to September, 1898, and 
I have not the slightest doubt that since 
that time the proportion has fallen still 
further. Although I have said this is 
not the time to make a pure-beer speech, 
I wish it to be understood that the desire 
for pure beer is not less than it was. 
That will be almost universally admitted. 
It is being asked for in increasing quanti- 
ties, so far as I can judge from the 
correspondence that reaches me, and there 
is no doubt that the consumption of beer 
and the quality of the beer which is con- 
sumed in this country is a very fit subject, 
not only for the consideration of this 
House, but of any thoughtful man who 


takes an interest in the well-being of his | 


In rising to support the: 
Amendment which stands first in my name, 


Redmond, William (Clare) 


fellow-countrymen. Does not the immor- 
tal bard say that “a quart of ale is a dish 
fora king”? Well, 1 don’t think the ale 
that is met with in the East End of London 
and some of the great towns is such as you 
would venture to give to any king—not 
even to King Prempeh. The * fourpenny” 
which the labouring classes have to drink 
would, [ think, hardly come under that 
description. Why are they compelled to 
drink it? [ have been told bya great autho- 
rity on several occasions. It was the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire who told us on the last 
occasion when the question of pure beer 
was discussed, the 29th of Murch, 1896, 
he was compelled to drink it because of a 
monopoly “so powerful that nothing can 
resist it.” The right hon. Gentleman was 
right. He found it very dithcult himself 
to resist it. In the course of the long and 
weary watchings I have had in this House 
on this question, when I saw the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire leaning on the arms of the 
late Mr. Whitbread, and that high priest of 
mysteries, the Member for Wimbledon— 
I have wondered whether the right hon. 
Gentleman would get any advantage from 
bowing down in the house of Rimmon. 
The Amendment I first placed on the 
Paper provided a 
amount which [ desire to take off the 
pure beer. The original Amendment 
would not have materially reduced the 
yield of the duty, and it would have com- 
pelled those who are admittedly making 
the largest profit to contribute their fair 
proportion. I hope if the present Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer cannot see his 
way to differentiate between those who 
are admittedly making a very large profit 
out of the use of sugar and other substi- 
tutes, and those who continue to use 
only malt, so as to make the burden 
fall upon the shoulders which are best 
able to bear it, perhaps some future 
Chancellor of the Exchequer may be able 
to doso—some imaginative Chancellor like 
the Member for King’s Lynn, or someone 
who occupies that important position in 
future might very likely see his way todo 
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something to redress the inequality. It 


used to be said: How are we to differen- | 
The Inland Revenue authorities | 


tiate hey ser : 
now have forms by which it is possible to 


see at a glance the sort and quantities of , 


substitutes used. That quantity is an in- 
creasing one. If we had lived in the time 
of Sheridan I have no doubt he would 
have been tempted to repeat that interest- 


ing verse of his on this particular point— | 


“ They ve raised the price of table drink, 

What is the reason, do you think ? 

The tax on malt’s the cause, I hear, 

But what has malt to do with beer?” 
Very little nowadays, I am sorry to say, 
and that is the reason I am on my legs 
speaking upon this Amendment. The 
manufacture of malt in this country em- 
ploysa great many hands. The growth of 
barley used to employ a great many 
hands, but it employs a much smaller 
number now. Iam not speaking now of 
anything at second-hand. I am speaking 
of a thing I understand, because I am 
sorry to say I grow barley myself, and [ 
know how, year by year, it becomes more 
and more difficult to sell barley at any- 
thing like a price which pays the cost of 
cultivation. The right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for West Monmouth made 
some allusions to this subject the other 
day. I was very sorry to miss that 
speech, as the right hon. Gentleman does 
not come amongst Us SO often now as he 
used to do, and I am told he was in 
fine form. I have always found him in 
the best form when gambolling in the 
barley field or hiding in the hop garden, 
and | hope we shall have the benefit of 
hearing him to-night on this great subject. 
Doubtless he will be disposed to say that 
this increased use of substitutes is ex- 
aggerated. I do not think it is. I will 
not weary the House by reading long 
extracts, but there are one or two to 
which I must allude. The question of the 
use of substitutes was alluded to by the 
hon. Member for Wimbledon in a very 
memorable declaration which he made 
when speaking in this House in 1894 on 
asimilar Bill to the one now under con- 
sideration. He said*— 

“ An English brewer wished to use English 


barley, if possible; but if the Chancellor of the | 


Exchequer was going to insist upon running 
up the taxation on beer to such a point that it 


could not be made from malt and_ hops, the | 
brewer, like other manafacturers, would natu- | 


rally seek other ingredients.” 


*See She Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxiv., p. 502. 
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| That is not good reading for the agricul- 
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turist or the English farmer, uor is it 
good reading for the man who represents 
sixty miles of agricultural country. What 
has been the effect of this present pro- 
posal? I had a short letter this morning 
from a very large maltster, saying— 


“T was very pleased to see the notice of 
your Amendment. I have been told br six 
large brewers that the extra shilling per 
barrel duty would drive them to use sub- 
stitutes—raw grain, maize, rice grits, sugar, 
ete. This would operate against the barley 
yrower and maltster, as some brewers use from 
fifty to seventy-five per cent. of sugar. I 
think your suggestion of four shillings per 
hundredweight on sugar, ete., is very fair, and 
could be easily collected with the beer duty: 
[ enclose you an advertisement from a Burton 
paper, which has appeared since the duty of 
one shilling was proposed.” 


The advertisement is very short, and is 
as follows :- 


“ , ———, manufacturers of flaked 
malts, maize, and rice. The position we hold, 
as one of the largest maize importers in the 
United Kingdom, and our modern plant, enable 
us to compete most favourably in quality and 





price. Samples and prices on application.” 
That only appeared after the extra 
shilling duty was announced. It is 


in very large print, evidently a very 
expensive advertisement, and one which 
could have been inserted only in the 
hope and expectation of a very large busi- 
ness resulting. It is said that this duty 
is collected from the brewers. Yes, it is 
collected from the brewers, but it is not 
paid by them. These extracts which [| 
have just read show that. It is very 
important that it should be understood 


that the increasing of a duty does 
not apparently reduce the brewer's 


profits. The price of the beer to the 
public is the same, although the price of 
the materials is more, and, therefore, 
substitutes must be used. We barley 
growers and maltsters suffer because less. 
malt is used, and the beer drinkers suffer 
because they get a more sophisticated 
drink. In the Amendment which I 
originally desired to move, I had to bear 
in mind that had that 4s. per ewt. been 
placed on sugar substitutes, while it 
would have realised about the same 
amount for the Chancellor of the Exche 
quer, it would not even then have brought 
|up the cost of these materials to that of 
barley malt. Itis very necessary to bear: 
| this in mind, because it may be that in 
| the future this tax, which is so, eagerly, 
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availed of by all Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer, should be placed, as I have said, 
a little more on the right shoulders. I 
have heard—I do not know whether it is 
true—that some of this tax is to be 
recouped by the brewers by raising 
the price to the publican. The pub- 
lican is not supposed to charge more, but 
he will have to pay more. That is a part 
of the happy system to which the mght 
hon. Gentleman the Member for West 
Monmouthshire has so often alluded. 
The brewer has many ways of recouping 
himself, and my object in this Amend- 


ment is that there should be an 
equitable adjustment of the duty 
according to the materials used. 


He can use whatever he likes, but 
if he uses the cheaper materials, and 
so makes a larger percentage of profit, 
it is only right that he should contribute 
a larger sum to the national Exchequer. 
I regret very much—and I am _ not 
the only Member of this House who so 
regrets—that that Amendment was out 
of order. I have received a great many 
letters and assurances from Members of 
the House to the effect that if I had been 
able to move that Amendment they would 
have been glad to support me, because 
they think the duty as at present 
levied is inequitable. The brewer who 
uses substitutes as against barley-malt 
turns out more beer with the same 
amount of plant, so that he is all 
the more able to bear extra taxa- 
tion. By raising the duty on substi- 
tutes any Government would, in my 
humble opinion, confer a distinct benefit 
on arable farmers, on maltsters, on beer 
drinkers, and on the cause of true tem- 
perance. I know very well that in this 
House you have got to hear the other 
side of the question, and I shall no doubt 
be confronted by the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer with the findings of the Beer 
Materials Committee. This Beer Mate- 
rials Committee, which, in a weak 
moment, I accepted, did not agree with 
my view. I admit that. I am anxious 
not to say anything about the Com- 
mittee myself—it is not proper 
that a Member of Parliament shonld— 
but I would like, if I might, to read some 
remarks of Mr. Clare Sewell Read, who 
was himself a member of the Com- 
mittee, and for a long time an honoured 


Member of this House, and who stands as , 


high in the agricultural world as any man 
in England. He said at Norwich directly 
Sir Cuthbert Quilter. 
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he was free to speak after the Committee 
had reported— 


“ At the first meeting I told Dr. Bell, «[ 

shall be in a minority of one, and when [ 
write my Minority Report you five will 
have a Majority Report.’ Later in the 
speech, he said: In the first place, I may state 
that our agricultural witnesses were very 
shabbily treated. I have served on three 
Commissions and on scores of Committees, 
and I have always seen this, that any man 
who is not a real expert, but a common 
creature like a farmer, is allowed to send in 
the heads of his evidence to the Chairman, and 
to tell his story in his own way. But I think 
that Mr. Sapwell will bear me out that this 
was not the way in which our farmers were 
treated by this Committee. They were cross- 
examined as if they were at the Old Bailey, 
and it was not until we had sat for eighteen 
months that I got the Chairman to allow, and 
to insist upon it, that witnesses should be 
permitted to tell their story in their own 
way.” 
These are not my remarks, but those of 
Mr. Clare Sewell Read. So much for the 
composition and the proceedings of the 
Committee. What were its findings? 
Naturally, they were adverse to our con- 
tentions. But there was a Minority 
Report, signed by Mr. Clare Sewell Read 
himself. What were its findings? They, 
very shortly, were— 

“That a beer brewed with substitutes 
cannot have the same composition as an article 
produced from malt and hops only. That the 
use of substitutes undoubtedly entails the 
introduction of substances foreign to normal 
beer. That these substitutes may in some in- 
stances be injurious to health, and are certainly 
less nutritious and wholesome. That beer 
made from malt and hops only is brewed by 
nearly half of the brewers in the United King- 
dom, and that, therefore, it is possible to pro- 
duce good beer without the use of sugar or any 
other substitutes. That the use of preserva- 
tives may be, and_ probably is in many cases, 
much abused. That at present the public 
have no adequate protection against the use of 
deleterious substances in the manufacture of 
beer. That it would be neither difficult nor 
vexatious to enforce such legislation as would 
ensure to the purchaser his right, when he asks 
for beer—the national beverage—to obtain a 
beer brewed entirely from malt and hops. 

Is it not in the national interest to brew 
beer from malt and hops? I attribute 
~ome of the great victories we have won 
and the great deeds we have done to a 
certain extent to the consumption of good 
beer. I have heard many remarks to the 
effect that the character of our population, 
especially in the great towns, has decidedly 
altered. I think hon. Members who have 
recently had the opportunity of seeing in 
our streets celebrations of the victories 
won by our Army must have observed an 
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excitability more akin to that of the | the utmost. 


Bill. 


Every year—and more par 
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Neapolitan fisherman than the staid way | ticularly during this great war—the 
in which our citizens‘were accustomed to | question of population in the country 
conduct themselves on such occasions in | districts is becoming a more serious one, 
former days, and I have come to the con- 'and it is becoming more difficult to see 


clusion that it is the deterioration of their 
native drink which has something to do 
with this great alteration. 


I do not! 


wish to say anything about Bavarian | 
ales, but when I was over in Bavaria [ | 


was very much struck with the steadiness, 
the sobriety, and the great advance made 
by that beer-drinking community. It 
is a matter of common knowledge that 
this is due to the Bavarian and lager 
beers which they drink. I am proud 


to say that good lager beer can 
now be made in England, not a 
thousand miles from Burton. It is 
a fact that a considerable quantity 


of that beer is not at all objectionable or 
injurious to anyone. There is an hon. 
Member who is well known for his vocal 
talents and for his readiness to . give 
his services ; and he told me that, on one 
oceasion, he was present at a supper in 
Bavaria, and after taking part in it and 
singing many songs, he found to his 
horror that he had consumed twenty-two 
glasses of lager beer. He went out with 
fear and trembling, and was pleased and 
indeed rather surprised to find on leaving 
the hotel that he was not only perfectly 
well, but on returning to his lodgings he 
was able to prosecute with success two 
very difficult anatomical problems to 
which he had been for a very long time 
devoting himself. It is quite clear that 
the effect of this beer which Bavarians 
enjoy so much, and which seems to be 
denied to the majority of Englishmen, is 
an entirely different thing to that which 
obtains throughout the greater part of 
this country. I send two or three wagons 
and horses to the market town, and if 
anything goes wrong, the invariable answer 
I get from them is, ‘“‘ We stopped and had 
a glass of beer at so-and-so.” They may 
have had one glass or two glasses, but 
I do not suppose, at any rate, that they 
have had twenty-two glasses, and surely, 
therefore, there must be something 
in the quality of the liquor. Ido wish 
to impress upon the Chancellor of the 


7 


Exchequer and upon this House that 


there is more in this question than— 


merely an afternoon discussion to provide 
sonething to laugh and smile at. We 
are engaged in a very serious war, which 
is taxing the energies of our country to 
VOL. LXXXI. [FourTH SERIEs.] 


where youare going to get the muscle and 
sinew from to fight your battles ashore 
and afloat, to say nothing of tilling the 
land. What is needed is some attempt to 
put before the working classes of this coun- 
try—and especially the classes to which I 
have referred—a better class of drink than 
that which now exists, and I think this 
is an important consideration which 
should not be lost sight of. How that is 
to be done is a difficult problem to solve, 
and I only bring it before the House 
to urge hon. Members to look into it for 
themselves. Every instance which I can 
hear of where a public-house is in private 
hands, and where the beer is carefully 
selected, it not only supplies refreshment 
to the wayfarer, but is also a benefit to 
the locality. I cannot help thinking that 
if the Chancellor of the Exchequer, either 
now or upon some future occasion, will 
help us upon this question by adjusting 
the incidence of the duty upon the 
materials used in making beer he wil] do 
something at any rate to bring back to the 
countryside and to our villages that good 
old-fashioned sort of beer which was 
brewed in former times. I am glad to 
say that beer can be now much better 
brewed than it was in previous years, 
owing to improved apparatus. I think 
if he would do something of the kind 
suggested to encourage the use of the 
genuine materials we should in the end 
derive immense benefit, and _ future 
generations would bless the name of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer who 
addressed himself to the improvement of 
the nation’s beer. (Cheers.) 

*THE CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Member move his Amendment ? 


*Sir CUTHBERT QUILTER: No, Sir. 


Question proposed, “That Clause 6 
stand part of the Bill.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: My hon. 
friend the Member for Sudbury has for 
many years, almost ever since he has been 
a Member of this House, been an ardent 
advocate of beer made from malt and 
hops, and he has always supported his argu- 
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ment with a humour which delights the | were imposed on the use of sugar? The 


House, and with obvious sincerity. 
hon. friend believes that everything which 


is good in this country and in our nature | 


is due to good beer, and that everything 


which is bad is attributable to the want 
of good beer. I do not think I have heard a 


finer panegyric on beer since the cele- 
brated song of “John Barleycorn.” The 


actual proposal of my hon. friend is to 


reduce the additional shilling on beer 


made from malt to sixpence, and make up | 


the deficiency by a duty of 4s. per cwt. 
on sugar used in the composition of beer. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : The hon. Member 
has not moved his Amendment. The 
question is that the clause stand part of 
the Bill. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I am afraid 
I am not able now to discuss the pro- 
posal of my hon. friend. My hon. friend 


has referred to the Report of the Depart- | 
mental Committee which, with his full | 
re- | 


consent, was appointed in 1896. I 
member that then we had a debate on the 
Bill which he introduced in this House on 
the subject, and the result was that I 
think he found himself in a not very 
satisfactory position ; and in the end he 
accepted my suggestion that the question 
whether the public suffered from other 
articles besides malt and hops being used 
in the manufacture of beer should 
be examined by a Committee. That 
Committee was appointed, and I had a 
good deal of communication with my hon. 
friend on the subject, and I think he 
assented to the composition of that Com- 
mittee. I must say that I do not think a 
better Committee could have been con- 
stituted, and it has conducted a 
long investigation with great patience 


and care. The Committee came to 
a decision adverse to my hon. friend’s 
views, and since then the question 


has rested. It would not be in order to 
deal with an Amendment which has not 
been moved, but I do not agree that the 
barley-growing districts are injuriously 
affected by the present system. I believe 
that the best barley commands a good 
price from the best brewers. What my 
hon. friend would probably be most 
anxious about is inferior barley ; and he 
himself is, I am afraid, a grower of inferior 
barley. Would it be a real advantage te 
the growers of inferior barley if a penalty 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


My | Committee reported— 


“ The evidence appears to us not to support 
the conclusion that the disuse of malt adjunets 
would increase the demand for British barley 
but on the contrary rather to suggest that 
such disuse might tend to diminish the 
demand. We have been informed by brewing 
experts that one of the functions performed 
by sugar in brewing is the correction of certain 
defects, common in greater or less degree in 


| all but the best British barleys ; and that the 


same result can be attained by the use of 
foreign barleys. The effect so far as foreion 
barley is concerned has been expressed by the 
popular phrase ‘getting sun into the mash- 
tun.’ it however. sugar were not used, 
foreign barley would have to be used in 
larger proportion. In fact. evidence which is 
practically unchallenged satisfies us that 
correction of the defects referred to is 
essential to the efficiency for brewing purposes 
of the less good qualities of British barley; 
and it follows that if sugar were not available 
as a corrective, those barleys would either not 
be used at all, or would be used only in con- 
junction with such a large amount of foreign 
barley as would proportionately diminish the 
total quantity of British barley used... .. 
There are already powerful inducements to. 
make use of foreign barley, even to the dis- 
placement of British barley, and in our opinion 
these inducements would be strengthened by 
the prohibition or discouragement of the use 
of sugar or other malt adjunet.” 


So far as the barley growers of Great 
Britain and Ireland are concerned, the 
proposal of the hon. Baronet to penalise 
the use of sugar would not improve the 
position of the British barley growers. If 
by penalties upon sugar brewers are: 
driven to use foreign barley in the: 
manner suggested by the Committee, 
the result would be that a very small 
sum would be derived from the tax upon 
the sugar used by brewers, and my 


hon. friend’s tax on sugar would 
fail to benefit the revenue. I feel 


that [ am rather detaining the Committee 
unreasonably on this matter, because: 
there is no proposal before the Committee, 
but I thought it right to show that there 
was an answer to the case put forward by 
the hon. Baronet. [am obliged to the 
hon. Baronet for not pressing the matter 
to a division, because any proposal made 
by a representative of the agricultural 
districts to reduce the amount of duty 
leviable under this clause might be 
represented as a proof that the agricul- 
tural interest is not anxious to bear its- 
fair share of the expenses of the war. I 
am sure that nothing of that sort was inmy 
hon. friend’s mind. The reasoning of the 


Committee recommends itself to me more. 
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than the views of my hon. friend, who 
will, however, be able to bring the matter 
before the House on a future occasion 
if he desires. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): The House always looks | 


forward to the annual discourse of the 
hon. Member on pure beer. I am glad 
to know that the hon. Baronet oceasion- 


ally leaves the Eastern counties, where, | 
according to him, they brew very bad | 


beer, and, having refreshed himself in 
Bavaria, returns to this country in 
perfect form. I am not going to fol- 
low the hon. Member into a discussion 
of these substitutes in beer. The ques- 
tion with reference to this tax is the 
article upon which it is raised, and the per- 
sons upon whom it is going to fall. The 
relation of brewers to this tax is peculiar. 
The hon. Member has referred to the 
deterioration of the fighting capacity of 
the people being due to bad beer. We 
used to hear that the battle of Waterloo 
was won in the playing fields of Eton ; now 
our battles are lost in the public-houses on 
impure beer. The fighting qualities of the 
hon. Baronet have also deteriorated. He 
has regretted that in former days he 
accepted a Committee instead of taking 
a division. But the hon. Baronet is no 
more full of fight now, when he comes 
forward with a valiant Amendment which 
he will not move. The reason is plain. 
If the occupants of the Treasury Bench 
had been sitting on the Opposition side of 
the House the hon. Baronet would have 
gone to a division like aman. But, being 
coaxed by the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, the hon, Baronet throws over- 
board pure beer, and the maltster, and the 
farmer. That is the valour with which 
the pure beer of Bavaria inspires him. 
When I increased the duty on beer, the 
ton. Member for Wimbledon said that, 
whatever happened, the tax would not be 
paid hy the brewer. Some weeks ago a 


brewer came to me and asked me 
what I thought the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would do. I replied | 


that, as the Chancellor of the Ex- 
thequer is an extreme man, he may 
propose to increase the duty by 10s. 
4 barrel on beer ; but, as a moderate | 
nan myself, I should use my influence | 
with the right hon. Gentleman not | 
‘0 raise the duty more than &s. a| 
varrel. My friend the brewer said that | 
te should be ruined. A ruined brewer | 
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was a melancholy spectacle, and so I 
suggested to him that, having a river 
in his neighbourhood with a full-bodied 
| water, he might escape ruin afterall. It 
is a notable fact that the brewing of beer 
is the only manufacture in which the 
consumer never gets the benefit of a fall 
in price of the raw material. Though 
the agricultural industry has been ruined 
/by the fall in the price of barley and 
malt, the brewers have never altered the 
price of the beer which they brew. That 
is a very advantageous situation in which 
any trade could be placed. It is part of 
the gospel preached by the hon. Member 
opposite that whatever happens the 
brewer is not to lose. The position of 
this trade is a very curious one, and I 
would recommend to the hon. Member 
who has just sat down that there is only 
one real remedy for bad beer—and that is 
competition. There is no remedy so good 
and so likely to secure wholesome com- 
modities as competition. But competition 
is disappearing from the trade, and 


r 
| 
| 
| 


‘the power of the brewer to impose 


on the consumer exactly what he chooses 
is the greatest encouragement to bad beer, 
and that is what is happening throughout 
the country. One of the most remarkable 
changes that ever took place in any trade 
is the monopoly which is going on in the 
trade, and which, in the slang of the 
Stock Exchange, is called “combines.” 
Two or three years ago | found, ina Return 
of the Inland Revenue Department, which 
I always look at with great interest, 
that the total amount of sugar used in 
the manufacture of beer was 2,703 cewts. 
and malt 57,468 ewts. One remarkable 
thing was that for years and years I always 
found that there were only two brewers 
who brewed over a million barrels of beer. 
Their names were not given, but I was 
happy to believe that [knew them. But 
this year there are ten brewers recorded as 
brewing over a million barrels; and [should 
like to know who the other eight are. Un- 
iess it is a secret of the Inland Revenue, I 

should like to know how it is that the 

brewers brewing over a million barrels 

have increased by eight. Of course, the 
explanation of this is the tied house. 

Enormous sums are given to secure an 

absolute monopoly in a house, so that 

the publican cannot buy the beer 
which he wishes, which his customers 

would like. The brewers have long 

been masters of the nation and of the 

House of Commons, and now they are 
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becoming masters of the consumers of beer. | brings on his next motion for pure 
In former times if the publican could not | beer. 


get good beer from one man he could get | 
it from another. His customer used to | 
say, “I drink such-and-such a beer ; will | 
you sell it?” and then he could supply | 
what was wanted. This system has been | 
set up for the express purpose of allowing | 
the brewer to impose upon the publican and | 
the customer exactly what he chooses. I 
would advise the hon. Baronet to devote 
his attention a good deal more to that sub- 
ject than apparently he has done already, 
because if he would look at the figures 
here given he will find that that sort 
of thing is progressing with the greatest 
possible rapidity. The hon. Member re- 
ferred to the malt tax in former days. 
That is one of the most remarkable in- 
stances of men suffering from that which 
they most desire. The 
interests according to my recollection 
for years and years persecuted Govern- 
ment after Government until the 
malt tax was done away with, and 
they succeeded in their demand. 


called the free mash tun, and all the re- 
sults which followed came from that 
change. The brewers have availed them- 
selves of the free mash tun. They have 
got barley at a price which I should say is 
40 or 50 per cent. below what it used to 
be, and they have pocketed the gain. 
Then they use sugar, and they put that 
gain also into their own pockets, but they 
have never altered the price of beer to the 
consumers at all. 
that has been enormous profits, of which 
we can judge by the price of the brewing 
companies in the market. There are only 
two commodities now which really yield 
exceptional gains ; one is the manufacture 
of beer, and the other the manufacture of 
Maxim guns. According to my observa- 
tion, I think that they both stand at 
about 500 per cent. premium. If you 
take the quotation of Guinness and 
Vickers, you will find that they stand at 
about the same point of profit. Then the 
hon. Member complained that there were 
fewer men employed in the manufacture 
of malt than there were. Whose fault 
isthat? It is not that barley is dearer ; 
it is cheaper. Why in the world do not 
the manufacturers use more barley? It 
appears that the cheaper barley becomes 
the less of it the brewers employ. That isa 
consideration which I think the hon. 


Member might ponder over before he 
Sir William Harcourt. 


agricultural | 


With | 
the beer tax the brewers got what was | 


The consequence of | 


*Str CUTHBERT QUILTER: May I 
remind the right hon. Gentleman that | 
pointed out that the decrease in the use 
of malt was due to the great increase of 
malt substitutes. 


*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: Why 
is there an increase in malt substitutes 
when malt is cheaper? You would have 
thought that there would be less occasion 
for using malt substitutes when malt is 
cheaper. 


*Sik CUTHBERT QUILTER: 


not so cheap as the substitutes. 


It is 


CapTAIN PRETY MAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge): It is because the substitutes are 
cheaper stiil. 


*Sirn WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
I object to is that the brewers should set 
up as patriots with reference to a tax 
which they do not mean to pay, and as 
patrons of the agricultura! interest while 
they throw over malt in favour of sugars. 
The hon. Member said that this is a 
very great question; it is a very great 
question. One of the most remarkable 
Returns ever laid on the Table of this 
House was presented about a fortnight 
ago, giving an account of the alcoholic 
habits of all countries, and I am sure 
the hon. Member will be glad to know 
that England stands facile princeps in that 
respect. I have just taken two or three 
figures out of the Return with reference 
to the English-speaking races throughout 
the world, and the hon. Member will see 
how proud we ought to be of our 
supremacy. In the United Kingdom per 
head of the population we drink 313 
gallons of beer ; the United States drink 
13 gallons; the Australian colonies 106 
or one-third ; and Canada 3°6 or one-tenth 
of what we drink. It may be said that 
they use other alcoholic drink. Then take 
spirits. In the United Kingdom we drink 
now 1:03 gallons ; the United States drink 
92, Australia ‘76, and Canada °65. You 
see how hollow we beat them all. In 
wines, again, we drink ‘4, the United 
Staves *2, and Canada ‘08; so that under 
every head of alcohol we beat the world. 
The Committee will perhaps be astonished 
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to learn that, taking Germany as a whole, 
we drink more beer than the Germans. 


*Sin CUTHBERT QUILTER: Not in 
Bavaria. 


*Sir WILLIAM 
is where the hon. Gentleman goes, but if 
we take the Germans as a whole they 
drink 27 gallons per head as against our 
31. We are therefore the unexampled 
drinkers of alcoholic spirits in the world. 
[have taken the English speaking, Anglo- 
Saxon race throughout the world, and you 
will find that our Australian colonies, 
as I have shown, drink only a third of 
what we consume, and Canada not one- 
tenth. [| am afraid almost to mention 
what is the cause of it. But perhaps I 
may be allowed to say that it is because 
all these peoples as a rule are themselves 
allowed to determine the question. That 
is the rule in the United States and 
throughout the colonies, but your 
supremacy in drink depends upon the 
fact that the people of this country are 
not allowed, as other peoples are, to decide 
the question for themselves. There is 
another point in connection with this 
matter, and that is that whereas in our 
colonies and in the United States drink 
is diminishing every year under the in- 
fluence of popular opinion, in England it 
is increasing every year, and that very 
rapidly. There are some curious figures 
about the consumption of spirits in the 
United States. Here we have increased 
from ‘92 to 1:05; in the United States it 
has been exactly the opposite; they 
began at 1°05 and have diminished to -92. 
I will not trouble the Committee with 
more figures, but I hope hon. Members 
will look at that Return, which is one of 
the most remarkable ever presented, 
dealing with the history of the social and | 
moral condition, so far as drink is eon- 
cerned, of the countries of the world. _ If 
hon. Members will look at that Return 
they will see that people of our own race 
beyond the seas are diminishing the evils 
of drink while we are increasing them year. 
by year. I think when we are discussing 
the question of a tax upon drink this sub- 
ject is very germane. The trade can 


well afford this tax ; no one can doubt that. | 
Never was there a trade which could 
better afford to minister to the necessities 
of the country ; therefore I can support 
the proposal to place an additional duty 
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_ of one shilling on beer in a very different 
| spirit to that in which I voted in favour 
of an increased tax on tea. 


*Mr. WHITTAKER (Yorkshire, W. R., 
Spen Valley): I wish to say a word or 
two in support of this tax, and to express 
the hope that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer will increase it in future years 
and not make it temporary. In justifica- 
tion of that position I wish to state a 
fact to the Committee which I think has 
heen frequently overlooked. That is that 
for the first thirty years of this century 
the tax on beer was double what it is now 
proposed it should be; in fact it was 
more than double. In 1830 the Beer 
Act was passed, the object of which was 
to encourage the sale and consumption of 
beer. In those days a delusion was 
entertained that if you could persuade 
the people to give up drinking spirits and 
consume what was then called “ whole- 
some beer” you would make them sober, 
and the Beer Act was passed to enable 
houses to sell beer only. Beer-houses 
were unknown up to that time, and 
under the Act houses were established 


where spirits could not be ob- 
tained. The result of that was 
an enormous increase in drunken- 


ness in this country, and within four 
years a Committee was appointed to 
inquire into its causes. At the time that 
the Beer Act of 1830 was passed, some- 
thing else was done. There was at that 
time a tax of 10s. a barrel on beer in 
addition to the malt tax ; that tax of 10s. 
was abolished in order to encourage the 
sale of beer, and to carry out the view 
that if more beer and less spirits were 
consumed, the country would be facili- 
tated in becoming sober. That 10s. was 
never put back on beer ; and the present 
tax we have on beer is merely a substi- 
tute for the malt tax. In 1829, the year 
before the Beer Act was passed, the 
total tax on beer, including tne malt 
tax, was equal to 15s. 4d. a barrel ; 
with the increase now proposed by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer it will only 


be 7s. 9d. But there was a time 
during the early part of this century 
when the tax on beer was equal 
to 19s. a barrel, and there is no 


reason in the world why the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer should not go a long 
way further and put more than ls. a 
barrel on beer. I hope also the right hon. 
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make it a temporary tax. There is room 
for any amount of an advance on beer. 
Something has been said about the tax 
falling on the consumer; it will do 
nothing of the kind. Jt will fall upon 
the brewer in the main. Although the 
tax on beer has been reduced and the 
cost of making it has also been very much 
reduced, the consumer does not get his 
beer a farthing cheaper. Where has the 
profit all gone! The greater part of it has 
gone into the price of public houses. One 
of the most marked characteristics of the 
last twenty-five years has been the enor- 
mous increase in the price of public-houses 
because of the enormous profit which can 
be made out of the beer sold in them, 
and as their number is limited, and as 
new licences cannot be got, brewers are 
willing to pay enormous prices for houses 
in which to sell their beer. The diminu- 
tion of the taxation on beer, and the 
cheaper rate at which it can now be pro- 
duced, has gone to enhance the value of 
public-houses, and if the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would do something to 
divert these enormous profits to the 
national Exchequer, he would not only 
benefit the Exchequer, but would also do 
something to render it more easy to deal 
with the drink question than it is to-day. 
It has been suggested that this tax would 
fall on the consumer; it has also been 
said by some hon. Members that it would 
crush out the brewers, and some of the 
Irish Members told us in pitiable tones of 
people who would be put out of work 
owing to breweries being closed. You 
cannot have it in both directions, and | 
am very well satisfied in my own mind 
that the tax will in the main come out of 
the pockets of the brewers, and that the 
ultimate result will be to reduce the value 
of public-houses. Another reason why 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
continue the process of increasing 
the tax on beer is that the tax on spirits 
has been increased to a much greater 
extent than the tax on beer. That is one 
cause of complaint from Ireland, and I 
quite agree with the Irish Members who 
suggest that the tax should be increased 
much more largely on beer than on 
spirits. In 1829 before the Beer Act 
was passed the tax on spirits in England 
was 7s. per gallon, it is now lls. At 
that time the tax on beer was 15s. 4d. ; 
it will now, with this increase, be 
other words the 


only 7s. 9d. In 
Mr. Whittaker 
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tax on spirits has been increased 
by more than 50 per cent., where. 
as the tax on beer has been reduced 
by a half. That is a strong reason why 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
continue to work up the taxation on beer 
until it is something like the old figure, 
There is no reason why there should not 
be a gradual increase which would do 
something to mitigate the grievance of 
our Irish friends. I hope, therefore, that 
instead of considering this increase as 
temporary, the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer when he finds that he requires 
more money for this war, as undoubtedly 
he will, will put 2s. or 3s. a barrel more 
on beer. 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- 
shire, Newport): We who represent the 
agricultural interest have often before 
had to protest against glib suggestions 
similar to those to which we have just 
listened. The hon. Member who has just 
sat down appeared to forget that this 
additional tax wil! fall with very great 
hardship on others than the brewers. Is 
it impossible to persuade the hon. Mem- 
ber that this proposed tax will not be 
felt by those who produce the materials 
for the manufacture of beer? He 
seems to think that he may pile on 
the agony on one branch of trade 
with which he happens to be in personal 
dispute, but he leaves out of account 
altogether how it may affect a large sec- 
tion of the community. That is the 
narrow-minded way of dealing with 
these questions, which naturally paralyses 
all efforts for the reduction of evils of 
drink, and makes them such difficult 
questions to deal with, which they would 
not be ifdealt with fairly and squarely, 
and not in a partisan manner. It is 
impossible to suppose, if you have a 
branch of the community enormously 
interested in providing the raw material 
for another trade, that an increase of 
taxation on that trade will not affect the 
section of the community which produces 
the raw material. The hon. Gentleman 
no doubt thinks that agriculturists are 
blind and stupid, and that if an agricul- 
turist cannot sell his barley he has no 
reason to complain at all, and in fact that 
it is a benefit to him rather than other- 
wise if he could only understand it. We, 
however, find that the demand for barley 
is decreasing, and we find that the reason 
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of that is that other substances are used | has no effect on the barley grower and 
by those who brew beer, and therefore it | has no effect on the agricultural labourer, 
isa fact that barley growers do suffer by | But on these questions we are the experts 


the increased taxation on beer. 
face of a great national emergency the 
agricultural interest will not demur to 
paying its share of taxation, and the agri- 


In the and you are the theorists. 


We have 


|expert knowledge drawn from life-long 


cultural community, of all others, are the | 


least likely to complain. We have 
seen that evidenced by the mag- 
nificent response made in the agricultural 
districts to the call for recruits for the Yeo- 
manry and other forces. What I wish hon. 
Members to remember is that this is a 
question not only of intoxicating drink, 
but a question which reacts on the condi- 
tion of the country. 
tion to say that it is on the barley grow- 
ing industry that arable cultivation of the 
country in great measure depends at this 
moment. Other corn crops are not being 
grown with any profit at all, and a large 
section of the agricultural portion of the 
community look to the possibility of pro- 
ducing a good barley crop for its possible 
salvation in these hard times. What 
more does that mean? It means not only 
the interest of the barley grower, but it 
means the continual cultivation of a large 
amount of arable land. That involves 
the employment and retention on the soil 
of a large mass of the agricultural popula- 
tion. Hon. Gentlemen on the other side 
talk glibly of taxing an industry out of 
existence, but you are also taxing out of 
existence a large proportion of the popu- 
lation. Reference has been made by my 
hon. friend who started this discussion as 
to the effect of the destruction of this 
arable land on the neighbouring popula- 
tion. [ am within the knowledge of 
every practical agriculturist in this 
House when I say that the greatest ques- 
tion we have to consider is the reduction 
of the agricultural population. In my 
own county it is very difficult to 
find an able-bodied man _ between 
the ages of twenty and sixty. They 
are all leaving the soil. One of the 
great questions of the future is un- 
doubtedly the retention of that popula- 
tion on the soil, and yet we are asked to 
tax one obnoxious trade even if we are to 
denude the soil of a portion of its popu- 
lation. I object to such a light and airy 


way of dealing with these questions. I 
object entirely to impose taxation without 
recognising what will follow in its train. 
Of course, people may disagree ; it may 
be said that increased taxation on seed 


It is no exaggera- | 


residence on the soil, and we know what 
will be the result of certain proposals, and 
it is not fair to allow this question to be 


| settled by those who do not understand 


what it involves. I do not in the least 
suggest that we should hesitate to take up 
our share of the present burden, but I do 
say that this continual taxation on beer 
affects nearly and clearly the prosperity 
of the barley growers, or, in other words, 
the farmers of the country, and also 
affects materially the continued existence 
of the class of agricultural labourer 


MaJsor RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I am 
not an expert in finance, but only an 
agricultural Member, and as such I re- 
gret that the hon. Baronet did not 
move his reduction, and that the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was unable 
to accept it, because, if he had accepted it, 
it would be extremely valuable to the 
barley growers of the Eastern Counties. 
I do not mean to say that the agricultural 
interest is dissatisfied with the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer’s Budget, although it 
is rather difficult to induce them to 
say that they are satisfied. I think, 
however, my right hon. friend might 
have done considerably worse. As far 
as I am concerned, I have not sufficient 
flexibility or adaptation to support a 
proposal which I opposed four years ago 
when it was suggested by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouthshire. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer in reply to my hon. friend last 
night asked why he did not suggest some 
alternative. I would suggest an alterna- 
tive. Why does not the Chancellor of the 
ixchequer, who is a supporter of the tem- 
perance question, turn his attention to 
British wines? Surely it is absurd that 
manufacturers of British wines, whose 
products contain alcohol to the extent of 
27 per cent., a great deal more than in 
sherry, should escape taxation, while 
brewers and manufacturers of British 
spirits are taxed to the heavy extent they 
are. The right hon. Gentleman probably 
does not know that some years ago the 
First Lord of the Admiralty, when Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, asked on one 
occasion, “ Who drinks rum?” The right 
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hon. Gentleman might say, ‘“‘ Who drinks 
British wines?” I do not suppose he 
drinks British wines. I do not drink 
British wines myself ; but a good many 
people do ; and I submit that it is a fraud 
that the maker of gin should be taxed 


500 per cent. on his product, while the | 


deleterious stuff turned out by the manu- 
facturers of British wines is practically 
taxed nothing at all. If these wines 
were taxed, the produce of the tax might 
go to the reduction of local taxation. 
Thousands of acres are going out of cul- 
tivation, and I agree with my hon. 
friend the Member for the Newport Divi- 
sion that the difficulty and danger to the 
agricultural interest is not so much high 
taxes and low prices, but the absolute 
impossibility of getting men to work the 
land. 


Captain PRETYMAN: The Board 
of Inland Revenue furnish an annual 
Return showing the materials used by 
every firm of brewers in the country, 
but that Return does not make public the 
names of the firms. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would confer a_ great 
benefit, not only on the agricultural in- 
terest, but on the community at large, if, 
in that Return, he published the names of 
the firms, so that the public might know 
which houses they should go to for cheir 
beer if they like their beer made of hops 
and malt. This question is intimately 
bound up with that of tied houses ; for a 
large number of public-houses are now 
the property of firms of brewers. There 
is no certainty at present as to what these 
firms of brewers use in making their beer. 
If it was known that such and such firms 
only used malts and hops, and other firms 
maize or rice, or other like decoctions, 
that would be more effective than a tax 
on sugar in promoting the use of barley, 
for sugar is not so much a substitute 
for barley as maize and rice. 


Mr. Rk. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow): It is a great pity that the Con- 
servative party did not deal with the 
Malt Tax, but unfortunately they left 
it to Mr. Gladstone, who allowed beer to 
be made of different materials than malt 
and hops. It is a remarkable fact that 
the Board of Inland Revenue tested 
Letween 2,000 and 3,000 samples of 


beer, and did not find a single one to be 
adulterated ; whereas, it is the opinion of 


Major Rasch, 
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| people throughout the country that beer 
lis largely adulterated. The explanation 
of that is that the beer-drinkers do not 
| like the beer made from maize and rice, 
| When the Commission was appointe:: 
|they did not take the evidence of the 
“man in the street,” who is really the 
best judge of beer. The men in this 
| House may be very good judges of any- 
thing else ; but very few are good judges 
of beer. Farmers and labourers are of 
opinion that beer made from maize and 
‘rice gives them a furred tongue and 
headaches in the morning, while beer 
made from malt and hops makes them do 
their work all the better. It was due to 
the right hon. the Member for West 
Monmouth that labourers were allowed 
to brew their own beer, free of duty, if 
they lived in houses of £8 rent or under. 
In my own constituency there are 1,200 
labourers who brew their own beer. [ 
think we are much indebted to the right 
hon. the Member for West Monmouth 
for what he said about tied houses, 
There is no doubt that if we had only 
one beverage to drink in this House, we 
would soon strike against it. If we had 
more competition we should have better 
beer. 


Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, §.): I 
do not propose to follow hon. Gentlemen 
opposite in their discussion of the war 
policy. We are discussing the war tax, 
and there seems to be a difference of 
opinion as to who should have to pay it. 
I recollect that when the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 
mouth proposed to increase the beer tax 
in 1894 he said it would be a tax on the 
brewers, and that they were well able to 
afford it ; but the right hon. Gentleman 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer 
says that his beer tax will fall on the con- 
sumer. It seems to me that those 
gentlemen who discuss the profits of the 
brewing trade forget that a large pro- 
portion of that trade is now organised in 
public companies. A few of the larger 
_corporatiovs do carry on their operations 
with profit which exceeds the average; 
but I have a Return taken from the official 
register of all the public brewing com- 
panies, and I find that it works out a 
| profit of something like 8 per cent. on 
'the capital Ore of the important 
| witnesses before the Royal Commission 
stated that the average profits, in his 
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experience, upon the total capital em- 
ployed in breweries was only 6} per cent. 
When you include in the breweries one 
or two larger corporations where the 
profit is very much above the average, it 
will be seen that the average profit is not 
excessive, while some companies earn a 
very small profit indeed. It must be 
remembered that the directors of these 
public companies have the interest of 
their shareholders to consider, and 
have to determine in what way the 
tax is to be met. During the last 
twenty years there has been an_ in- 
crease of 40 per cent. in taxation on 
beer. The first beer duty was 6s. 3d. per 
barrel, but in 1889 the standard of gravity 
was lowered from 10°57 to 10°55, which 
was equal to an increase of taxation of 
3d. per barrel. In 1894, when the duty 
was increased by 6d. a barrel, it stood 
nominally at 6s. 9d. per barrel, but in 
reality at 7s. ; and the shilling now pro- 
posed to be added will bring the tax up 
to 8s. a barrel. Corresponding with this 
increase of taxation there has been, as is 
well known, a decrease in the price of 
materials. There have been fluctuations in 
the price of all agricultural produce, but 
the fluctuation, on the whole, in the price 
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the decrease in the price of materials has 
been brought about in many instances by 
a larger resort to substitutes for barley, 
and the price of barley had to follow its 
rivals to a lower level. Then, some 
brewers have not been careful in main- 
taining the density of the ales to the exact 
standard, and perhaps some have lowered 
the standard ; but in my opinion the limit 
of that process has been reached, and no 
further reduction can be made in the cost 
of production. A considerable quantity 
of material is used which is too cheap 
from the point of view of quality, and I 
do not think it will be possible, with our 
present knowledge of chemistry, to use any 
cheaper materials and yet maintain the 
standard of the ale. As to whether the 
tax is to be paid wholly by the consumer 
or wholly by the brewer, it appears to me 
that the limit to economy in manufacture 
having been reached, a large proportion 
of the tax will, in the ordinary course of 
trade, be cast on the shoulders of con- 
sumers. 
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Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 223 ; 





of barley has been a decrease. 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
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O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Parnell, John Howard 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond,John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 


| TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 


Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


whisky, in view of the fact that, while it 
was manufactured in Ireland, no whisky 


REDMOND, in | at all was manufactured in England, the 


moving to leave out “‘ United Kingdom” | consequence of which was that Ireland 


The views 


and insert “Great Britain,” said: What- | suffered very heavily from it. 


ever view might be taken of the matter | of the Irish representatives were already 
from a temperance point of view, it might | well known, and, therefore, it was useless 
be generally conceded that it was a most to labour the question ; but there was no 
unfair thing to put this additional tax on doubt whatever that the tax of sixpence 
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agalion on Irish whisky was altogther | head in Ireland. The result of the con- 


disproportionate as compared with a tax 
ofa shilling on English beer. Such a tax 


would lead to a very appreciable increase | 


in the price of whisky, whereas the 
shilling tax on a barrel of beer, though it 
might cause some increase in the price, 
would be almost infinitesimal compared 
with the increase which the consumers of 
Ireland would feel in the matter of whisky. 
No doubt the hon. Member for South Bel- 
fast and others who put temperance reform 
almost before any other question, would 
welcome the increased taxation, and no 
doubt that would be quite a legitimate 


proceeding provided it could be shown | 


that the additional taxation would lead 
to decreased consumption, but everyone 
was perfectly well aware that it would 
do nothing of the kind, for the reason 
that those who liked to drink whisky 
would not be deterred from doing so 
because they had to pay an_ increased 
price for it. The history of the taxation 
of whisky in ireland was somewhat 
curious. According to the best figures 
obtainable, the tax upon whisky in 1853 
amounted to 3s. 4d. a gallon. Since that 
date it had been more than trebled. In 
1853 an additional tax of eightpence was 
put on by Mr. Gladstone, which was fol- 
in 1854 by a further addition of &d., 
and this in its turn was followed in 1858 
by an additional tax of no less than 
2s. 10d., which was imposed by Sir 
Geo. Cornewall Lewis. The tax then 
stood at 8s. a gallon. In 1860 it 
was again increased to 10s., at which 
figure it remained for thirty years up to 
1890. It was further increased by 1s. 


in 1894, and in 1895 6d. was knocked off | 


by the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 


ber for West Monmouthshire on the dis- | 


tinct promise by that Gentleman that 
the reduction would only be temporary. 


From that it was painfully apparent that 


Irish whisky had been taxed to the utmost 
extremity. It was a popular idea in this 
country that Irishmen drank a great deal 
more than other people, but nothing was 
more untrue, and to say such a thing was 
a slander on the Irish race, because the 


figures at the disposal of the House of | 
Commons would prove conclusively that | 
the consumption per head of alcohol was | 


far greater in Great Britain than in Ire- 
land. The consumption of whisky was 
about the same, but the consumption of 
beer in Great Britain was thirty gallons 
per head as against sixteen gallons per 


| tinual increase of the taxation of whisky 
in Ireland had been to very greatly de- 
crease the prosperity of that country, as 
would be seen from the fact that, in 
1835, Ireland possessed ninety-one dis- 
tilleries, a great many of which had now 
disappeared. Everyone, whether they 
were temperance advocates or not, must 
admit that the decrease in the number of 
distilleries was a sign of the decreasing 
prosperity of the country. Years ago a 
very large trade existed in the distillation 
of whisky in Ireland, giving employment 
to a large number of people, but with the 


decrease in the number of distilleries 
that employment had largely  dis- 
appeared. In the year just closed, 


about 43 millions of gallons of whisky 
had been produced in Ireland, the in- 
creased taxation on which would mean 
£116,988. Such an amount to the Irish 
people generally, who had to pay it, was 
avery serious matter, and it was most 
unfair that such an enormous sum should 
be placed on one of the few remaining 
industries of Ireland. This tax could not 
be said in any way to promote the cause 
of temperance, because however high the 
tax on whisky might be, it would not 
prevent those who so desired from 
drinking it, but it would discourage the 
whisky-producing industry in Ireland and 
by so doing would be likely to throw a 
great many out of employment. In view 
of the way in which, ever since 1853, Irish 
whisky had been taxed, and having re- 
gard to the decreasing number of dis- 
tilleries in Ireland, Irish Members could 
not view without alarm the proposals now 
made by the Chancellor of the Exchequer. 
The matter had been so _ thoroughly 
threshed out that it was useless to 
labour the subject. In conclusion he 
would make an earnest appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman whether, in view 
of the facts to which he had alluded, 
and also the fact that distilling was one 
ot the few remaining industries in Ireland, 
the right hon. Gentleman could not find 
some other commodity on which to place 
this tax ; or, if indeed he must tax Irish 
whisky, he would make the tax more 
uniform with the tax on beer, the brewing 
of which was an English industry. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 4, line 29, to leave out the words 
‘The United Kingdom,’ in order to insert the 
| words ‘Great Britain’ instead thereof.” —(M~. 
| William Redmond.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
‘the United Kingdom’ stand part of the 
clause.” 


Mr. FLYNN, in supporting the 
Amendment, said he did not wish to 
occupy the time of the Committee at 
great length, as others who thought with 
him also desired to speak on this im- 
portant subject. It appeared to him that 
the Treasury regarded this tax as one 
which could be stretched to any extent 
they desired. A man whose name was 
before the public very much at the 
present time had stated before the 
Financial Relations Committee that the 
tax on spirits was from two-thirds to 
three-fourths of the price of spirits, 
whilst the tax on beer only amounted to 
one-sixth of the price. It was under 
those circumstances that the Government 
now proposed to impose a further tax of 
sixpence a gallon on Irish whisky. One 
would have thought that the taxation of 
spirits had heen carried far enough. For 
eighty years it had been intermittently 
increasing, and only once, in 1894, was it 
reduced, and then only by sixpence a 
gallon. In 1835 the tax on spirits in 
this country was 7s. a gallon, and to 
Ireland 2s. 4d.; in 1858 it was, in 
England, 8s., and in Ireland for the first 
time the taxation was assimilated, and 
the tax there was raised to &s. also, 
and it now stood at 10s. 6d. a 
gallon. From 1810 to 1899 the 
taxation had been increased ninety 
per cent., though starting from 1835 the 
increase on taxation in whisky amounted 
to something like 400 per cent. It was 
a strange and significant fact, in view of 
the debate upon the Bill before the 
House, that every article which was 
more commonly consumed in Ireland 
than elsewhere was subjected to the 
heaviest tax. It might be a coincidence, 
but it was nevertheless true, and such 
coincidences told against the resources 
and prosperity of the Irish people. It was 
obvious from the history of the country 
that the large increase in the taxation of 
Ireland was due to the legislation from 
1850 to 1860, when the taxation was 
assimilated and the income tax extended 
to Ireland. In the General Report of the 


Royal Commission there were some 
remarks by Mr. Sexton, who said that 
whether tea, tobacco, beer, or whisky 
were luxuries—— 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
The kon. Member must confine himself to. 
the clause before the House. 


Mr. FLYNN pointed out that he was 
endeavouring to do so. The arguments 
ot the advocates of the tax was that 
whisky was not a necessity. Whether 
tea, tobacco, beer, or whisky were luxuries 
or not was a question which could 
not be answered. The question was, 
whether in selecting articles to be 
taxed articles should be _ selected 
which were more commonly consumed 
in different countries. The English 
national beverage was beer. The House 
had heard a most glowing panegyric on 


the subject of pure beer from an hon. 


Gentleman on the Government side of the 
House, and Irish Members might sing the 
praise of good Irish whisky. On_ beer 
only a shilling a barrel was going to be 
imposed, but on a gallon of whisky the 
tax was tobe sixpence. ‘There was some- 
thing very paltry in the way in which 
this taxation was imposed, and there was 
something most unfair in the position 
taken up by the predominant partner in 
the matter. It was said that this tax 
would press no more hardly on the Irish 
people than on the English, but the reply 
to that was that whisky was more com- 
monly consumed in Ireland than in this 


country, and the result was that instead 


of having an indiscriminate taxation in 
Ireland it was carefully discriminated as 
against the man who drinks whisky. It 
was owing to the high duty placed 
upon whisky that such an increased 
quantity of new and impure and_ bad 
spirit, which mostly came into Belfast, 
had been put on to the market. When 
the distillers were able to make a good 
article and to bond it, the consumers 
obtained a sound article distilled 
from malt, and not burning — spirit. 
Within a year something approaching 
a million of money had been paid in duty 
in Belfast on what was termed silent 
spirit (proof) imported into Belfast ; to 
this burning spirit Irish whisky was 
afterwards mixed, and it was exported to 
England as good Irish whisky. A 
spirit made on the continent from foreign 
grain, maize, and potatoes, was imported 
into Belfast at one shilling a gallon duty 
and exported as good Irish whisky or 
Highland whisky—and all the corrup- 
tion and adulteration from which the 
trade was now suffering, and which led 
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to the most frightful abuses, was due to | in bond, and, of course, in wood, so that 
When sixty | the original impurity, commonly called 
years ago the duty on Irish whisky was | fusil oil, should be chemically decomposed. 


the high duties on whisky. 


2s. 4d. a gallon, there was a phrase coined | 
that there was not a headache in a hogs- | 
head of it, which meant that if a man was | 


He did not know what the hon. Baronet 
would think of the pure spirit he had 
endeavoured to describe. He had heard 


foolish or greedy enough to drink to| that if a man was fatigued a drop of 
excess, 80 pure was the spirit and so little | honest Irish whisky or Highland whisky, 
the deleterious effects that the next day | mixed with a little distilled water or pure 
no ill effects were felt. It was now | water, was a far better drink than any 
common knowledge that there was a vast | cup of tea or coffee that could be got. If 
amount of bad spirit placed on the | alcohol was to be consumed in any form 
market, which had a most pernicious | it was better that it should be pure. At 
effect on those who consumed it in too | present they held upa temptation to every 
large quantities. It was this spirit that | distiller to put on the market an article 
largely accounted for the squabbles which | that paid them, but which was injurious 


occurred in the Irish markets, and | to the health of the people of the United 
also for a large amount of the) Kingdom. 
misery which occurred in the towns | 


of England. The hon. Baronet asked 
what was a pure spirit. He took it that | 
a pure spirit was one that had been | 
obtained from pure malt by the pot still 


Question put. 


The Committee divided :—Ayes, 146 ; 


process, which was sutticiently matured 


Noes, 36. (Division List No. 86.) 
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Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 

Wilson, Frederick W. ( Norfolk) 

Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh. N .) 

Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

TELLERS FOR THE AYES—Mr, 
Anstruther and Mr. Fisher, 


NOES. 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Blake, Edward 

Claney, John Joseph 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 


Gibney, James 


Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 

Field, William (Dublin) 


Question proposed, “That Clause 7 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Mr. DALY said he believed that this 
particular clause would strike very hard 
against Ireland as compared with England. 
He found that if beer was taxed in propor- 
tion to its alcoholic strength with whisky, 
at least three times the tax would be put 
upon beer. He wished to remind the Com- 
mittee how fairly the American Parlia- 
ment taxed beer with regard to the late 
war. They put a dollar on the barrel 
of beer, whereas the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer only put on 1s., while 6d. was 
put on the gallon of whisky. Sir Edward 
Clarke was an eminent authority to 
whom great respect would be paid in that 
House. He stated that if an Englishman 
expended £4 2s. on drink, he only paid 
15s. 6d. taxation, whereas if an Irishman 
expended £2 15s., he gave to the taxa- 
tion 13s. 6d. The hon. Member thought 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer had 
been badly advised in adding to the duty 
on whisky. He could only protest 
against this tax. 


Mr. FLAVIN thought Irishmen were 
fully justitied in opposing an increase 
in the duty on whisky. The present 
duty was 10s. 6d. per gallon, and that 
was too high. If he might be permitted, 
he would point out that in his humble 
judgment the Government was not justi- 
fied in placing an additional duty on an 
article of consumption upon which the 


Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 


Hayden, John Patiick 

Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
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O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O’Connor,James( Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, John E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan. Donal (Westmeath) 
TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


present duty was 300 or 400 per cent. of 
the actual value. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I do not wish to 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman except 
when he is repeating, as he now is, what 
has been said by the previous speakers. 
There is a rule against repetition, and I 
warn the hon. Gentleman that he must 
not repeat the arguments used by previous 
speakers. 


Mr. FLAVIN said that having been 
absent from the House he was not aware 
that any other speaker had _ brought 
before the attention of the Committee 
the comparative amount of duty levied 
on whisky in Great Britain and other 
countries. He saw from a Return that 
the duty levied on whisky in the United 
Kingdom would be 1l1s., as compared 
with 6s. in Germany, 5s. 6d. in America, 
and 2s. 6d. in France. That was in itself 
a startling fact. The tax in the United 
Kingdom would be 500 per cent. more than 
in France. In Ireland they felt that the 
addition of 6d. per gallon on whisky was 
even a greater injustice than the addi- 
tional tax on beer. The amount of beer 
manufactured in [reland was nothing as 
compared with whisky. In the consump- 
tion of alcohol they were below the aver- 
age per head of the population of any part 
of Great Britain. It would seem that the 
ordinary working man in Ireland _pre- 
ferred whisky to beer, and if he paid 4d. 
for a glass 300 per cent. of that money— 
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Mr. FLAVIN : Then it is our duty and 


was carried, would go into the Imperial | our right to stand up and make these 
| protests. 


Exchequer. Instead of getting redress 
from the Imperial Government, they were 
now asked to increase their large con- 
tribution for Imperial purposes. Ireland 
contributed 15s. 11d. per head of the 
population, and with a decreasing popu- 
lation and increasing taxation was it any 


wonder that they should say that they | 
were entitled to exceptional treatment | 


and certain abatements under the Act of 
Union 2 It seemed to be a continuous 
stream of taxation, so far as Ireland was 
concerned. They had increased the 
taxation on tobacco—— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN :The hon Member, 
[ hope, will not pursue that line of argu- 
ment. I have warned him already not to 
repeat anything that has been said by 
those who preceded him. 


Mr. FLAVIN : With all due respect, I 
have not discussed the question of tobacco ; 
I only mentioned it. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
will continue his remarks upon the clause. 
He must not discuss the action of the 
Chairman. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I am not questioning 
your authority at all. Itis our duty to 
stand up here and make these protests 
against the increase of taxation. We have 
no other means of showing that we are 
doing our duty towards our constituents 
unless we stand up and make a protest 
against what we think not only an un- 


| reasonable but an unfair addition to the 


taxation. I consider the duty on whisky 
excessively high already. We know the 
purpose for which the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer asks the increase, 
but we cannot consider his position or 
the position of the Government. What 
we have to consider is our position as 
Irish representatives, and we have to 
revent the increase of taxation on the 
frish people as a whole. 





*TuHE CHAIRMAN: The question is 
that Clause 7 stand part of the Bill. 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 126 ; 
(Division List No. 87.) 
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Doogan, P. C. 


Clause 8 :— 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.) formally 


moved to omit Clause 8. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I think the 


clause placed on the Paper by the hon. 


Member for West Islington is an improve- | 


ment on the clause which deals with the 
subject in the Bill, and I will therefore 
agree to this Amendment. 


Question, “That Clause 8 stand part 
of the Bill,” put and negatived. 


Clause 9 :— 


Question propesed—“ That Clause 9 | 


stand part of the Bill.” 


*Sm ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 5.) : 
In formally moving my Amendment to 
omit Clause 9, I hope I need do no more 
than take this opportunity of thanking 
the right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer for the willingness with 
which he has, since the original debate 
on the Budget, considered certain objec- 
tions which were pointed out to him by 
myself and others in regard to the 


propesed stamp duty on __ brokers’ 
notes. 1 thank him for the courtesy 
and attention he has shown in listen- 
ing to the arguments put _ before 


him by deputations from the London 


/Chamber of Commerce, and some pro- 
vincial chambers of commerce, for the 
right hon. Gentleman has spared no pains 
to arrive at the gist of the real questions 


at issue, and to see that there was some 


foundation for the objection raised against 
this matter. I hope the result of the 
representations made to him upon this sub- 
ject, and his further inquiries into it will 
convince him that, while the revenue would 


/not have gained materially trom his pro- 


posal, on the other hand, trade would 
have been greatly inconvenienced by it. 
Under these circumstances, knowing as I 
do how much regard he has for the com- 
merce of the country, I trust he will see 
his way not to persist in his proposal, but 
to allow this clause to be omitted. I 
think the thanks of the whole commercial 


‘community are due to him for having 


heard so patiently what has been said 
upon this subject, and for having expressed 
his willingness to remove objections if 
they really existed, and to listen to any- 
thing which was advanced in the interests 
of commerce. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH : I am obliged 
for the hon. Member’s reference to what 
I have done in this matter. I have been 
convinced by the further information that 
has reached me that the proposed duty 
would not have the effect I intended. 
My desire was that the tax on produce 
brokers’ contract notes should he pre- 
cisely of the same kind as that on Stock 
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Exchange contracts. I have, however, | steps he intends to take for filling up that 
been satisfied by the information conveyed | gap. 

tome by the deputations from London, 

Liverpool, and Manchester, and from) *sip M. HICKS BEACH: The revenue 
other sources, that the effect would not} of the present year has been even more 
he the same, for whereas the stamp duty | productive than I anticipated. There 
on Stock Exchange transactions is paid | wiJ], therefore, in all probability, be an 
by the parties to the contract, it would, | increase from various sources which will 
in the other case, practically have to be ‘more than make up the £150,000 at which 
paid by the produce brokers. This is I estimated this tax. 

due to the fact that, while the Stock | 


( 2 is + corporation, the | es a a at vee 
Exchange is a close corp ier Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
roduce market is an open market in : : 8 
= - 9. al, | 1 desire to congratulate the Chancellor of 
which others besides brokers can take : 5 e 

| the Exchequer upon having consented to 
rt. I do not propose to press the ns ‘ 
. : . ‘the omission of this clause, because I 
matter further, though I never considered | (). |’. se ; 
: think it shows a disposition to entertain 
that it would have such an effect on trade | 3 
representations of a reasonable character. 
and commerce as the hon. Member for é ; 

1 . , 1. hope this augurs well for certain sug 

Islington seems to think. It is not a } ; 
© . . and I will | gestions which [ have put on the Paper. 
very great financial matter, and I wi Thi : th 

: ae is tax was estimated to produce 
only add that I do not propose to make | ;,- : 

y . Parli | £150,000 a year, and it has been stated 
any further suggestion to Parliament on | “" Ce el aetieae 

: a -. + | that that estimate might be a mistake. 
the matter this year, but I will see if I 2 : 

an deal with it upon a future occasion. | If it only produced that amount it must 
= I ~ "be wrong. This is a little illustration of 

sae cual "7 what I ventured to point out the other 

*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, Toxteth, E.) : |day, and that is the weakness of the 
As I had the honour of introducing to | Chancellor of the Exchequer in dealing 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer a deputa- | with high commercial finance. I think if 
tion representing commercial interests in | there had been a little city knowledge in 
Liverpool, I shouid like to associate myself | the Treasury this tax would never have 
with what has been said by my hon. friend | een proposed. The tax was no sooner 
the Member for Islington, and to acknow- proposed than its uselessness was demon- 
ledge the courtesy and consideration which | strated. I only rose to congratulate the 
has been shown Sy the Chancellor of the Ghancellor of the Exchequer upon having 
Exchequer in this matter, and to assure shown such a readiness to recognise his 
him that his action will be highly appre- mistake and withdraw from the position 
ciated by the commercial community in he took up. 

Liverpooi. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- | is one word which has not been said about 
dee): Ido not know that the Chancellor avi matter. ld re ae of the 
of the Exchequer has made it very clear “xchequer told us that he dic not con- 

he H hie this Gin clhinaiel mak toll sider it would be necessary in this 
eee seamen Same: 5 ges ene nade Budget to replace this tax by some other. 
upon the broker. There is one point | take it that he has decided to make a 
about which we have had no explanation, | clean withdrawal of it. He has told us 
and that is how the Chancellor of the in his short speech that he intends to 
Exchequer proposes to fill up the gap return to the subject next year. I think 
created by the abandonment of this clause. | we ought to have some additional infor- 
I think he estimated that it would pro- | mation about these stamp duties and their 
duce £150,000 a year, but I have been | result, and I should like the Chancellor 
told that the product would have been of the Exchequer to grant‘a Return about 
enormously larger than this estimate. I them, especially as he has said that it 
have been told this by people in the trade. may be necessary to return to this matter 
At all events the loss of £150,000 a year a year hence. When one looks at this 
does create a serious gap in the financial question as it stands in the Return there 
proposals of the Chancellor of the Ex- are a couple of pages of small print about 
chequer, and in the short speech he has stamp duties of almost every kind, and 
made he has given us no indication of the , why they were put on I do not think 


VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH Series.) © X 





515 Finance {COMMONS} Bill. 516 


any man knows. It would be a good; Question proposed, “ That these words 
thing if the Chancellor of the Exchequer | be there inserted.” 

would give us an opportunity of study- 

ing the matter by furnishing a Return gir RICHARD WEBSTER saj d that 
showing the produce of these taxes, 80 these words were not necessary, and if 
that the country may understand them they were inserted they would have no 
when any proposal of this kind is brought effect, and would not achieve the object 
forward in the future. I desire to thank which the hon. Member had in view 

the right hon. Gentleman for the com- : 
plete way in which he has withdrawn his 


proposal. Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 


7 after what had fallen from the Attorney 
Clause put, and negatived. General he would not press his Amend- 
‘ ment, and asked leave to withdraw it. 
Clause 10 :— 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said that 
before moving his Amendments he 
wished to ask the Attorney General what Sir RICHARD WEBSTER said he 
view he took of them, and whether he | proposed to introduce a drafting Amend- 
could accept any one of them. ‘The third ment, as it had been pointed out that the 
one was the Amendment to which he at-| words in the section might otherwise be 


tached most importance. insufficient. He proposed in line 30 to. 
‘insert the word “divested” after 
Amendment proposed— “assured.” The other alterations would 


“In page 10, line 26, to leave out the words | be purely consequential, 
‘or any other person.’ ”—(Mr. Gibson Bovles.) 


: ; Amendment agreed to. 
Question proposed, “ That the words © 


proposed to be left out stand part of the | 


oA Other Amendments made. 
clause. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir | Mk. GIBSON BOWLES moved to 
Ricuarp Wesster, Isle of Wight): It insert in line 34, after the words last in- 
may be convenient for me to state here serted, . by the deceased. He said that 
that it is not possible for the Govern- the whole history of the twelve months. 
ment to accept any of these Amend- limitation which was applied by the 
ments. original Act as to bestowing _ pro- 
; perty before death, showed that it 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. was never contemplated to charge 

aa lee , ‘duty in such a case as was now 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES, in moving a proposed. It was assumed that when a 
further Amendment, contended that the gift was made twelve months before 
words he proposed to add were necessary death, whether the donor knew he was 
because, although the whole estate might dying or not, was a donutio mortuis causa, 
not pass, the whole duty might be or a gift with the object of defeating the 
charged. If that was already secured | purpose of the Act, and in consequence it 
without these words, he did not wish to | was provided by the original Act that the 
move, andif the Attorney General would | assumption should be ani that every- 
assure him that that was so he would | thing a man gave away twelve months 
withdraw his Amendment. It seemed to pefore his death should be deemed a 
him that unless those words were intro-| qonatio mortuis causu, and charged with 
duced there might be some ambiguity, duty, But there was a limitation. The 
and his proposal was simply an amicable | Ac¢ of 1894 never did charge any duty 


suggestion. whatever on any transaction such as was 
contemplated by the section. It was not 
Amendment proposed— a section to meet evasion: evasion in 


“In page 5, line 29, after the words ‘death | such a connection was nonsense, and the 
of the deceased,’ to insert the words ‘to the | section imposed a new death duty 


xtent to which a benefit accrues or arises by | é : ; 
-ontecrlad of such estate or interest.’”—(Mr. | altogether. It was shutting an opening 
Gibson Bowles.) left in the Finance Act. of. L894, anda 


Mr. Lough. 





517 


new 
Cha 
ting 
opp 
Con 
be [ 
gift, 
thre 
tiel 
man 
reba 
the 
was 
with 
six } 
Whe 
Reve 
its ec 
to |b 
atten 
that 
man 
withi 
was | 
prope 
existe 
a m 
trans! 
Was ti 
to eve 
mean 
that 
deceas 
had d 
was al 
the m 
proper 
of bar 
with 
childre 
month 
to do 1 
duty s 
But th 
posed 1 
Ahad 
hot cor 
Was no 
a bette 
been ¢ 
for the 


Ame 


“In ( 
words la 
—(Mr. ¢ 


Ques 
be thers 








he 


ld 


to 
in- 
lat 
hs 
he 


ro- 


ee 
OW 
la 
ore 
vas 
Sl, 
the 
it 
the 
ry- 
ths 
nif 
ith 
Che 
uty 
was 
not 
1 in 
the 
uty 
ing 
ida 





517 Finance 


new duty was being imposed by the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, who dis- | 


tinguished himself by an intermittent 
opposition to the Bill of 1894 while in 
Committee. He contended that it should 
be proved that the gift was a death-bed 
gift, and that they should not throw the 


thread of their assumption over the last | 


twelve months of the man’s life. Ifa 
man gave a bracelet to his wife or a 
rebatement to his tenant, or put a gift in 


the plate at church, the assumption now | 


was that such a gift would be charged 
with duty. Settled property for the last 


six years was not charged with duty. | 


When the Act was first passed the Inland 
Revenue Officers who were charged with 
its construction thought the duty ought 
to be charged, but in the only two 


attempts made, it was held by the courts | 


that duty was not chargeable when a 
man surrendered his life interest, even 
within twelve months of his death. It 
was now proposed to extend to settled 
property the same assumption which 
existed as regarded personal property. If 
a man possessed a life interest and 
transferred it to the remainderman, that 
was to be treated as a fraudulent attempt 
to evade the law, otherwise there was no 
meaning in theclause. He maintained 
that the transfer should 
deceased himself, and unless the deceased 
had divested himself of his property it 
was absurd to extend the assumption in 
the manner proposed. ‘Take the case of 
property settled on A for life, or, in case 
of bankruptey, on his wife and children 
with remainder to C. The wife and 
children surrendered to C within twelve 
months of A’s death and A had nothing 
todo with it. Was there any reason why 
duty should be charged in such a case ? 
But the Chancellor of the Exchequer pro- 
posed to charge it on the assumption that 


not concerned. He (Mr. Gibson Bowles) 
was not a lawyer, but unless he could get 


been given him, he should have to press 
for the inclusion of these words. 
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Str RICHARD WEBSTER said he 
really could not accept the disclaimer of 
knowledge on the part of his hon. friend, 
because out of the House he was always 
writing to the papers to show that he, 
and he alone, was able to put the law 
officers of the Crown right. [{Mr. Grsson 
BowLEs: That is not true.| If his hon. 
friend were not a lawyer, he was certainly 
better than half a lawyer. He was very 
glad to receive the criticisms of his hon. 
friend, and would also be glad, if possible, 
to meet his views. He was not going to 
talk about fraud or evasion with reference 
to the clause; there was no moral or 


other obliquity in not paying a tax which 


was not due, and if a man did not come 


| within the terms of the Act he was not 


bound to pay the tax. Avoidance of the 
Act was perfectly legitimate, but the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer was doing 
his best to stop the possibility of avoid- 
ance where it was intended that the tax 
should be chargeable. There was no 
question of a new tax of any kind. The 
position was very simple. Ever since the 
Act of 1881, if a man_ possessed of 
£100,000 worth of Consols first within 
three months, and now within twelve 
months of his death, gave them away 
with no idea of evading the tax, 
the estate did not get out of liability 
to duty. A somewhat anomalous 
state of things arose after the passing of 
the Act in 1894, owing to two cases in 
which the House of Lords decided that, 
though a man only gave away a life 


‘interest and thereby prevented events 


happening which would have rendered 
the tax payable, still the life interest was 
to be deemed not to have been given 
That their position was logical 
could not be disputed, and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer was only putting settled 


| property as far as he could in the same 
Ahad done an act in which really he was | 


position as free property, and to provide 
that the fact that a man gave away 


| £100,000 within twelve months of his 
a better explanation than had previously | 


death did not prevent his executor from 
having to pay estate duty. There was 


_no intention whatever of imposing a new 


duty; they were simply stopping a hole 


Amendment proposed— 


“In Clause 10, page 5, line 34, after the 
words last inserted, to insert ‘by the deceased.’ | 
—Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 


Question proposed, ‘“ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


| which had been left open when the Act of 
| 1894 was passed, and which ought to be 


stopped, on every principle of equality and 
justice. If he might speak on behalf of 


'the Inland Revenue authorities, he was 


very much obliged to his hon. friend for 
having pointed out the necessity of keep- 
ing in the words “or any other person,” 


X 2 
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for his hon. friend very ingeniously | combined to get rid of the estate duty ; 
pointed out what might have happened if but it was quite possible that the re- 
a life interest had been transferred to a , mainderman might be a hostile party, in 
third person. His hon. friend had shown | which case there would be no combination 
in his speech that it was absolutely and no danger of the revenue being de- 
necessary to retain the words “or other frauded. It might also well happen that 
person.” He could not understand why, a person might have it in his power to 
if a life interest were surrendered or take the estate during the life of the per- 
conveyed away within twelve months of | son who had a life interest in it and with- 
death, it should not be liable to pay duty | out his consent. There was, he under- 
as if it had not been disposed of at all. | stood, some method in English law in 
He thought his hon. friend would see that which a debt could be enforced against a 
it was not intended to impose a new tax, | life interest even to the extent of putting 
and also that he himself had made it per- up that interest for sale. Under such 
fectly clear to the House that it was circumstances it would be very unjust to 
necessary to retain the words to which treat such a transaction as if it were a 
he had referred. voluntary transfer, and he thought the 
word “divesting ” would cover that class 
of case. The words already in the clause 
were wide enough, and there might be 
some danger in the word now proposed. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment proposed— 

“In page 5, line 36, after the word ‘assur- Sirk RICHARD WEBSTER said that 
ance’ to insert the word ‘divesting.’”-—(Zhe the word must now be inserted, because 
Attorney General.) otherwise the clause would not read 
‘correctly ; but he would consider before 
the Report stage whether any danger 
might attach to the introduction of the 
word. He would take the best opinion he 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) said possibly could as to the meaning of the 
before the word was finally added to the word. 
section he thought the Committee should | 
understand what it really meant. The! Question put, and agreed to. 
Finance Act was the most complex Act 
on the Statute Book, and he himself Clause 10, as amended, agreed to. 
could not remember its contents for two 
consecutive days. It was full of pitfalls | Clause 11 :— 
for the unwary, and it had struck him | 
that there might be some danger in the) Mr. MAURICE HEALY moved to 
word “divest.” He quite understood | delete the first sub-section of Clause 11. 
the objects of the clause, and had nothing He thought the fourth section of the 
to say against its policy, but he thought Finance Act of 1894 was very just, and 
the introduction of the word “divest” | there did not seem to be any ground 
would extend its scope somewhat whatever for altering it. As he under- 
further than perhaps was meant. stood its effect, it was that if a man had 
The words already in the clause’ two estates, one his own and the other 
“surrender, assurance or disposition,” only a life interest, which would pass at 
contemplated a voluntary surrender, | his death, not in virtue of any disposition 
not a surrender in the sense of being made by him, but by a disposition of the 
made for valuable consideration, but an original owner, who might be a total 
act discharged of the free will of the per- stranger, then, according to the Finance 
son surrendering. What he feared was Act of 1894, the two estates would be 
that the word “divest” would cover the separately aggregated. What was unjust 
class of case in which the divesting was, and unreasonable in that to induce the 
effected by the operation of law, without Government to make a change! He 
any reference whatever to the person thought it was a great hardship to impose a 
divested. The clause was intended to tax upon heirs, or next-of-kin, of a deceased 
deal with the case of a life interest with person, merely because the deceased was, 
remainder to a friendly party, where the | during his life, the owner of an estate 
tenant for life and the remainderman which at his death passed, not to next- 


Sir Richard IV ebster. 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘divesting’ be there inserted. 
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of-kin at all, but to strangers. The pre- 
sent law was just, reasonable, and equit- 
able, and there was no ground whatever 
for the proposed change. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 3, to leave out sub-section 
(1). —(Ur. Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed -‘‘That sub-section 
(1) stand part of the Clause.” 


THe SOLICITOR GENERAL (Sir 
Ropert FINLAy, Inverness Burghs): I 
can assure the hon. Member that this 
matter has received the most careful con- 
sideration, and that there is a general 
agreement that this sub-section is neces- 
sary in order to prevent the inequitable 
working of the Act of 1894. I may say 
that the matter was inquired into by a 
Committee on which [ had the honour of 
sitting with my friend the Member for 
the Woodbridge Division, the hon. and 
learned Member for Dumfries Burghs, 
my hon. and learned friend the Member 
for Haddington, and the Chairman of the 
Board of Inland Revenue ; and the Com- 
mittee unanimously recommended _ that 
this change in the law should be made. I 
think I can explain ina very few words 
why the change is necessary. The 
general law provides that all property is 
aggregated, but from that an exception was 
made by a proviso in the Finance Act 
of 1894. That proviso was no doubt in- 
tended to benefit the immediate family 
of the deceased, but it was so curiously 
worded that it has had in practice the 
effect of benefiting collaterals; and 
therefore property which goes to a 
stranger was not aggregated. There is 
nothing to justify such an exceptional 
advantage being conferred upon collaterals 
which is not conferred upon the imme- 
diate family of the deceased. Suppose 
that settled property passes to the eldest 
son, and the free property to a younger 
son; aggregation takes place. The 
clause, however, is so worded that pro- 
perty passing to the several sons is 
aggregated, while there is no aggregation 
ot property which passes to a collateral, 
even though that collateral takes all the 
free property. It is impossible to allow 
such a state of law to continue. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES 


said the 


Solicitor General had forgotten that if the | 
collaterals benefit by the segregation of | 


the property, so did the lineals, for the 


Marcu 1900} 


| round. 
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effect was to diminish the rate of duty all 
The whole point of aggregation 
lay in this: that by aggregation they 
increased the rate of duty under this 
blessed, beneficent, heaven-sent system 
of aggregation invented by the right hon. 
Member for West Monmouth. He could 
not, for the life of him, understand 
why this sub-section was introduced, 
unless it were as another screwing up 
of the Act. When they were on the 
other side of the House, when the Act of 
1894 was being passed, they encouraged 
the present Chancellor of the Exchequer, 
and he had in turn encouraged them, to 
resist it, and they had discussed it for long 
and weary months ; but no sooner did the 
right hon. Gentleman get into office than 
he went clean over to the enemy. It re- 
minded him of the 450 prophets of Baal, 
and he alone was left to serve the Lord. 
Now why was this desire to screw up the 
Act at this point? What the Act did 
was to aggregate all the property which 
passed at the death of the deceased, with 
a certain exception—the property in 
which the deceased never had any interest 
whatever. What was proposed was not 
to exempt from duty the property which 
the deceased never had, but from aggrega- 
tion with other property which he did 
have. He was aware that that sounded 
like a passage from a comic opera, but it 
was the fact. Also, if there was any 
property which, under some settlement 
not made by himself, passed by his death 
to people other than his own family, then 
that was not to be aggregated. Now, 
mark what that meant. Brown left 
property for life to Jones, and on Jones’s 
death to a hospital, say, for distressed 
Chancellors of the Exchequer, or for an 
epileptic asylum. But when the life 
tenant died there was an absolute extine- 
tion of his whole interest in it. Why 
should that be aggregated with his 
other property ? Now came in the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer, who proposed 
to get rid of the saving clause ‘This 
matter of aggregation was no new one. 
Again and again he had proposed that 
the property disposed of by the deceased 
should be aggregated together to make 
one estate, which either belonged to the 
deceased in fact, or which belonged to 
him in effect. It was quite right that 
that should be aggregated, but not 
otherwise, so as to raise the rate of duty. 
He believed that that was the only 
logical solution of this very difficult 
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question of aggregation. The Solicitor which rested in different hands. The onl 
General did not defend the clause. What | Practical and sensible method of dealing with 


he said was that it had been drawn up 
by a Comm ttee. Let them look at the 
constitution of that Committee. First of 
all, there was the Solicitor General him- 
self; then there was the Attorney 
General and the late Attorney General, 
who was one of the wicked authors of 


the Act—the one man to whom it was | 


owing the Act passed through the House 
on account of his amiable methods of 
making concessions. 
hon. and learned Member for Haddington- 
shire, who was no better than one of the 
wicked ; who, indeed, invented Clause 2 
over the comedy of which the Attorney 
General and the First Lord of the Trea- 


sury never tired of making jokes and | 


gibes, although they did not think it a 
matter of joking now. Then there was 
the Chairman of the Board of  In- 
land Revenue, who was an _ interested 


party; and there was a_ noble 
Lord who had gone out to serve 


in South Africa, who, of course, was a 
satellite of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. 
ment, which he had put down again and 
again, suggesting what he considered to 
be the only true and fair method of 
aggregation ; and they reported that it 
would make great inroads on the death 
duties. He was informed that they 
privately said that his Amendment was 
the only logical solution, but in their 
published Report that did not appear, for 


of course they felt that it cut the ground | 


from their own amendment. He had 
another and a last argument. 


said, he had always urged that the aggre- 


gation should be contined either to the | 


property which the deceased owned him- 


self, or to property of which he had the | 


power to dispose, and of which he did 
dispose. But that was nothing like so 
far as the present Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in the virtuous days of Opposi- 


tion, proposed ; namely, to have separate | 


aggregation for every separate settle- 
: y € 

ment. The Attorney General said on the 

7th June, 1894, with that air of authority 

which the Committee remembered so 

well— 


“The Committee stood face to face with | 


this difficulty, that the Government were seek- 
ing to aggregate properties of a different 


kind ”— 
exactly the same thing as he had said— 


Then there was the | 


the case was to require that property passing 
by settlement should be sgareguted sepa- 
rately.”* 
Now that was just what he had said ; but 
the argument which the right hon. 
Gentleman made use of in 1894 seemed 
to become weak and inadequate in 1900, 
What had happened co him? The argu- 
ment addressed to the House by the right 
| hon. Gentleman had actually led him 


| first to suggest the Amendment which the 





| right hon. Gentleman and his colleague 
| now united to reject. He was surprised, 
_he was shocked, at seeing those two right 
/ hon. Gentlemen now proposing to adore 
'the very gods they had burned, and to 
| burn the gods they had adored. He was 
| shocked to see them proposing to take 
away the very necessary and _ proper 
| exemption of 1894, and to screw up the 
Act which, in their opinion, the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for West Mon- 


/mouthshire had made too indulgent to 


They considered his Amend- | 


As he had | 


owners of settled property. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) said he was 
sure the Committee would have some 
considerable sympathy with the mental 
attitude of the hon. Member for King’s 
Lynn, who was so shocked and pained at 
the sub-section of the clause under dis- 
cussion. He confessed that, to him, the 
spectacle of his hon. friend being, accord- 
ing to his own account, the only man left 
|in this country who served the Lord, 
‘and had not bowed down the knee to 
| Baal, was so affecting that he felt bound 
to get up and address the Committee. 
The principle of aggregation was exceed- 
ingly complicated, and unfair in operation. 
That resulted from the erroneous financial 
basis on which the Act of 1894 had been 
founded. Instead of proceeding on the 
sound and reasonable view of taxing what 
a man received—on the principle adopted 
in all the Colonial Taxing Acts in relation 
to death duties —thatAct proceeded on the 
‘irrational and illogical basis of taxing 

what a man left, or what he was deemed 
‘to leave. In proceeding on that footing 

they were lost in absurdities. Having 
adopted the deplorable and __ peculiar 
system of aggregation, it became neces- 
sary to make certain exemptions. When 
| they aggregated two estates the necessary 
| result was that they increased the taxation 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


“with different incidents, and the control of | Series], Vol. xxv., p. 653. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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on both ; but when they segregated two | 
estates the necessary result was to diminish | 
the taxation on both. Therefore you have | 
this curious result, that, though you may 
be perfectly right in diminishing the rate 
of taxation on one estate, you are forced | 
at the same time to diminish the rate of | 
taxation on another estate, on which you | 
desire to have the taxation undiminished. 
Take this illustration. There may be a) 
large estate which goes out of the family | 
on the death of the tenant for life, and | 
a small estate that will remain in the 
family. If you say those estates shall 
not be aggregated, the rate of taxa- 
tin is diminished on both. It may 
be perfectly right to say that the rate of 
taxation on the small estate which 
remains in the family shall be dimi- 
nished, but it may be wrong that a 
large estate going out of the family 
should have its taxation diminished. Yet 
if you diminish the taxation in one case, 
you necessarily diminish it inthe other case. 
On the other hand, the result of aggre- 
gating the two estates is that both bear the 
same rate of taxation. ‘The fact is that so 
long as you retain the principle of aggrega- 
tion at all, it is impossible to avoid certain 
cases of unfair and unjust taxation. My 
hon. friend has just given an illustration 
in which this unfortunate result has 
occurred ; but even my _ hon. friend’s 


Amendment would not remove all anoma.- | 


lies. Having given the best attention I 
can to this matter, | have come to the 
conclusion that the proposal embodied in 
the Bill diminishes many of the inequalities 
of the Act of 1894, and on the whole, I 
think it is a fair compromise, and on that 


ground | support the proposal in the Bill. | 
| passing of the Act of 1894, but in the 


Captain PRETYMAN: What we have 


heard from the hon. gentleman the Member | 


for King’s Lynn gives a general impression 
to the Committee that this clause as here 
proposed is an increase of duty, but one 
must read both sub-sections together ; 
you cannot read the one without the 


other, and the effect of that is that so far | 


from being an increase of duty, it is really, 
on the whole, a relief. But whether it 
be an increase or a relief, it must be plain 
to the Committee that the proposal is 


of a temporary character, because this | 
‘takes place on the separate parts, and 


aggregation that is to be dealt with is an 


aggregation on the passing of property on | 
the death of the tenant for life, and the | 


estate must be subject to estate duty. 


But by the Bill of 1894 no duty is payable | 
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Bill. 


on settled estates except on the first 
passing of the property, and that must 
come into operation on the death of the 
first settler, and where the death of the 
settler comes after 1894, no estate duty 
or aggregation at all can take place on the 
death of the tenant for life, so that all these 
hardships exist only in the imagination 
of the hon. Member for King’s Lynn, 
because if there be no duty and no aggre 
gation it follows that there can be no 
hardships. 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES : Do I under- 
stand the hon. Gentleman to say that 
there is in Sub-section 1 no alteration 
of the duty—that there is no duty pay- 
able in the case of a person who died 
after the Act of 1894 ? 


CapTaAIn PRETYMAN: There is one 
case only in which settlements are made 
after 1894 where duty must be paid by 
the tenant for life, and that is where the 
settler and the tenant for life have trans- 
ferred the property by consent; . then, 
instead of the death of the settler being 
the first passing of the property, the 
death of the tenant for life became the 
first passing, because the transfer of the 
property was an act of their own for their 
own purposes and benefit Though I should 
be the last to suggest the imposition of a 
penalty in such cases, I do not think it is for 
the Committee to allow an exemption from 
aggregation in those cases in which there 
has been a transfer of property from one 
to another for the simple purpose of 
avoiding the payment of duty. That is 
the only instance where the duty can be 
paid by the tenant for life after the 


other cases, before the passing of the Act, 
the death of a settler was regarded as the 
same as the death of a tenant for life, and 
the duty had to be paid. The hon. and 
gallant Member for King’s Lynn by this 
Amendment proposes to abolish all aggre- 
gation on property passing on the death 
of the tenant for life. No doubt there 
are many cases of great hardship on an 
estate passing to collaterals which is not 
only not aggregated, but, on the other 
hand, is separated into as many parts as 
there are collaterals; no aggregation 


throughout it has to bear an expense 
which is certainly uncalled for. Again, 
supposing the property passes under settle- 
ment to the eldest son, and the savings 
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of the tenant for life pass to younger 
children, the amount of those savings is 


largely increased by aggregation, because | 
the eldest son gets the settled property. 


But, on the other hand, if there are 
no children and the property passes 
to a brother, orcousin, or distant collateral, 
no aggregation takes place, and the pro- 
perty is divided. It was at the instance 
of the noble Lord the Member for 
the Biggleswade Division of Bedford- 
shire and myself that Amendments 
were introduced last session and the 
year before with a view to this 
being amended. Those Amendments 
were intended to deal with an extremely 
complicated and difficult question, and 
although they appeared practicable at the 
time, | am bound to say now that they 
were impracticable. This Amendment 
of the hon. Member is logical and prac- 
ticable, but it goes too far. It is desirable 
to find something which is logical and 
practicable, but which does not go too far. 
Ido not know whether I should be in 
order to refer to Sub-section 2, but with- 
out doing so it is impossible to deal with 
this subject. What that does is this; it puts 
aside all questions of collaterals and lineals, 
questions which underlie a very desirable 
object, because it is only in the previous 
Clause 4 that the relationship is intro- 
duced at all. It is entirely foreign to the 
contents of the Bill, and it is undesirable 
to introduce it. In regard to the passing 
of property on the death of the tenant for 
life, where the settler died before 1894 
the aggregation only relates to half the 
property ; so that the grievance of the 
hon. Member reduces itself to this : that 
where the settler died before 1894 the 
aggregation is limited to half the pro- 
perty, and consequently the increase of 
duty to which the hon. Gentleman re- 
ferred cannot be such a hardship as he 
suggested. Where the settler’s death 
has occurred since the Act of 1894, 
neither duty nor aggregation can under 
any circumstances be appreciable, except 
where the parties themselves for their 
own purposes and benefits have trans- 
ferred the property from the death of 
the settler to the death of the tenant for 
life. The Committee will see that the 
matter is in their own hands, and it is 


for them to say whether there is any | 
hardship. The hon. Member has referred | 


to me asa satellite. I hope I have not 
been nebulous ; it is a nebulous subject ; 
but this Amendment does to some extent 


Capt. Pretyman. 
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remedy the inequalities of the duty, and 
I ask the Committee in the interests of the 
taxpayer to support it. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I have 
listened to the hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down, and so far as I can see [ 
entirely fail to trace the bearing of his 
argument at all. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman dealt with my Amendment as 
if I was moving to mitigate the evil 
of aggregation. It is the Government 
who are increasing the evils of aggrega- 
tion. It is not I who am seeking to 
introduce any new principle in the 
Finance Act. It is the Government who 
have chosen to propose an alteration in 
the law which has a great tendency to 
aggravate the evils of aggregation, which 
the hon. gentleman the Member for 
King’s Lynn has_ so ably explained. 
I cannot say that I am _ myself 
opposed to aggregation in any form. 
I believe it to be a_ principle 
which is perfectly sexmd and just, and, 
where there is a settled property and a 
free property passing, it is quite right to 
aggregate the two properties, even though 
the property passes to. distant. collaterals. 
That one property passes by settlement 
and the other by will makes no substan- 
tial difference in the case. They are both 
methods by which the deeeased parts 
with his property, and the question in 
this case is what property the deceased 
leaves. All that I am attacking by the 
Amendment I have before the Committee 
is the unjust extension of the principle 
which is set up by the proposals in this 
Bill. This particular case was, I take it, 
considered when the Finance Act was 
before the Committee of this House 
in 1894. Nothing that the hon 
and gallant Gentleman has said cam 
affegt the case, except in one _parti- 
cular. I quite admit that he has demon- 
strated the one possible case in which it 
would be unjust to apply the exemption 
created by Section 4. The hon. and 
gallant Gentleman has said that this 
clause was intended to protect collaterals. 
If that is so, it was not necessary. | 
would not say the protection of collaterals 
in all cases is unjust. If a man has 
settled property which passes to 
collaterals, and a free property which 
passes to lineals, it is very unjust 
to tax the collaterals more heavily than 
the lineals, so no doubt there is in a case 
of that kind something to be said in 
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favour of protection. But even so, it 
should be effected by a simple clause 
framed in an entirely different manner to 


the Amendment of the hon. and gallant 
What he says is this—that, | 
one case get a_ 
benefit which it was not intended that | 


Gentleman. 
because collaterals in 


they should get, lineals must be deprived 
of all benefit. 
me to be a just method of dealing with the 
matter, and, so far from the Amendment 
of the hon. and gallant Gentleman being 


an improvement, I think the proposals | 


of the Finance Act are far more just and 
practicable. I can conceive that, in a case 
where a collateral takes both properties, 
you might deal with it by a sub-clause, 


by which the amount of duty which he | 


would have to pay might be reduced. 
There is only one case in which a 


collateral derives a benefit which it is not | 


intended he should receive, and to de- 


prive him of all benefits because of that | 


appears to me to be most unjust. 
Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 


Although I accept the proposition in | 
the Committee will | 


Sub-section 1, 
see that the possible 
the rate of duty may inflict some 
hardship on a certain class. Since the 
passing of the Act of 1894, there have 
been frequent dealings for money or 
money’s worth with such interests, always, 
of course, on the hypothesis that the 
property dealt with is subject to the duty 
of segregation. It would be manifestly 


increase in 


unfair if the duty were now increased on | 


such property or charge. This is a 
matter which only applies to the pur- 
chase or mortgage of property between 
the passing of the Act of 1894 and this 
Bill, and the proposal that I desire to 
make is simply this. That such properties 
as have been sold or mortgaged for money 
or money’s worth since the Act of 1894, 
up to the passing of this Act, shall not be 
subject to any increase in the rate of duty 


in the case of sales, and in the case of | 


estates mortgaged during the same period, 
the increase of duty arising from aggre- 
gation shall not impair the validity of the 
mortgage, but shall come as a second 
charge after the satisfaction of the mort- 
gage. The Solicitor General prefers to have 
an Amendment which follows more exactly 
the lines of the Act of 1894 in similar 
cases, and therefore I propose to move 
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That does not appear to | 
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| this Amendment instead of the one which 
| appears in my name on the Paper. It 
ollocta the same result, which is to protect 
from an increase of duty such properties 
as have been sold between the Act of 
1894 and the present date, and to ensure 
in the case of mortgages that the increased 
duty should come asa second charge after 
the satisfaction of the mortgage. 


Amendment proposed— 


~ 


“In page 6, line 7, after the word ‘ interest’ 
to add: ‘ Provided that where an interest in 
| expectancy in any property has before the 
passing of this Act been bona fide sold or 
mortgaged for full consideration in money or 
money’s worth, then no other duty on such 
property shall be payable by the purchaser or 
mortgagee when the interest falls into 
| possession than would have been payable if 
| this section had not pa sed; and in the case 

of a mortgage any biser duty payable by the 
mortgagor shall rank as a charge subsequent 
to that of the mortgagee.’ ”—(Mr. Courtney.) 


Question proposed, “That those words 
| be there inserted.” 


Str ROBERT FINLAY: I prefer to 
_accept the Amendment now proposed by 
my right hon. friend to that which is on 
the Paper. He has now followed closely 
an analogous clause of the Act of 1894, 
and under: those circumstances I desire to 
say, on behalf of the Government, that 
they will offer no opposition. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: It is in- 
| tended first of all by this Amendment to 

give up the principle that duties are a 
| first charge on the property, and they are 
| to be regarded as a second charge. 


| Sir ROBERT FINLAY: If the hon. 
'Gentleman looks at the Act of 1894, he 
| will see a clause there in precisely similar 
| terms. 


| Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: That is to 
say, wherever there has been a bargain, 
or wherever a sale has taken place under 
circumstances where it would be liable 
for the death to occur, those cases 
should be treated differently. Surely the 
| Solicitor General must have failed to 
recollect that in the case of all settled 
property and realty the charge for duty 
is the first charge on the estate. It is 
a little difficult to follow what was said 
at the Table, but I certainly gathered that 
under the circumstances provided for by 
the Amendment the charge for duty comes 
after the mortgage charge. 
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Str ROBERT FINLAY: The extra 
duty. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Then there 
will be not only a segregation of property, 
but a segregation of duty. I am afraid 
the Ireland Revenue ofticials will find 
some trouble in working the provision. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES called atten- 
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leaving the three equal sums of £9,000 
died before the Finance Act came into 
force, and therefore no estate duty was 
asked. If that person had happened to 
die after the Finance Act came into force, 
the estate duty would have been aggre- 





gated with his other property. He hoped 
ithe Committee would consider that the 
| abatement that had been allowed was not 
| unreasonable. 


Clause agreed to. 


tion to the involved phraseology of Sub- | 


section 2, 


remarking that those who | 


Clause 12 :— 


invented this proviso really never could | 


have asked themselves what the effect 
would be. 
would be by stating a concrete case—that 


of a man dying in 1900, after the passing | 


of this Bill—for he presumed it would be 
passed—and leaving three sums of £9,000 
each. Under the proviso 34 per cent. 
would be paid on one £9000, while 43 per 
cent. would be paid on the other two sums 
of £9,000, although all came on the same 
person’s death to one person. It seemed 


to him that the effect of the sub-section | 


was ridiculous. On the same man’s 
death 3} per cent. was paid on one por- 
tion of the property, and 4} per cent. on 
another portion of the property. He was 
trying to find out why that should be. 
He could see why it should not. It was 
said that any other proposal than that 
contained in the sub-section would in- 
volve loss to the revenue, but it was not 
so. He had ascertained that the loss to 
the revenue would be extremely small, 
because about seven-eighths of the pro- 
perty that passed on a person’s death 
passed under disposition made by the 
decease¢ person himself. 


*THE CHAIRMAN: Does the hon. 
Gentleman wish to move the Amendment 
which stands on the Paper ? 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: No, Sir, I 
will not do that. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the ques- 


tion was really a very simple one indeed. | 
Hethoughtthat everyone would agree that | 


the natural and normal point for segrega- 
tion was the death of the settler. In 


cases where the settler died after the | 


Finance Act came into force, the estate 
duty was chargeable upon his death. In 
the concrete case stated by the hon. 
Member, the hypothetical person who died 


He illustrated what the effect | 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY complained 
that the Inland Revenue authorities had 
in six years changed their minds no fewer 
than three times on this trumpery matter. 
It seemed to him to be playing very low 
down when dealing with a Budget of 
£120,000,000. 


Sir ROBERT FINLAY said the inten- 
tion of the Act of 1896 was that where an 
estate which consisted of three parts 
amounting in the aggregate, he would 
assume, to £30,000 odd, the fractions 
should be excluded from that aggregate. 
In practice, however, the fractions had 
been excluded from the separate parts of 
the estate, with the result that the redue- 
tion had been altogether beyond what was 
intended. The object of the Amendment 
was to prevent that result. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 13 :— 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: When 


dealing with the previous clauses we have 


argued, and I think justly argued, that 


the taxes press hardly and operate un- 
justly on the Irish people, because the 
incidence of indirect taxation is much 
more oppressive on that side of the 


/Channel than it is upon this, and in 


putting before the Committee the Amend- 


'ment which I have now to submit I do 


not at all recede from that position. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer attempted 
last evening to raise a controversy be- 
tween my hon. friend the Member for 
North Islington and the right hon. Mem- 
ber for North Tyrone, alleging that the 
right hon. Member for North Tyrone 
| had given his benediction to the portion 
|of this Bill which imposes an increase 
| of the income tax, and in that way had 
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somehow come to a different conclusion | markable circumstances. It is impossible 
from that which the hon. Member for | for anyone to read the speech in which 
North Islington had come to. I donot Mr. Gladstone introduced that proposal 
think there was any real conflict between in the Budget of that year to the English 
the two hon. Members. I think my Parliament, without being filled with 
right hon. friend the Member for North | indignation, and it requires all the 
Tyrone said that if any tax was to be/ recollection of the great services that 
imposed on Ireland at all in connection | illustrious man in his later years conferred 
with this war, a direct tax, suchas the in- upon our country, to enable us to forget 
come tax, no doubt operated less oppres- the enormous injury he inflicted upon 
sively and affected more the well-to-do Ireland by the legislation originated in 
class of people than the indirect taxes on | that Budget, and aggravated by suc- 
whisky, beer, tea, and tobacco, included in | cessive Budgets of subsequent years. | 
the previous clauses. It is argued from that | put it to the Committee that this income 
that we are justifying the imposition of the | tax is essentially a tax of that character 
income tax on the country in connection | which is covered by the phrase “ exemp- 
with the war now being waged. If [| tions and abatements” occurring in the 
am open to the objection which I have Act of Union and also the legislation of 
pointed out, that our arguments hitherto | the year 1817. If there is a possible case 
from this quarter of the House have been in which that phrase is to have any 
in favour ot direct taxation as opposed to meaning, and if any benefit is ever to 
indirect, I, at any rate, have an advan- | extend to Ireland from its use, it is the 
tage in pressing this Amendment on the case of the income tax. In urging that 
Chancellor of the Exchequer which my position on the Committee I would men- 
hon. friend did not possess. His great tion the fact that Mr. Peel, when he re- 
argument against any differentiation enforced the income tax on Great Britain 
between the two countries in these in- after an interval of nearly thirty years, 
direct taxes was that it would involve the | deliberately exempted Ireland from the 
héte noire of a customs barrier, and would | scope of the tax, conceiving that Ireland 
be an attack in some way upon the unity was not then in a position to bear the 
of the three kingdoms. In dealing with burden that tax involved. When Sir 
the Amendment I am now putting Robert Peel came to that conclusion in 
forward [ can be met with no 1842, Ireland had not passed through the 
such argument. The concession I am dreadful ordeal of the famine. Ireland 
now asking from the right hon. Gertle- in 1842 was, I will not say a prosperous 
man will not involve a customs barrier, country, but it certainly was a country 
and will involve no attack on the in- much more prosperous than the lreland 
tegrity of the Empire. Ireland was of ten years later, on which Mr. Glad- 
exempted from the income tax for many | stone for the first time imposed this tax, 
years after the Act of Union was passed, and it does fill me with astonishment and 
and no one can contend that the states- amazement that within five years of the 
men who so exempted it would in any way awful agony of the famine which so re- 
have been parties to anything that would duced the population and sapped the 
impair the union of the three kingdoms. I vitality of our country, that great man 
am afraid, however, that, though the right should have been so regardless of the 
hon Gentleman will not be able to fall condition of our country as to  in- 
back upon that argument, he will have |troduce the income tax in that year. 
another quite as ready to his hand and | There is something connected with the 
perhaps much more valid. I do press | imposition of the income tax upon Ireland 
upon the Committee that from the point | which involves a great reflection upon—I 
of view of the social condition of Ireland, | was going to say the integrity and honour 
and from the point of view of the of this House. The income tax was ex- 
financial relations between the two pressly imposed upon Ireland by Mr. 
countries, and from the point of view Gladstone by virtue of a sort of bargain. 
of the circumstances under which this Mr. Gladstone, in imposing that tax, 
tax was originally imposed, Ireland | proposed to grant to Ireland a_ benefit 
has an enormously strong case for the | which would more than compensate her 
exemption which | now claim. The in-| for the mischief done by this imposition. 
come tax was first imposed upon Ireland | He described the state of misery to which 
in the year 1853, and under very re-| our country had been reduced by the 
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awful experience of the famine, and said 
that that must be taken into considera- 
tion. How did this House proceed to 
take into consideration the “ awful visita- 
tion of the famine,” and “to relieve 
Ireland from the relation of creditor and 
debtor”? It proceeded to impose a 
burden exactly twice as great in amount 
as that from which Mr. Gladstone 
relieved Ireland. Mr. Gladstone estimated 
the amount of the Consolidated An- 
nuities from which he was relieving 
Treland at £245,000, and he told the 
Committee that he hoped the income tax 
would bring in about £460,000. Mr. 
Gladstone defended that proposal by 


saying that the annuities would exist for | 


about thirty or forty years, while the 
income tax would last only seven years. 
But, as we know, instead of coming to an 
end after the lapse of seven years, the 
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this is a tax upon the rich, and that there 
can be no more harm in taxing the rich 
people of Ireland than in taxing the rich 
people of England. But we have too few 
rich people in Ireland to be able to afford 


. that they should be taxed in this way. I 


income tax has been levied every year | 
'Amendment which stands in my name. 


since then, and last year it produced in 
Ireland, not £460,000, but 
£700,000 and £800,000, while under the 
present Budget the right hon. Gentle- 


between | 


tleman the Chancellor of the Excinequer | 


hopes to extract by thistax about £900,000. 
In the face of that history, I think 


we in Ireland may be pardoued if we are | 
inclined to protest against this increased | 


imposition. 
ever can be urged against indirect taxa- 
tion, no valid argument can be produced 
to justify the exemption of Irish direct 
taxpayers from any burden which is im- 


It may be said that, what- | 


posed upon the English direct taxpayer | 


similarly situated. I do not for a moment 
admit that. The bulk of this income tax 


is a tax upon Irish trade and commerce. | 


We all know that, compared with the enor- 
mous volume of that of England, the 
trade and commerce of Ireland are very in- 
significant indeed, and that a burden 
which the ever - expanding trade of 
England can bear without feeling may 
operate in Ireland so as to be insupport- 
able and wholly injurious to the trade of 
that part of the Empire. The Returns of 
the collection of the tax are the best 
proof of that argument, because they 
show that while in England the right 
hon. Gentleman can always calculate 
upon a steady increase of the produce of 
the income tax, it may be regarded 
as substantially stationary in Ireland. 
I do not admit that, because they are 
nominally assessed at the same amount, 
equality of impost necessarily means 
identity of burden. 


Mr. Maurice Healy. 


It may be said that | 


do not admit that the poor man is not 
injured by such taxation. The rich often 
create the means by which the poor live, 
and any additional tax upon the rich 
man is in, my opinion, a drain upon 
the resources of the poorest classes of the 
community. I therefore press this Amend- 
ment upon the notice of the right hon. 
Gentleman. When two years ago the 
Government were relieving the Irish land- 
lord, they took very good care not to 
give that relief by exempting him from 
the income tax ; they did it by sacrificing 
the local body, and they secured that 
exemption for the landlord at the expense 
of the local rates. I beg to move the 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 6, line 32, after the words ‘ Income 
Tax,’ to insert the words ‘Great Britain.’ ”— 
(Mr. Maurice Healy.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The hon. and 
learned Member has just made a speech in 
direct contrast to all the speeches we have 
heard from those benches on the previous 
items of taxation mentioned in the Bill. 
In regard to tea, tobacco, beer and spirits, 
we have had complaints that we were 
increasing the indirect taxation of Ireland 
which was already too heavy, and which 
affected injuriously the consumers of 
these different articles. At one time the 
hon. Member for Waterford went even so 
far as to say that he did not complain of 
the income tax at all—that he was willing 
to give us the income tax and a certain 
amount of indirect taxation as well if we 
would let Ireland off the rest. It is 
perfectly clear that the burden of 
the complaints of hon. Members 
below the gangway opposite on 
this subject of taxation have not been 
with regard to the direct but the indirect 
taxation of Ireland. We are practically 
asked to abolish income tax in Ireland 
altogether. The reason for that request 
is, that in 1853, when the tax was in- 
posed by Mr. Gladstone, a sufficient con- 
sideration was not given to Ireland in 
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return. I do not think we need enter 
into the history of those days. The ques- 
tion is, whether the income tax, as now 
applied to Ireland and Great Britain, 
is a fair thing or not in the case of 
Ireland. I must say this, that if the 
income tax had not existed in Ireland, 
and I was obliged to seek some fresh 
source of taxation in Ireland, there is 
nothing to which [should look soconfidently 
as regards fairness and justice, as the 
application of the income tax to Ireland. 
Why should the rich merchant princes of 
Belfast and the shareholders in Guinness’ 
Brewery in Dublin, not pay income tax 
on the profits of their industries, just 
as much as the poor shopkeeper in 
London, or Birmingham, or Glasgow, or 
Edinburgh? The proposition seems to 
me, with all respect to the hon. Member, 
to be almost absurd. As I pointed out 
tothe House the other day when we were 
discussing the question of the financial 
relations between Great Britain and Ire- 
land, there do exist at the present time 
exemptions and abatements in Ireland, 
such as the house tax, which is a very 
considerable tax in Great Britain- 





Mr. MAURICE HEALY : How much ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Ifthe house 


tax were extended to Ireland it would be | 


avery sensible addition to the income tax. 
Then there is the land tax, all of which 
applies to the class who pay income tax. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Why did you not) 


give us the whole of the agricultural 
grant ? 


*Smrr M. HICKS BEACH: What has 
that to do with the question? Hon. 
Members were very glad to accept that 
£400,000 when it was offered to them. 
They might have preferred that it should 
be divided in a different way, but that has 
very little to do with the question of 
whether or not income tax should be paid 
in Ireland. Of all the Amendments which 
have been proposed from the benches 
opposite I think this is the one which 
demands the least sympathy and the last I 
should be disposed to accept. 


Mr. LOUGH: I should like to say one 
word on this question. It is a settled 
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question no doubt, but there is more to 
be said for the Amendment than the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer appears to 
have appreciated. The argument of my 
hon. friend is that in a very poor country 
where you have very few rich men it is 
not good policy to tax those rich men out 
of existence. The Returns with regard to 
income tax in the three countries— 
England, Scotland, and Ireland—are most 
interesting in this connection. In Secot- 
land we have a country we can compare 
with Ireland, because it is about the same 
in population. From those Returns I 
gather that of incomes over £50,000 a 
year there is only one in Ireland, while 
in Scotland there are twelve. Of incomes 


538 


between £10,000 and £50,000 there 
are but twelve in Ireland, against 
121 in Scotland, so that again, in 


a country of the same size, there are 
ten times as many as in Ireland. Of 
incomes between £5,000 and £10,000 
there are in Ireland only thirty-two, so 
that altogether there are only forty-five 
incomes of over £5,000 assessed to 
income tax in Ireland, while in Scotland 
there are 368. Thatis a very substantial 
difference, and the proportion is practic- 
ally the same in England. The Com- 
mittee marked the glowing allusion of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to the 
“merchant princes of Belfast.” There 
| are very few merchant princes of Belfast. 
In the whole of Ireland, as these figures 
show, there are only forty-five people who 
|pay on more than £5,000 a year as 
‘against 368 in Scotland. This is my 
point. Perhaps not to-day or to-morrow, 
but some day, this House will awake to 
| the fact that something must be done for 
| Ireland to deal with the economic crisis 
| you have there. The country is going in 
exactly the opposite direction to the rest 
of the United Kingdom. I have shown 
how few rich people there are there now, 
and the number is growing less day by 
day. The result is that you cannot get 
capital for any enterprise ; there is no 
initiative in the country; and I believe 
‘that in the economical condition of 
| Ireland the sufferings of the rich—which, 
of course, are very different from those 
of the poor——are just as serious a factor 
in the situation as the sufferings of the 
poor. I have had an opportunity of 
mentioning these points before, so that I 
'need not labour them now, but I do 
think that this Amendment deserves a 


( 
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great deal more consideration than it has 


received. 


Question put. 


Abraham, William (Cork,N.E. 
Barry, E. (Cork, 8.) 

Bond, Edward 

Clancy, John Joseph 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Euyene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas Bb. (Donegal) 
Daly, James 

Dillon, John 

Doogan, P. C. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Arehdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Arrol, Sir W liam 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bainbridge, Emerson 
Balearres, Lord 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bartley, George C. T. 

Beach, Rt. Hn. Sir M. H.( Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Billson, Alfred 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex 
Bowle:,T.Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Butcher, John George 


Caldwell, James 

Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lanes. ) 
Cavendish, V.C. W( Derbyshire 
Cawley, Frederick 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chamberlain, Kt. Hon. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen(Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb,SirJohnCharlesReady 
Colville, John 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis,Fiennes Stanley W. 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Mr. Lough. 
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Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Gibney, James 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 

Lough, Thomas 
Macaleese, Daniel 
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The Committee divided :—Ayes, 29; 


(Division List No. 88.) 


MacDonnell, Dr.M. A. (Q.’s C. | 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift | 


M‘Dermott, Patrick 


NOES. 


Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 


Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) | 


Dyke,RtHonSir William Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 


Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Ferguson, RtHn SirJ (Mane’r) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
FitzWygram, General Sir F. 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 


Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir A. Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J.(St.Geor’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gaull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Win. 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thomas C, H. 
Helder, Augustus 

Hickman, Sir Alfred 

Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 


Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 





M“Ghee, Richard 

Parnell, John Howard 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


Joicey, Sir James 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh.) 


Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Kimber, Henry 
Knowles, Lees 


Lawrence, SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawson, John (rant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumb'land) 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter(Liverp’]) 
Lonsdale, John B ownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 


Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverp’!) 
M‘Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milner, Sir Frederick George 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott( Hants. 
More,R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison, Walter 

Murray, Rt HnAGraham (Bute 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Joseph A (Northumb. 
Perey, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Plunkett, Rt Hn H oraceCurzon 
Powell, Sir Fran-is Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
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Purvis, Robert ! 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. HonSirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, ktHonChas. Thomson | 
Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 

Sinclair, CaptJohn(Forfarshire | 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Smith,JamesParker(Lanatks. | 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) ! 
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Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Talbot,Rt. Hn.JG(Oxf'd Univ. ) 
Thomas, David Alfred( Merthyr 
Thornton, Perey M. 

Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 


Webster, Sir Richard E 
Welby,SirCharlesG.E. (Notts. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
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Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson,J.W.(Worcestersh.,N. 
Wodehouse. Rt. Hon E. R(Bath 
Woods, Samuel 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arcy 


NorEs— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Anstruther 
Fisher. 





Clause agreed to. 
Clause 14: 


Mr. FLYNN moved to report progress. 
He contended that very satisfactory pro- 
gress had been made with the Bill, and it 
was not reasonable that Members should 
be asked to continue the consideration of 
such a Bill after midnight, especially as 
many Members had been at the House 
since noon. The Irish representatives 
had been endeavouring to protect the 
interests of their constituents, and they 
were now fairly entitled to a little 
respite. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report Progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. Flynn.) 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
House will agree to continue the sitting a 
little longer. I believe we have now 
reached a point beyond which there is 





little that can be called matter of | 
contention. We have had a_ great 


deal of discussion, and many divisions 
have been taken with regard to the 
additional taxation as it affects Ireland, 
and hon. Members opposite have had a 


| and I really must ask the Committee to 


continue for a little while longer to-night, 
as other business has been fixed for 
Thursday to suit the general convenience 
of the House. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.) was amazed at the action of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer. It was 
now Wednesday morning, and at noon 
the House was to meet to consider a Bill 
dear to the Tory heart, namely, that 
dealing with the flogging of the lower 
classes, but he and _ his friends desired to 
refresh themselves in order to oppose that 
Bill later on in the day. It was bringing 
legislation to a farce to discuss large 
financial measures after midnight, when 
Members could not be reported, and, if 
they were, they could not be so bright or 
clear as if they discussed the measure 


after a few hours rest. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I hope there will not be any prolonged 
altercation over this matter. I quite 
admit that the Irish Members have dis- 
cussed the points which affected them in 
a particular way with some latitude for 


‘the last two days, but there still remain 


full opportunity of expressing their views. | 
We have now arrived at a part of the. 
Bill which has no bearing on questions of | 


that kind. There is no further Amend- 
ment affecting Ireland, and, as re- 
gards the proposed new clauses, I do 
not think they should occupy more than 
about half an hour. It is always under- 
stood that the proceedings on the Finance 
Bill may be continued beyond the ordi- 
nary hour of adjournment, but last night 


upon the notice paper nine new clauses to 
be disposed of. Surely the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer will admit that it is some- 
what unreasonable to expect us at this 
time of the morning to go through the 
whole of those new clauses. What I 


| would suggest, with great respect, would 


| be this: 


We have passed Clause 13 of 
the Bill, and there remain only Clauses 


| 14, 15, 16, and 17, to which no Amend- 


ment stands upon the Paper. I think it 


| would be a reasonable thing if the Chan- 


cellor of the Exchequer got those clauses 
passed and then reported progress, so that 


we reported progress by twelve o'clock, | we could deal with the new clauses at a 
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subsequent sitting. I certainly think the | 

argument of my ‘hon. friend below me is | 

a reasonable one. We have to meet at | 

noon to-day to discuss a Bill which in- | 
terests the House generally, and that 
being so I think it is a little unreasonable 

to ask us to deal with nine new clauses 

to-night. [am not making these remarks | 
at all with the desire to obstruct the 

passage of the remainder of the Bill. I 

sincerely believe that that passage will be , 
facilitated if this concession is made now. | 
Certainly so far as the Irish Members are 

concerned we have no desire to prolong 

the discussion, but questions may arise on 

those clauses which will have to be dis- 

cussed. Therefore I would suggest to 

the right hon. Gentleman that he should 

get the remaining clauses of the Bill and 

then report progress, and I make that 

suggestion with the conviction that when 

the Bill is again taken up a small amount 
of time will be sufticient to go through 
the new clauses. 


*Sm M. HICKS BEACH: My reason 
for desiring to continue the sitting. 


was this: My right hon. friend the 
Leader of the House has made an arrange- 
ment with right hon. Gentlemen opposite 
with regard to the business on Thursday, 
and I hoped that by finishing the con- 
sideration of this Bill to-night it would 
have been in the power of the Govern- 
ment to secure that that arrangement 
should be carried out. I have, however, 
had enough experience of this House to 
know what happens when there is a 
wrangle about reporting progress, and 
therefore I think it would probably be 
better to accept the suggestion of the 
hon. Gentleman opposite. 
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Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


Clause 4 :— 
Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Thursday. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 


On the Motion for adjournment, in 
reply to an hon. Member who asked 
whether the remaining clauses of the 
Finance Bill would be taken on Thursday 
next— : 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrew’s 
Burghs) said: Owing to the unfortunate 
circumstance of our not being able to 
complete the Committee stage of the 
Finance Bill to-night, it will be obvious 
that it must be the first Order for Thurs- 
day, in pursuance of the undertaking of 
the Leader of the House that this stage 
should be proceeded with de die in diem 
until completed. The other Orders of 
the day we hope will be taken in the 
same sequence as has been foreshadowed 
by my right hon. friend, but in his 
absence I am unable to say whether the 
Government will be able to adhere to the 
undertaking that the Resolution dealing 
with the Education Code shall be taken 
at a given hour, as it was hoped would 
have been possible if hon. Gentlemen 
opposite had been able to co-operate with 


us to-night. 


Mr. FLYNN: On that understanding | 
I will with pleasure withdraw my motion. | 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 
| 
Clause agreed to. 


Clauses 15, 16, and 17 agreed to. 


Committee report Progress; to sit 
again upon Thursday. 





Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
_E.): Do you intend to take the Railways 
(Prevention of Accidents) Bill on Thurs- 
| day ? 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER: Yes. 


Adjourned at twenty-five minutes 
after Twelve of the Clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 


As Amended, considered ; Amendments 
made; Bill to be read the third time. 


UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCESOCIETY 
BILL {Lords] [STAMP DUTIES]. 


the imposition of certain Stamp Duties 
upon certain Memorials under any Act of 
the present Session relating to the Uni- 
versal Life Assurance Society (Queen’s 
Recommendation signified), ‘To-morrow. 
—(Dr. Farquharson.) 


Wember. 


PETITIONS. 
CORPORAL PUNISHMENT BILL. 


Petition of the Romilly Society, 
” against ; to lie upon the Table. 


peech indicates revision by the 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
: (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


: Petition from Peebles, in favour ; to lie 
: upon the Table. 


MIDWIVES BILL. 
; _ Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 
* lie upon the Table. 


‘ SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
: Petition from Hastings, in favour ; to 
> lie upon the Table. 


a< 


> SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Walker ; 
Hartlepool (three) ; Hastings ; Ponder’s 
End; Dollar; Blackburn ; Motherwell ; 
Worthing ; and Bolton ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Seven Petitions from Sheffield, 
favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


in 


VOL. LXXXI._ [FourtH SERIES. ] 
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| (three) ; 
| Stratford; Bolton; and Harrogate ; to 


Committee to consider of authorising | 
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| SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Bollington 
Dollar; Blackburn; Stony 


lie upon the Table. 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Cupar, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


MINES AND QUARRIES. 

Copy presented, of General Report 
and Statistics for the year 1898, Part IV., 
Colonial and Foreign Statistics ; Statistics 
relating to Persons employed, Output, 
and Accidents at Mines and Quarries in 
the British Colonies and in Foreign 
Countries [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


ALIENS. 

Return presented, relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 140, of Session 1899) [Address 31st 
January ; Mr. Jesse Collings to lie upon 
the Table, and to be printed. [No. 113.] 


METROPOLITAN CATTLE MARKET. 

Accounts presented for the year 1899, 
with an account of extraordinary Works 
executed other than the general Repairs 
for the same period [by Act] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


IRISH LAND COMMISSION (RULES). 
Copy presented of Rule made by the 
Irish Land Commission under the Land 
Purchase Acts, dated the 19th March, 


1900 [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 


RAILWAYS (IRELAND) ACT, 1896 
(RULES). 

Copy presented of Order in Council, 
dated 22nd March, 1900, amending the 
Railways (Ireland) Order, 1897 [by Act] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


CHINA (No. 1, 1900). 

Copy presented of further Correspon- 
dence respecting the Affairs of China [in 
continuation of China (Nos. 1 and 2, 
1899)] [by Command] ; to lie upon the 
Table. 

Y 
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CORPORAL PUNISHMENT BILL. | 
[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. WHARTON (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Ripon): Having been fortunate in the 
ballot, I am enabled to-day to move the 
Second Reading of the Corporal Punish- 
ment Bill. The Bill I introduce to-day is 
precisely the same as was introduced in 
1889 by Mr. Milvain, then a Member of 
this House, and now Recorder of Bradford. 
On that occasion the Bill passed the 
Second Reading by a large majority, 
namely, 194 to 126.* I thought it was 
more respectful to introduce the Bill in 
this shape to-day, this being the Bill 
which was dealt with before, and also the 
Bill that was supported on that occasion 
by my right hon. friend the Home Secre- 
is a 


Corporal Punishment 


tary. The Bill is two-fold. It 
repealing and an enacting Bill. It is a 


Bill for repealing a number of powers for | 
flogging contained in former Acts, which 
will be found in the schedule of the Bill, 
and it enacts corporal punishment for a 
number of offences for which it was not 
inflicted before. It has been the habit, I 
think, for some hon. Members in intro- 
ducing Bills to quote various societies 
and various bodies of men, and in fact to 
seek the support of such societies. That 
is not the course I have adopted, for I do 
not appreciate it. I think the considera- 
tion of the Bill should be left to 
this House, and the House should 
be able to make up its mind without 
the recommendation of outside bodies 
whose deliberations may be affected by a 
variety of causes, and, in fact, there may 
be what is known as a certain amount of 
touting, which is a proceeding I do not 
know that we approve of. I have not 
sought the support of any public body of 
any description whatever. I saw this 
morning in a newspaper a letter from a | 
gentleman who signs himself the secretary 

of a league of the existence of which I 

was not aware until a few days ago. — It 

is called the Humanitarian League. Pos- 
sibly I have lost something by not being 

aware of the existence of the league. 

That gentleman sought to controvert 

some words of mine when I called atten- 

tion to the chief object of the Bill, but 

with regard to that chief object the gen- 








* For Second Reading Debate on the 
Corporal Punishment Bill, 1889, see The Par- 
liamentary Debates [Third Series], Vol. | 
ecexxxv., page 1437, 
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tleman in his letter says nothing what- 
ever, but deals with other subjects, and 


‘never alludes to the speech which I deli- 
'vered in this House. 
and an enacting Bill, and I think, under 
| the circumstances, it would be most con- 
venient and respectful to the House if | 
called attention in the first place to the 


This is a repealin 


Bills which it proposes to repeal either in 
whole or in part. There are three Acts 
to which I shall call the attention of the 
House in this connection. I will take 
first two English Acts, and then I will 
call attention to an Irish Act. Of the 
two English Acts one is a comparatively 
short one, and so I will take that first— 
the Slaughter-houses Act. The next isan 
Act well known under the title of the 
Rogues and Vagabonds Act. The other 
is a purely Irish Act. With regard to 
what is called the Slaughter-houses Act, 
I daresay it will be somewhat new to 
some Members of this House, but at the 


‘present time the law exists that persons 


convicted of certain offences in connection 
with the disposal of the skins of horses 
and other animals may be punished by 
whipping. I do not suppose that any 
judicial person, if I may use that word, 
would award that punishment, but it 
shows how necessary it is to keep looking 
into the provisions of old Acts with the 
object of repealing them so far as time 
goes on. Now I come to a much more 
important Act, because it is in force at 
the present time in many _ instances, 
although this particular punishment is not 
enforced except on very rare occasions 

the Rogues and Vagabonds Act. I do 
not propose again to trouble the House 
with any of the provisions of the Act. 1 
will cull « few matters from it which I 
think may possibly somewhat astonish the 
House and let them know what are the 
kinds of punishment for which whipping 
is provided. This is a peculiar Act, and 
Iam glad to see the hon. Member opposite 
because he knows the Act better than I 
do. This Act is peculiar in respect that 
this particular punishment is dealt with 
in a remarkable fashion. The Court of 
Quarter Sessions can inflict the punishment 
without the intervention of a jury. The 
Courtof Petty Sessions tries the individual 
or individuals under this Act, but when it 
thinks that the sentence should be greater 
than that which the Court itself can in- 
flict, it remits the criminal after the ex- 
piration of the Petty Sessions sentence to 
the Court of Quarter Sessions to be 
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further dealt with, and it may inflict | on the bench with me. They had beer. 
punishment in the shape of a longer term outraged and knocked about and _ ill- 
of imprisonment in addition to an order | treated in different ways by four different 
for whipping. A person wandering | brutes—I will not call them men. I 
abroad and occupying premises without | could not order flogging for these men, 
any visible means of subsistence, a poor | and I said to my brother magistrates: ‘I 
unfortunate man who has no means of | think you will agree with me that when 
support, and who lies outside, can, if the | the law does not allow us to inflict the 
justices were foolish enough to do it, be | punishment of flogging on men who out- 
sent to the Court of Quarter Sessions to | rage children in this way, it would be 
receive a sentence involving whipping. wrong to do it for an offence which cer- 
Another case is when a man leaves his | tainly is, in my opinion, a minor offence 
wife and children without the means of | to that for which these men were brought 
support ; if the Court thought fit, it could | up.” Iam happy to say they did agree 
order that man to be whipped. In these | with me, and we inflicted a sentence of 
days of public subscriptions another case | further imprisonment on that man, but 
deserves very serious consideration in- | did not inflict flogging. I think there is 
deed. Any person who is gathering alms | sufficient reason for the repeal of the por- 
can be dealt with under this Act. A good | tion of the Act which awards whipping to 
many of us have applied for subscrip- rogues and vagabonds. I come to another 
tions in various ways, and it would be | Act, and it is the only other one I will 
inconvenient to be dealt with under this trouble the House with. It is a very 
Act and sentenced to be publicly whipped. important Act, and I am happy to see 
There is another offence under this Act-- some gentlemen from Ireland _ here. 
and I am sorry I do not see the right It is an Act which many of them 
hon. Member for Thanet here. Any man_ possibly, and perhaps law-abiding people 
found betting in a public place is generally, have never read and are un- 
liable to be whipped—not such a place as aware of. It is an Act of William IV., 
Mr. Hawke and his kindred spirits sought almost every section of which provides 
to disestablish, but, as I read the Act, for punishment by whipping in addition 
any public place. That would possibly | to the sentence of imprisonment. Any 
open the eyes of the supporters of the person who sends any message or letter 
turf. Then we come to that offence for inciting to riot, or demanding alms, or 
which the punishment of whipping is | requiring any person to quit the service 
occasionally tried—that is the very gross of another person, may be once, twice, or 
and disgusting offence of exposure of the thrice publicly or privately whipped. 

person. I shall have a word to say about Section 2 provides that any person who 

that directly, because it is so germane to | inflicts any injury on cattle or crops, or 
the subject before us to-day that I think | procures any person or incites any other 
the House may well consider that, when | person to commit any injury to cattle or 

considering the abolition of the penal crops, may be ordered to be once, 

Act in regard to flogging. I recollect twice, or thrice whipped. I think 

quite well, in my own experience as aj|everybody will agree with me_ that 
magistrate at Quarter Sessions, a man the punishment of whipping is out 
being sent up by the court below to be fur- | of all reason, looking to the offence. We 
ther dealt with, who was, I should think, | cannot approve of any of those acts, and 
almost insane on this matter, although they ought to be punished according to 
not sufficiently insane to be shut up ina their degree and extent, but I think the 
lunatic asylum. That man was in the | punishment of flogging in that case is 
habit of annoying and disgusting decent absurd. I have quoted three Acts to 
women by this beastly passion. When show the House that at any rate with 
he came before the Quarter Sessions it | regard to the repeal of flogging in certain 
was clearly shown that he had been con- | cases common sense demands it. Let me 
victed more than ten times, and the case | go a little bit further into the 
was so bad that my brother magistrates offences for which the punishment is 
felt willing to inflict the punishment of inflicted at the present time. I will 
whipping on that man. I had tried | deal with the matters that the Bill 
no less than four cases of the most provides for as regards the retention 
abominable indecent assaults upon little | of the punishment—that is in relation to. 
children—little children that I had to put | highway robbery, and especially garroting. 
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Many in this House believe to-day, and I 
thoroughly believe myself, that, in the 
question of garroting, corporal punish- 
ment was at one time considered a 
deterrent. | will tell the House why I 
say so. There was, 1 am sorry to say, 
about the year 1863 or 1864 an extra- 
ordinary outbreak of garroting in the 
metropolis. I dare say hon. Members 
will recollect that in shop windows there 
were exhibited instruments for self- 
defence, called knuckledusters. People 
were almost afraid to walk along the 
streets. 


Corporal. Punishment 


of the lash came to be 
garrotters ! 
to many. 

bers of this House was garrotted at the 
Duke of York’s Column on his way down 


to the House, and so when the House— | 


I do not say passed the Bill—rushed the 


Bill, they were in such mortal fright of | 
their persons that the punishment of | 


flogging was provided for garroting. 


There is nothing like bringing things | 


home to the minds of men if you want 
something done. 
always deal with things in the 
possible way. Whether the punishment in 
that case wasadeterrentor not is a question 
on which different opinions are held. I 
know that there are some people who 
deny that it was a deterrent. I recollect 
in the year 1863 or 1864 going down 
through Lincoln’s Inn with an old friend 
who is now an eminent judge. He was 
on his way to the Central Criminal Court. 
Baron Bramwell on that occasion inflicted 
sentences of the “cat” on twenty-four or 
twenty-five men. There is no doubt 
about this, put cause and effect as you 
like, that the outbreak of garroting was 


stopped at that time, and there have been | 


very few cases of garroting since. I was 
a Member of the House in 1873, and | 
recollect there was a Bill brought in deal- 
ing with a somewhat different subject, 
and I moved an Amendment to that Bill.* 


It dealt with the question of assaults upon | 


children under thirteen years of age. I 
was then sitting on the other side of the 


House, when Mr. Gladstone’s Govern- | 


ment was in office. Mr. Bruce was the 
Home Secretary, and the House of Com- 


* See debate in Committee on the Seduction 


Laws Amendment Bill, 7th July, 1873 (The Par- | 


liamentary Debates |Third Series], Vol. ecxvi., 
page 1892.) 


Mr. Wharton. 
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People were afraid to walk | 
across the parks after dark, and so on. | 
Why and how was it that the punishment | 
inflicted on | 

I daresay that is unknown | 
One of the Lancashire Mem- | 


I do not say that they | 
best | 
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| mons passed my Amendment, but, as it hap- 
| pened to bea Private Member’s Bill, it did 
not get much further. Mr. Bruce said at 
that time that he did not believe flogging 
was a deterrent, and he rather challenged 
me to give him an instance with regard 
to flogging being a deterrent. I was very 
glad to be able to do so. I hap. 
pened to have been on a visit to 
Colonel Armstrong, the Governor of Dur- 
| ham Prison, and in conversation he told 
| me of a man, a very bad character, who 
_a few days before had been brought to 
the prison. On his way into the prison 
he refused to go on, and loitered. The 
warder tapped him on the shoulder gently, 
and pushed him forward towards his cell, 
The man turned round, doubled up his 
fist, and made as if to strike the warder, 
He then dropped his hand and went on. 
Immediately after that, Colonel Arm- 
strong went a round of the cells, and 
when he got to this man’s cell he said, 
“T saw you attempt to strike the warder,” 
and his answer was this, ‘I will tell you 
why I didn’t strike him. I know you 
flogged a gentleman a month ago for 
striking a warder, and I know that if you 
flogged a gentleman you would flog me.” 
I think hon. Gentlemen will not say that 
flogging is not a deterrent. I propose 
in this Bill to continue the punishment 
of flogging with regard to the crime of 
highway robbery and garroting. As to 
the amount of the punishment, I speak 
entirely for myself when I say that I do 
not like serious flogging, nor do I 
like that floggings shoudd be delayed for 
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a long time, because I feel that you 


have no right to inflict what to some 
men would be the most terrible punish- 
ment of all—the punishment of anticipa- 
tion. This Bill aims at the simplification 
of the law. If this Bill passes, with such 
Amendments as I myself will gladly 
welcome, it would result in a great 
simplification of the law, and instead of 
having to look into a whole lot of Acts 
you would have it all in one Act. This 
Bill applies in the first place to the 
flogging of juveniles. I believe there is 
another Bill in another place which is 
very much on all fours with this as 
regards the flogging of juveniles with the 
birch rod. This Bill applies to burglary 
when committed by persons armed, and 
it applies to cases of rape. I wish to call 
‘the attention of the House to what | 
have seen and heard. There is a very 
| prominent exception made in the case of 
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rape. I have seen a good many cases 
tried at assizes, and I have had a good 
deal to do with the trial of such crimes. 
I do not believe in single-handed rape, 
fnless drugs are used or the woman is in 
astate of hysteria. I remember hearing 
a man get fourteen years penal  ser- 
vitude in a case of rape, and I 
believe it was no more a case of 
rape than of pocket-picking. There was 
another case in which a man got twenty 
year's penal servitude, and I think he was 
unjustly punished. The man was guilty 
of immorality, no doubt, and I do not 
believe there ever was a worse act of 
injustice than that. There may be cases 
of single-handed rape, but I do not 
believe in them. We expressly exclude 
from this Bill single-handed rape. I say 
that for the punishment of whipping to 
be inflicted in cases of rape there must be 
actual violence shown, or there must be 
two or more people engaged in it. That 
will show the House that so far as I am 
concerned I am wishful to approach this 
subject in a fair way to the criminal. | 
want to protect the person charged from 
any possibility of unfair play. .As far as 
[am concerned I am only too anxious to 
put safeguards into the Bill which would 
not only protect a man from punishment 
of the lash, but also protect him in other 
ways as well. We know that there is too 
much of the abominable crime of black- 
mailing going about. It is absolutely 
necessary not only to protect him from 
the lash, but to protect him from punish- 
ment other than the lash. The Bill also 
deals with the crime of indecent assault. 
In this matter also I have had personal ex- 
perience as chairman of Quarter Sessions. 
I do think that if hon. Gentlemen had 
had half the experience I have had in 
trying cases of assault upon little 
children they would see the necessity 
for what is proposed in the Bill. I 
have seen little children not higher than 
my knee brought into Court to tell their 
sad story, and what are you to do insuch 
cases uncer the law as it stands to-day ? 
You can only inflict a long sentence of 
imprisonment with hard labour. There 
are those who say that the lash is 
brutalising. No doubt it is. But I have 


period of solitary confinement is, in the 


case of an uneducated man with a low | 
type of mind, quite as likely to be 
brutalising, and indeed more. likely to 
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have that effect than a short sentence of 
imprisonment accompanied by the lash. 
My belief is thatthe lash would prove a 
deterrent in the case of this particular 
class of criminal. In the case of abomi- 
nable crimes I can only say that, should 
the majority of the House prefer to ex- 
clude them from the operation of this 
Bill, I shall be prepared to assent to that 
course, as really our desire is to secure 
the power to apply the lash to assaults upon 
the person. I am not going to weary the 
House with quotations from authorities, 
but I would like to remind it that in 
1889 Mr. Matthews, in a speech in this 
House,* said he believed from his own ex- 
perience in the criminal courts—and as 
we know he was no mean authority on 
the subject—that flogging was a deter- 
rent. He also declared that the law 
required consolidating, and that is one of 
the objects of this Bill. Again, Sir Henry 
Selwyn Ibbetson, aformer Under Secretary 
to the Home Office, gives his support to 
| this Bill, while yesterday, at a meeting of 
the Society of Chairmen of Quarter 
Sessions, under the presidency of Lord 
Cross, another ex-Home Secretary, the 
principle of this Bill was unanimously 
approved after a very friendly discussion. 
I may be met with the argument that a 
Bill like this is calculated to promote 
blackmailing. Well, I am prepared to 


accept any Amendment which would 
lessen the chance of that. 


But unless 
the punishment of flogging is inflicted for 
outrages upon women and small children, 
Isay the sooner you sweep away corporal 
punishment altogether the _ better. 
These crimes are usually committed by 
tramps, and how does your present law 
operate? A woman, rich or poor, while 
out on a lawful errand is knocked down 
by a tramp and robbed of her purse and 
basket. The law says her assailant may 
be flogged. But if, instead of stealing 
her purse or basket, he takes what is 
more valuable to her than life itself, the 
law says you shall not flog him. I say 
it is absolutely horrible that such a dis- 
tinction should be drawn. If hon. Mem- 
bers are so averse to corporal punishment, 
why have they not brought in a Bill to 


1s. abolish it ? 
seen a good deal of the inside of gaols, | 


and I cannot help thinking that a long | : Pid 
| abolished it in the Army and Navy. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): We 





| * May 8th, 1889, See The Parliamentary 
| Debates [Third Series], Vol. cecxxxv., page 
| 1459. 
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Mr. WHARTON: I asked why no | statistics will find there has been a steady 
Bill had been brought in to abolish diminution of crime and a reduction in 
corporal punishment in our gaols. our prison population. There is one 

observation which I desire to make, not 

Mr. DILLON: I did not say that affecting the proposals so much as their 
we had brought a Bill in. form. An attempt is being made by the 

Government and by a private Member to 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! These | legislate in reference to the same subject 

questions are out of order. during the same session. I cannot con- 
‘ceive of a worse kind of legislation nor 

Mr. WHARTON: I say it is aj of anything more confusing. As to the 
remarkable thing that if so many are in Bill itself, what is the case which the 
favour of the total abolition of corporal right hon. Gentleman has made out? He 
punishment no Bill has for years been has made out an excellent case in favour 
promoted with that object. Our sole desire of repealing a large number of statutes, 
is to protect women and children, and if | but in no other respect has he made out a 
this Bill does nothing else it surely , good case. He referred to the Act of 
deserves support. I heard someone say 1863, which was passed for the purpose of 
yesterday that the Tories were going to putting down garroting. He told us that 
indulge in the congenial task of flogging | the justification for the passing of that 
the working man. I say we are doing | Act was the increase in that particular 
nothing of the kind. We are seeking to kind of crime, and he admitted that 
protect the wives and children of working | without such an increase there would 
men against the brutal attacks of tramps. be no justification for the Act. But 
On these grounds, Sir, I ask the House to| where is the increase in the class 
give this Bill a Second Reading. _of crime with which this Bill deals? 

| When the House of Commons is asked to 

Motion made, and Question proposed, | pass a measure of this character, it ought 
“That the Bill be now read a second | to be shown that the law, as it at present 
time.” —(Mr. Wharton.) | exists, is unequal to coping with the 

‘crime with which the Bill deals. But 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN (Carmarthen-! that has not been shown in this case. 
shire, W.): I think the House will agree | Statistics have not been referred to, 
that this Bill embodies a very serious because they prove the contrary—they 
proposal ; it deals with serious offences, | prove that the particular class of crime 
and we ought therefore to scan very care-| with which this Bill deals is diminishing, 
fully its provisions. It seems to me to | and has been diminishing for many years. 
be a rather regrettable incident that at a) The right hon. Gentleman the other day 
time when so much is being done by the | wrote a letter to The Times, in which he 
Government, as well as by philanthropic | said that his object was not so much 
agencies throughout the country, to! punishment as deterrence, and he added 
improve and elevate the criminal classes, that from his long experience in the ad- 
an attempt should be made to revert to ministration of the criminal law, he had 
an old and discredited system of punish- | a strong conviction that whipping would 
ment, which has been almost entirely | be the greatest deterrent, and would 
eliminated from the Statute-book nearly | afford the best protection for the wives 
half a century ago. It will be taken, | and daughters of working men who were 
rightly or wrongly, if the House reads a | daily exposed to danger from the brutality 
Bill of this kind a second time, as an of scoundrels. Reading that, one would 
indication that Members are of opinion | imagine that the offence of rape was one 
that we should revert to the old system, | committed day after day in this country, 
and that those who administer the law | whereas, as a matter of fact, the highest 
should in their sentences imitate the | number of such cases in any one year, for 
violence of those whom they condemn.| many years past, has been sixty-five. 
Our best judges have of recent years set | Then the right hon. Gentleman referred 
a splendid example by the moderation of | to offences committed on children. What 
their sentences, and I do not think itcan| are the figures in regard to those? 
be doubted that it has had a beneficial; In 1887, practically the first year 
effect on the country. Anyone who takes | after the Criminal Law Amendment 
the trouble to examine our criminal hos came into operation there were 106 
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offences committed against 
under thirteen years of age. In the year 
1890 there were seventy-five, and in 
1899 there were seventy-three cases. 


Had the right hon. Gentleman been able | 


to show that there had been an increase 
in the number of these cases, he might 
have convinced some of us of the justice 
of his proposal. Again, there has been a 
continual diminution in the number of 
offences with regard to children over 
thirteen and under sixteen years of age, 
and I think with respect to everyone of 
the offences dealt with by this Bill, with 
the exception of burglary, there has been 
a continuous and steady decrease in the 
number of convictions. The tendency of 
legislation during the last forty years 
has been against flogging. In the session 
of 1898 the Prisons Act was passed and 
by that corporal punishment was almost 
entirely abolished. Does anyone suggest 
that our prisons are not as well managed 
and that discipline is not as well main- 
tained now as before the almost complete 
abolition of flogging? In 1894 there 
were ninety-eight cases of flogging in local 
prisons ; last year there were only forty- 
four. Again in 1894, thirty-nine 
floggings were administered in the con- 
vict prisons, whereas last year there were 
only three cases. No one will suggest 
that anything but a good result has 
followed the introduction of the new 
system. The same thing happened in 
regard to the Army. It was said before 
corporal punishment was abolished there, 
that, without flogging, it would be im- 
possible to maintain discipline. Yet as 
soon as the Act was passed, thanks to 


the instrumentality of Mr. Parnell and | 
his colleagues, in 1881, the number of , 


courts martial fell steadily year after 
year. I have here a book by one whose 
name, I think, will command the respect 


of hon. Members on both sides of this 


House. It was written by Lord Roberts, 
who states that one very painful circum- 


stance stamped itself on his memory. He 


had been obliged to be present at a 
flogging parade, the only one, he was glad 
to say, he had ever had to attend, although 
the barbarous and degrading custom of 
flogging in the Army was not done away 
with until nearly thirty years later. The 


sight was a horrible one to witness. The 
parade was ordered for the punishment | 
en sentenced to fifty lashes each | 


of two 


for selling their kits. They were fine, 


handsome horse artillerymen, and it was 


{28 Marcu 1900} 
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hateful to see them thus treated. Indeed, 
one felt it was productive of harm rather 
than good, for it tended to destroy the 
men’s self-respect and make them com- 
pletely reckless. What was the result in 
these cases? No sooner were the two 
men released from prison than they 
committed the same offence again. They 
were a second time tried by court martial 
and sentenced to a flogging. A parade 
was ordered, as on the previous occasion ; 
one man was stripped and tied up. The 
sentence of the court martial was read 
out, and everything was ready for the 
infliction of the punishment, when the 
commanding officer, to the intense relief 
of every officer present, addressed the 
men, telling them how distressed he was 
to find two soldiers thus brought up for 
corporal punishment twice within a little 
more than six weeks, but ottering, if they 
would promise not to commit the offence 
again and to behave better for the future, 
to remit the flogging part of their sentence. 
The clemency was evidently appreciated, 
the men gave the desired promise, and 
they kept their word. He (Lord Roberts) 
did not lose sight of them for many 
years, and he was always gratified to 
‘learn that their conduct was universally 
satisfactory, and that they had become 
good steady soldiers. Now, probably 
those who hold the views entertained by 
the right hon. Gentleman opposite will 
think that a mistaken way of dealing 
with the men. 
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Mr. WHARTON: No man has a 
greater horror of public whipping than 1 
have. That refers entirely to public 
whipping. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN : The passage 
refers to the deterrent effects of whipping. 
That is why I read it out. 


Mr. WHARTON : It is a very different 
matter. 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I do not 
much care about referring to my personal 
experience, but I should like to touch 
upon one case which came under my 
notice. At the Glamorganshire Assizes, 
three years ago, a man was convicted, 


before Mr. Justice Day, of robbery with 


violence, and was sentenced to a con- 
siderable term of imprisonment and to 
| receive forty lashes in two instalments. 
| When the man came out of prison he 





559 Corporal Punishment 


immediately committed precisely the 
same offence. I was instructed to defend 
the man at the second trial, and when I 
visited him in his cell I found that his one 


object was, not to avoid another flogging, | 


but to be saved from being sent to penal 
servitude. The jury declined to convict 
him of the serious offence of robbery with 
violence, and merely found him guilty of 
stealing the money. It is strange that if 
this form of punishment is so highly 
beneficial it is not adopted in other 
countries ; but there is scarcely a country 


in Europe where flogging is allowed—I | 


am not referring to prison discipline— 
I believe it is not allowed in America, and 
our colonies have never taken to it. If 
anything has been proved to be a delusion | 
it is the statement that garroting was 
put an end to by the Act of 1863. 
Lord Aberdare, who was Under Secretary 
at the time that Act was passed, said 
himself that the results attributed to 
the passing of the Act had, in fact, 
been realised before it was passed. 
In a speech made by Lord Herschell, 
when he was a Member of this House, he 
said it was the prevalent opinion that | 
the punishment of flogging acted as a 
great deterrent in cases of crime with | 
violence, and that it had put down 
garroting. But if anyone would examine 
the Returns which had been laid on the | 
Table of the House, it would be seen very 
clearly that garroting was practically put | 
down before the Act was passed. In fact 
the statement that the Act was instru- 
mental in suppressing it has been shown 
over and over again to have no founda- 
tion in fact. In 1885 the House declined 
to sanction this cruel and degrading form 
of punishment, even in reference to 
offences against women and children. 
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man of the two. It is not only 
the most unequal form of punishment, but 
|it is also the most uncertain. Look at 
| the Returns which have been moved for 
from time to time. There is nothing 
'more prejudicial, nothing which is so in- 
_jurious to the interests of justice, than 
that there should be great inequality in 
| sentences passed by judges for the same 
offence. Returns show that from 1883- 
1899 Mr. Justice Day ordered prisoners 
to receive 4,061 strokes with the cat. 
|The Judge who came next is Mr. Justice 
| Grantham, who has ordered 740 lashes. 
| Only about seven or eight judges have 
ever ordered the lash, and Mr. Justice 
Day has ordered more than twice as many 
as all the other judges put together. It 
comes to this: that if a prisoner is tried 
the fact whether he is to be flogged 
depends not upon the gravity of his 
offence, not upon the amount of brutality 
he has used in order to carry out his evil 
intentions, but upon the mere chance of 
which judge happens to try him. If he 
is tried before Mr. Justice Day it is per- 
fectly certain he will be flogged, beeause 
Mr. Justice Day thinks flogging the 


right form of punishment. But if he 
is tried before the Lord Chief 
Justice, or Mr. Justice Mathew, 


or Mr. Justice Wright, he is equally 
certain that he will never have a single 
stroke, because they have never ordered 
one. And if he had happened to be 
brought before Mr. Justice Hawkins also, 
he would never have got the lash, for that 
judge before he left the Bench, when 
asked why he never ordered a flogging, 
replied, “If you flog a man you make a 
| perfect devil of him.” Thus it is a pure 
matter of chance whether a man is flogged 
or not. You may pass this Bill, you may 


There was a long debate upon it in that | authorise judges to order flogging in all 
year,* in the course of which Sir Henry these cases, but even then it will depend 
James, Sir Edward Clarke, Sir Farrer | upon the personal opinion of the judge 
Herschell, Sir Horace Davey, and Sir whether or not he will do so. In order to 
Thomas Chambers all protested against | make flogging deterrent you ought to go 
this form of punishment. Now, I have | a step further, and say that in the event 
one or two observations to make with of a man being convicted of certam 
regard to the punishment itself. In the | offences the judge shall be bound to order 
first place, it is the most unequal form of | him to be flogged. You must, in fact, 
punishment that one can possibly con- | treat these offences on the same principle 
ceive. Take the case of two men flogged. | that you treat murder. In the event of 
Probably the one who feels the) conviction you must allow no option to 
punishment the least is the worse | inflict anything but the one penalty. And, 
as showing the danger of laying down a 





* See debate in Committee on the Criminal hard-and-fast rule, I would point out that 


Law Amendment Bill, 31st July, 1885. (The | . ; 4 a 
Parliamentary Debates (Third Series], Vol. ccc., |in regard to some of these offences you 


page 722.) 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan. 


|are dealing with professional criminals, 
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impulse of sudden passion. 
under the Bill the attendance of the 
prison doctor and the governor of the 
prison is required during the time of 
flogging. What does that mean ? It is 
an unnecessary clause, because the Home 
Office regulations provide for every safe- 
uard of the kind. But by putting it in 
the Bill the promoters throw some light 
on what flogging means. It means that 
aman may be flogged practically within 
an inch of his life. I do not believe in 
this form of punishment, and I shall do 
all I can to prevent its adoption. In 
penal servitude there is a chance of re- 
claiming a man by treating him with 
kindness and humanity, but by flogging 
a man is reduced to the level of a brute. 
I beg to move the rejection of the Bill. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE (Shrewsbury): I 
desire to raise my voice as far as I can in 
opposition to a measure which I believe 
is, in many respects, extremely retrograde 
and most distasteful to the public at large. 
The right hon. Gentleman who introduced 
the Bill based his support upon his 
experience in the administration of the 
law. I venture to suggest that I may 
claim to base my opposition upon experi- 
ence in legal practice extending over thirty 
years. I should not like it to be supposed 
for one moment that I have any sympathy 
with the criminals 


{28 Marcu 1900} 


who deliberately plan a crime, while in} *Mr. H. D. GREENE: I accept that 
others you have men who act upon the | 
I see that | 
it pressure from inside or outside this 
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statement ; but even then, surely if 
opinion was so strongly in favour of 


House might have induced the Govern- 
ment to give its attention to the subject. 
No statistics whatever have been quoted 
to justify the alteration of the law in the 
direction proposed hg this Bill. I must 
say, too, that when [ turn to the Bill 
itself I am startled to see there is abso- 
lutely no principle laid down in the classi- 
fication of the offences to which this Bill 
is to apply. No explanation has been 
given why Scotland is excluded from its 
operation. The unfortunate Paddy in 
Dublin and the unfortunate wretch in 
Whitechapel may be whipped, but the 
man in Scotland is to go free? What is 
the reason ? Because the Scotch will not 
tolerate a law of this kind. In an Act 
passed in 1862, to amend the law with re- 
gard to the whipping of juvenile offenders, 
a clause was introduced providing that 
no one should be whipped in Scotland for 
offences against person or property, and 
the Scotch have enjoyed a complete immu- 


| nity from whipping ever since. Can anyone 


contend that there has been an increase of 
crime in Scotland because of that provision ? 
I think my right hon. friend fairly 
deserves the criticism made by the hon. 


| Member for West Carmarthenshire, that 
' nothing has been adduced by him to justify 


who commit these | 


crimes, although I totally differ from the | 


right hon. Gentleman as to what should 
be the treatment meted out tothem. I 
do not want it to go forth that this Bill 
is entirely supported by Members on this 
side of the House. [ should like the 
public to know that we are at least 
divided upon it. It has too often 


happened in the past that hon. Mem- | 
bers opposite have had to rectify the | 


tendency sometimes exhibited on this side 
of the House to permit punishments of too 
great severity. I listened with surprise to 
the manner in which this Bill was intro- 


the change which he proposes. The Bill 
introduces an entirely new principle in 
criminal law. In at least three instances 
the “opinion of the Court ” is to be taken 
in substitution for what should be the find- 
ing of the jury. For instance, the ques. 
tion whether a prisoner is or is not to be 
whipped—according to the age limit— 
depends, not upon whether he is proved 
to be under the age of sixteen, but 
whether, in the opinion of the Court, he 
is under that age, and thus a boy who is 


| under sixteen, and looks older, would run 


duced. I should have expected, seeing that | 
It passed a Second Reading in 1889, the 
right hon. Gentleman would have given | 


some reasons why no Government or no 
individual has since thought fit to re- 
introduce it. 


Mr. WHARTON: It has been re- put it in proper form. 


great risk of being whipped on the greater 
scale, while one who is over sixteen and 
looks younger would have a chance of 
escaping with the lesser punishment. The 
right hon. Gentleman nas told us he 
is willing to accept Amendments. I say 
he ought not to have brought forward a 


| Bill which is so full of errors and so un- 


acceptable, and then ask the House to 
Again, there 


introduced twice, if not three times since | appears in the Bill to be no principle 
then, but fortunes of the ballot prevented | underlying the different offences to be 


our proceeding with it. 





punished in this way. If you examine 
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the schedule of offences you will fail to 
see that any principle is laid down at all. 
Some of the most serious offences, some 
of the most terrible in which violence is 
involved, some which are odious in the 
extreme, are altogether omitted, but on 
the other hand, it is newly introduced 
with reference to five or six offences, 
and the punishment of whipping 
is actually to be administered in 
cases of first offence. I say that if you 
are going to introduce the punishment 
for these offences, it should be limited to 
the cases of individuals more than once 
convicted. Now, my main objection to 
this Bill is one which is largely shared by 
lawyers who practice in the criminal 
courts, and it is that the power to impose 
corporal punishment is given to chair- 
men of Quarter Sessions. There are a 
large number of courts of Quarter 
Sessions in this country. They are some 
times divided, and two courts sit; 
whether there are 100 or 200 chairmen of 
Quarter Sessions I know not, but we do 
know that while some gentlemen who 
preside over these courts have had legal 
experience and training, many have not. 
The decision arrived at is not necessarily 
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|of the High Court, and there will 
\be by this Act a great many more 
‘tribunals to make them than there 
|are at the present time. I heard with 
|dismay last week from the right hon, 
{Gentleman below me that one of Her 
| Majesty’s judges at the Liverpool Assizes 
|in February, 1899, in one day passed 
| three different sentences on three different 
| prisoners. On each occasion he ordered 
Imprisonment, and on two occasions 
| whipping was to be twice administered, 
and in the other case it was to be ad- 
ministered three times. It is worthy of 
note that the extreme severity of the 
whipping was in each one of these cases 
remitted by the right hon. Gentleman 
the Home Secretary. Is it not a terrible 
thing to think that one of Her Majesty’s 
judges should have made three mistakes 
/in one day upon grounds which the right 
hon. Gentleman was unable to acquaint 
| this House with. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not in order in criticising the action of 
| judges. He may refer to their action for 
statistical purposes, but he is not entitled 
_to question their judicial conduct. 


the decision of the Chairman ; it may be | 


the result of a vote taken, as I have seen | 


it myself at Quarter Session, among the 
magistrates as to what is the proper sen- 
tence to be passed. I shrink with horror 
from the thought that there may be a 
division of opinion among some twenty 
magistrates, and there may be a majority 
of only one in favour of flogging. In 
a matter of this kind there ought to be 
individual responsibility. In the adminis- 
tration of an Act of this kind there would 
be no such feeling entertained by the 
magistrates, as there would bea difference 
of opinion as to how a prisoner should 
be punished. I have a great admiration 
for the labours of many Chairmen of 
Quarter Sessions, and certainly we have 
the advantage of knowing three of them 
who have filled, or are now filling, that 
distinguished position, for their names 
are upon this Bill. We hear that the 
Chairmen of Quarter Sessions, at their 
meeting, approved of the principle of this 
Bill, but I would rather an application for 
this increased power had not been so much 
supported and brought forward by the gen- 
tlemen who are pleading foran opportunity 
to exercise that power. There is this to 
be said—that mistakes are made now 
in regard to these sentences by 


Mr. H. D. Greene. 


*Mr. H. D. GREENE: Then I will say 
/no more upon that beyond pointing 
out that the fact remains that relief 
| was given in three cases where sen- 
tence was passed on the same day. 
|If mistakes may be made by a 
learned judge of the High Court, are 
‘they not more likely to be made by 
| Quarter Sessions all over the country? If 
‘that is so, it seems to me that power 
should not be given to tribunals so 
| numerous and with so little responsibility 
all over the country. Another reason 
_why I object to this Bill is that it is 
‘not a Government measure. If it is 
a consolidating measure let the Govern- 
|ment consolidate, and let us accept 
their statement of what is consolidated. 
If it were a Government measure we 
should have this further ground for con- 
| fidence, in that we should know the 
|Government must take the responsibility 
_ of facing the public opinion of the country 
'as to whether this measure should or 
should not be adopted, and they would be 
| guided by the best advice from persons 
|on whom they could rely, and whose 
|responsible opinion would _ probably 
|be accepted by this House. Another 


judges | reason why I object to the measure 
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is that it is badly drawn, aad if it is to 
be more than a consolidating Bill it ought 
to deal with a great many other offences. 
Why is blackmailing, arson, the offence of 
wife beating or violent assault to be 
omitted ? I can see no reason why these 
offences are not included, and I have 
heard none suggested. I think of all the 
most terrible offences blackmailing is 
probably the worst. and that is left out 
altogether. I respectfully say that if 
this Bill is looked carefully into it will be 
found to be a measure which on that 
ground alone should be rejected. But 
beyond all this I say that Bill is a retro- 
grade measure altogether. If we look a 
little more closely into the history of cor- 
poral punishment than my hon. friend the 
Member for West Carmarthenshire asked 
us, we shall see that the whole tendency of 
Parliament since the present reign com- 
menced has been toabolish the severestand 
to mitigate the lesser forms of punishment 
which have been inflicted. If you want 
to see what happened at the introduction 
of Her Majesty’s reign, look at what she 
did when she closed the first session of 
her first Parliament in 1837. You will 
read the most touching allusion she 
made to her joy at the fact that 
capital punishment for several kinds of 
offences had been abolished, and from 
that time forward we have been gradually 
getting rid of barbarous sentences. 
Since Her Majesty came to the Throne 
on only four occasions has the punish- 


ment of whipping been applied by 
this House to any offences. The 
first occasion was the Oxford Act, 
passed in 1341 or 1842, to punish 
with whipping persons who _ struck 
at or alarmed the Queen herself. 


Four or five years afterwards another 
Act was passed to enable persons to be 
whipped who destroyed works of art 
in museums. In 1847 this punishment 
was applied to blackmailers ; and in 1863 
came the Bill which was to punish persons 
for the crime of garroting. What was 
the result of all this? Out of those four 
instances two were repealed in 1861, 
when the criminal law was consolidated. 
Those Acts against blackmailing and the 
destruction of works of art in museums 
had only been in force for twelve years, 
when they were found not to be satis- 
factory. Ihe Criminal Law Commis- 
sioners in 13843 said they did not recom- 
mend the extension or continuance of the 
punishment of whipping, and in 1861, 
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when the great consolidation of the 
criminal law took place, numbers of 
those Acts which had been passed in 
earlier centuries and those which had 
been passed in Her Majesty’s reign 
were also swept away, and there re- 
main now only two Acts on the Statute 
Book, which have been passed in the 
reign of Her Majesty, in which flogging 
of adults may be administered, and 
those two are the cases of striking at 
or alarming Her Majesty, and the other 
one assaulting with intent to rok or 
choking, which were covered by the Act 
of 1863. Those punishments having been 
repealed, we heard but little more of the 
question until 1879 and 1880, when the 
policy of flogging in the Army as a 
punishment was stopped. In the year 
1880 there was a General Election, and I 
can well recall that at that time several 
candidates who wished to sit on our side of 
the House were rejected on the ground of 
their defence of corporal punishment. I 
think that no less than three very distin- 
guished persons I could name also met 
with very great hostility in consequence 
of their views on this subject. In 1881 
it was completely done away with, and in 
1882 the Home Secretary for the time 
being—the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire—was 
asked on two occasions whether he would 
not extend flogging to cases of indecent 
assault, and he said most distinctly no, 
and he would not listen to it. When the 
Criminal Law Amendment Bill was 
brought forward in 1885 the Government 
on this side of the House did not venture 
to put in any clause whereby whipping 
should be administered to adults. The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton did introduce an Amend- 
ment to apply it in the case of rape, but 
he did not suggest that it should be 
applied in minor offences upon women 
and children. No Government suggested 
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any general extension of whipping 
after it was abolished in 1861. In 


1889 this Bill got its Second Reading, 
and here we have it again un- 
earthed and dug up by several of my hon. 
friends, with no better grounds to support 
it than have just been heard in the open- 
ing speech of the hon. Member. The 
statistics do not show that there is any 
necessity for this measure. A Return has 
recently come from Liverpool, where the 
Chief Constable has stated that there has 
been an enormous falling off in crimes of 
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violence, and I think I am right in saying ' 
that the diminution of the cost of admini- 
stering justice there will amount to some- 
thing like £6,000 a year. There is 
a divided opinion on this matter, and I 
contend that where there is such a divi- 
sion of opinion upon such a momentous 
question the opinion of those against should 
he accepted rather than those for. The: 
present and two last Lord Chief Justices all 
pronounced against this punishment being 
extended to cases of indecent assault, and 
this view has been taken by the highest 
criminal judges in the land. I do not 
intend to say more upon this beyond 
pointing out that if you have judges who 
will flog and some who will not, the 
result will be that you will have some 
juries who will vote for flogging and 
some who will not. Where a court has 
this arbitrary power, and it is left 
to the jury to decide whether or not 
they will convict, there are numbers 
of jurymen who, taking strong views 
like my hon. friend who has moved this 
resolution, would give no verdict at all, 
or would even compromise their con- 
sciences rather than bring in a verdict of 
guilty. This is an irrevocable punish- 
ment, and so of course is capital punish- 
ment, but that is no reason for saying 
that you are to support a fresh irrevo- 
cable punishment. It is an indelible degra- 
dation, and for which no compensation 
is possible. We are told that one great 
advantage is that it is speedily carried 
out, and the right hon. Gentleman does 
not like to have any delay over the 
matter. Unless there isa great demand 
for such a punishment we certainly ought 
not lightly to allow it quickly to be im- 
posed. What demand does the right hon. 
Gentleman suggest there is? A Return 
has been given showing that between 
1894 and 1898 grand juries in different 
parts of the country made representations 
in favour of the power to whip. You 
will find they are thirteen in number. 
But do they come from all over the 
country ! They do not. I am speaking 
from recollection, but I think three of 
them come from Durham, and in another 
county they have come twice, and in a 
third county twice. But still, if 
frequent, these representations only 
come from a few places. I do not 
know whether the right hon. Gen- 
tleman has taken any part in making 
these representations to the learned 
judge, or whether they come from any 


Mr. H. D. Greene. 
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person of distinction there who may have, 
from the pulpit or elsewhere, advocated 


such a course, but these representations 


come three times from Durham. _[ think 
if there was a genuine demand for this 
measure we should have had it repre- 
sented by the judges in their general 
council, by grand juries in numerous 
places, by magistrates’ meetings, socie- 
ties, and charitable individuals, but 
we have had no such demand. We 
have had a demand by three chair- 
men of quarter sessions who are associa- 
ted with this Bill, and I do suggest that 
it is a very unfortunate thing to basa 
legislation on no better demand for it 
than has been suggested. I have a deep 
personal conviction that this Bill would 
be contrary to the policy which seems to 
actuate us in all other matters of legisla- 
tion. We have during this reign pro. 
tected animals from cruelty, and we have 
protected children from cruelty. We 
have been more merciful in the treat- 
ment meted out to our prisoners, and I 
cannot speak too highly of the readiness 
with which the right hon. Gentleman the 
Home Secretary has met the appeals 
made to him for legislation in this diree- 
tion. [ shall listen with very great in- 
terest to what the right hon. Gentleman 
has to say now as to the success of the 
partial abolition of flogging in prisons in 
1898. Last year no less than tive times 
the Home Secretary prevented prisoners 
undergoing sentences of flogging passed 
upon them judicially ; and I do not thnk 
the right hon. Gentleman is likely to 
allow tis kind of thing to take place too 
freely, judging from the way he has acted 
in revising sentences. I feel that it would 
be a terrible blot upon our legislative 
escutcheon if, at the close of the century, 
and almost at the close of Her Majesty's 
reign, we should pass this kind of retro- 
grade legislation. Let us wait for a few 
more years until a stronger case for such a 
measure is presented to the House. Such 
a Bill as this inevitably tends to a very 
great deal of hostility, and I hope it will 
be a long time before this House gives 
a Second Reading to such a measure. 
I most cordially second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’”—(M/?r. Lloyd Morgan.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
2 ” 
‘now’ stand part of the Question. 
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CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY (Shrop- | 
shire, Newport): What has struck me on | 


this occasion has been the interest shown | flogging is not a deterrent. 


by the legal profession in the maintenance | 
of the criminal classes. They seem to. 
consider them in the same light as an | 
over-zealous gamekeeper who wishes to 
keep up a large stock of game for future | 
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deprecate any attempt to argue from the 
abolition of flogging in the Army that 
The whole 
conditions in the Army, the treatment 
of the men, and the current of public 
opinion, combined to bring about the aboli- 


_ tion of flogging. The Member for Shrews- 


bury spoke in what, I think, was rather 


sport ; that is the underlying tenderness , a whole-cheeked fashion of the value of the 


towards the interesting criminal dis- | 
closed in the speeches of my legal friends. 
That is a point of view with which the 
mere layman is rather out of sympathy. 
Anything affecting the comfort or the 
feelings of the criminal is a matter of 


lawyer of equivalent rank. 


extraordinary importance to these legal | 


Members. 
them to approach the matter from the 
point of view of consideration for those 
who suffer from the action of the 
criminals. Members who take that view 
are anxious to do something to make cer- 


It does not seem to occur to) 


opinion of chairmen of quarter sessions. 
Taking one man with another, on most 
matters of ordinary common sense, I 
should prefer the opinion of a Chairman 
of Quarter Sessions to the opinion of a 
In the same 
way a soldier would prefer the opinion of 
a soldier to that of a naval man of equal 
rank. It has been too much left out of 
sight that Chairmen of Quarter Ses- 


/sions have been very decided in their 


tain classes of crime less frequent, but I. 


have listened in vain to lawyer after 
lawyer for any sympathy whatever with 


' 


the aggrieved class of the community. It | 


is the criminal who is to be treated with 
the utmost leniency, and the greatest care 


lest it should prevent his possible recall 


opinions on this subject, and have made 
presentations upon it, and otherwise ex- 
hibited their sympathy with this Bill in 
every way in their power. And they 
represent, infinitely better than the 
itinerant lawyer travelling from place to 
place in the exercise of his avocation, the 


real opinion of the localities they are 
must be taken not to oppose the measure | 


from criminality into the paths of virtue — 


he has temporarily strayed from. 
Probably few Members of _ this 
House have seen or had _any-!| 


thing to do with the infliction of the 
terrible punishment of flogging, unless 
they have done so in the capacity of a 
military officer or as a prison visitor. 
Those who have seen it as I have look back 
with horror at the recollection, and no 
one could approach the question in a 
more serious spirit than we do. Never- 
theless, feeling that so strongly, I still 
assert that there are cases in which that 
punishment is not only justifiable, but 
even wise and proper in the interests of 
the community generally. I consider 
that my testimony is worth more than 
that of a mere outsider. I speak with 
no desire to undervalue or understate 
what the punishment means to those who 
suffer it. I deprecate entirely any asser- 
tion that those who support flogging 
think lightly of it, or in a foolish sense 
desire lightly to reimpose it. Those of 
us who are not lawyers recognise that 
there are certain crimes to which it ought 
to be applied, because as far as we know 
it is the only punishment likely to act as 
a deterrent of those particular crimes. I 


dealing with, and have a far better 
knowledge of the social conditions 
of the neighbourhoods. They under- 
stand how far the class of crime 
most prevalent in their districts can 
be repressed by a particular punishment. 
I respect the evident earnestness of the 
hon. Gentleman who moved the rejection 
of this Bill, and I sympathise with the 
view that we ought to be assured that 
this punishment will only be inflicted for 
the purpose of correcting an abuse so 
great that it cannot be dealt with in any 
other way. The evidence which I have 
seems to me to show that there are 


certain crimes to which this punishment 


_where we could put 





bears very directly on this issue. 


ought to be applied, and could be applied 
with better effect than any other punish- 
ment we could devise. It is argued that, 
taking the country generally, there is a 
decrease of these crimes. While a general 
statement of that kind may be true, there 
may be localities where these crimes are 
on the increase, and if there are localities 
our foot on a 
most accursed crime, the House ought 
to hesitate before it refuses to grant 
the application of a punishment for 
the purpose of stamping it out. 
I noticed a letter in this morning’s Times, 
signed “Your Law Reporter,” which 


I find 
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that these outrages are very serious in 
their number in the Midland counties, I 
regret to say, and Staffordshire has an | 
unenviable notoriety in this respect. The | 
calendar for December, 1898, contained | 
the names of thirty-nine prisoners, and of 
these no fewer than seventeen were | 
charged «ith offences against women and | 
children. We have heard some very dis- 
paraging remarks with regard to certain 
judges from quarters from which they 
ought not to have proceeded. 

Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: I 
test—— 


pro- 


CoLonEL KENYON-SLANEY: I was 
not referring to the hon. Member. 


Mr. PICKERSGILL (Bethnal Green, 
S.W.): You ought to specify ; you are 
making a very serious charge. 


CotoneEL KENYON-SLANEY: I de- 
cline to accept any ruling as to procedure 
from the hon. Member. I am sorry that 
certain reflections have been made on 
the judges. We ought to accept their 
opinions as valuable on this question at 
any rate, and therefore in corroboration 
of what I have said I will quote the 
views of one judge. In his charge to the 
grand jury at Stafford in 1898, Mr. 
Justice Ridley, after remarking that he 
had visited several counties in which he 
found that crimes against women and chil- 
dren were more numerous than any other 
class of crime, said flogging was a brutal 
and degrading punishment, and ought to 
be reserved solely for those who were | 
brutal and degraded. Now, let there be 
no mistake as to this. I and others who 
support this Bill only wish this punish- 
ment to fall on those who are of brutal 
and degraded type, and who commit these 
brutal and degrading crimes. Put in 
what safeguards you will, but bear in | 
mind that the crime to which we wish to 
apply this punishment is one which means | 
the destruction of the life and honour of | 
some poor woman or some poor child. 
My hon. and learned friend expressed a 
conviction that this punishment should 
not be inflicted in the case of a_ first 
offence, but I say that if the offence is one 
against the virtue of a woman or child, , 
the offender should not be allowed to 
escape the lash. I object to this mealy- 
mouthedness, this desire to shield the 
criminal at the expense of the com-| 


Col. Kenyon-Slaney. 
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munity and of the innocent sufferer, 
The general point I wish to urge is that 
these crimes prevail, and are increasing 
in certain localities. us 


Mr. LLOYD MORGAN: Does the 
hon. and gallant Member mean that there 
is an increase at a particular time, or an 


| increase spread over a number of years ? 


I admit that in some places there is an 
increase at a particular time, but you 
must spread it over a number of years. 


CoLONEL KENYON-SLANEY: T am 


not anxious to dispute minor points ; I 


only want to secure adhesion to the 
principle that, if there is an increase of a 
particular kind of crime which cannot be 
repressed by the action of the ordinary 
law, then it is not unreasonable on our 
part to seek to impose a punishment 
which we believe would check it. You 
must treat it as an epidemic ; you 
must act on the same principle as we do 
when there is an outbreak of foot and 
mouth disease in this country ; when 
such an epidemic prevails we insist on the 
wholesale destruction of suspected animals, 
and when the country is free from the 
disease we do nothing of tlie kind. In 
the same way with this particular class of 
crime. If our ordinary punishments have 
not the effect of stopping it, then it is only 
reasonable to look for some form of 
punishment which will have that effect. 
We do not advocate flogging because we 
like that form of punishment, but we do 
take exception to the statement that 
flogging is not a deterrent. What are 
men but grown-up boys, and does not 
boyhood’s experience teach us that it was 
the chance of getting a flogging which pre- 
vented us committing many peccadilloes ? 
I repeat that sufficient weight is not given 
in this House to the opinions of our grand 
There could be no body of men 
more anxious to improve the social con- 
dition of the districts in which they live ; 
they are in touch with the feelings of all 
classes ; they know the horror and in- 
security of feeling which the prevalence 
of such crimes causes in the minds of the 
working classes ; they are aware of the 
desire to have these criminals more 
firmiy dealt with, and when they make 
their presentments it is not right that 
hon. Members should pooh-pooh them. I 
hope that this Bill will be read a second 
time. We honestly believe there is an 
immediate need for legislation such as 
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this. Crimes like these are apt to in- 
crease When men feel that the punishment 
to be risked is not so severe as to make 


the risk not worth running. It is, 
'and I had to decide whether any perma- 


dangerous to allow such a feeling to grow, 
and I believe that the passing of this Bill 
would produce a rapid diminution of a 
crime which at the present moment con- 
stitutes the biggest stain on our national 
character. Sentimentalism is misplaced 
in these matters, and we must do our 
best to stamp out an admitted evil by the 
assertion of that which is right. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): L regard the Bill as unnecessary and 
retrograde. I came down to the House 
with an open mind on the subject. I 
have heard the debate, and my mind has 
closed with a snap against the proposal, 
for the paucity of the arguments which 
have been advanced proves conclusively 
that no case whatever can be made out 
for this addition to the law. The evolu- 
tion of civilisation should carry on 
onwards and upwards, but this is an 
attempt to put back the clock. The 
speech of the mover was apologetic ; he 
offered to change anything in the Bill we 
may not like, and I am bound to say that 
the arguments of the hon. Member for 
West Carmarthen quite knocked the 
hottom out of the case for the Bill. It 
has been my misfortune to witness many 
floggings when that form of punishment 
prevailed in the Army, and I am con- 
vinced that if hon. Members could be 
taken to a barracks square to witness one 
administration of this punishment 
we should hear nothing further of 
flogging in the Army or elsewhere. 
And while I am opposed to public flog- 
gings I am still more opposed to private 
ones. What could be move terrible than 
for a man to be led out on a cold winter 
morning to be hanged or flogged in the 
presence of the warders and gaoler, with 
no one even to whom he can display his 
bravado? The Bill requires that a doctor 
shall be present at the flogging. I re- 
member witnessing one flogging. The 
criminal was duly tied up and then there 
came the dreadful swish of the lash, the 
noise of which was partially drowned by 
the muffled roll of the drums, a device to 
prevent the possible screams of the un- 


fortunate victim being heard. But I am) 
bound to say I never heard a single sound | 
Terrible as | 


proceed from the man’s lips. 


was the punishment for him, I think it 


| effect of the shock to the system ? 
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| was still more terrible for me on whom 


rested the responsibility of watching it. 
After twenty-five lashes had been ad- 
ministered the man’s wrists were untied, 


nent damage would be done to his con- 
stitution if the flogging were continued. 
How could I or any medical man say at 
such a time what would be the ultimate 
I say 
it was an invidious and detestable duty to 
impose on any man, and it is in order to 
save my medical brethren from having it. 
placed upon them by this Bill that I 
oppose the further progress of this 
measure. And it should be borne in mind 
that this Bill applies to a class of case in 
which not infrequently hysterical women 
bring an atrocious charge against a 
medical man and subsequently withdraw 
it. We hada case only the other day. 
Suppose the doctor implicated in it had 
been condemned and had received twenty- 
five lashes, he would have been ruined 
morally and physically, and only too late 
would it have been discovered that the 
charge was a trumped up one. 


Mr. WHARTON : That sort of case is 
especialiy excluded from this Bill. Two. 
men must be associated in the crime 
before a flogging is inflicted. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON : I do not see 
how that provision lessens the danger. 
In conclusion, let me say how much I ap- 
preciate the remarks of my hon. friend 
the Member for Shrewsbury, as to the 
class of tribunal to which these cases 
would be referred. I am a professional 
man ; if [ want to get legal opinion I go 
to a lawyer, and if I want medical opinion 
I go toa doctor. The hon. and gallant 
Gentleman opposite appears to think chat 
the opinion of country gentlemen and 
clergymen is better than that of a trained 
lawyer, but if I wanted my leg cut off I 
would not go tothe hon. and gallant 
rentleman ; | would go to a trained 
doctor in Brook Street. If it is so easy 
to obtain the administration of the law 
gratuitously, why is it necessary to spend 
a hundred or two hundred thousand pounds 
on the judiciary ? I want a man trained 
in his profession. In Scotland we have 
a better course of procedure. We have 
no amateur gentleman aping the airs 
and graces of lawyers ; we have no clergy- 
men on the bench, the most pitiless of all 
people to deal with questions having any 
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practical bearing on Christian charity. In 
a paper edited by an hon. Member of this 
House there are pilloried week by week 
the proceedings of the great unpaid. You 
have country gentlemen steeped in all the 
prejudices of their class, sitting on the 
bench and aping knowledge of a profes- 
sion in which they have not been trained. 
In Scotland we have none of that. I have 
been a J.P. for more than twenty years, 
and I never have been called upon 
to act exzept to vote for the renewal of 
a licence, and that I daresay I did badly. | 


{COMMONS} 
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is sometimes aroused in advocating a bad 
cause. The hon. and gallant Gentleman 
is a Conservative, and from the style and 
tenour of his observations, I imagine he is 
a Conservative of the old- fashioned school, 
which has atways contributed much, I will 
not say to the amusement, but to the 
liveliness of this House, and which many 
years ago, before most hon. Gentlemen now 
present were born, was the subject of 
Daniel O’Connell’s famous epigram, which 
I will not now repeat, about the three 
gallant colonels of that day. Now as to 


So convinced am I that I would do the | the Bill—in Ireland happily and certainly 
work badly, that as a justice of the peace | there is no occasion for any change in the 


I have confined myself to witnessing occa- | law. 


sionally a signature. County gentlemen 
have their own avocations, but let us 
have trained lawyers to administer the 
law. 
of untrained people the administration of 
a new departure in our law which is 
dangerous and repressive, and which I 
hope the House will reject. 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
It certainly seems to me a very unusual 
thing that a Bill seeking to effect an 
organic change in the criminal law should 
be. brought in in the first place by a 


I can speak with some experience 


in the matter, because I was for many 


| years connected in more capacities than 


This Bill would put into the hands | 


| also I exercised the 


one with the administration of the 
criminal law in the country. In my 
earlier days I frequentiy defended 


prisoners, for many years it was my duty 
to prosecute prisoners, and for some years 
responsible functions 


of Chairman of Quarter Sessions in one of 


private Member, and in the next place | 


should affect Ireland, although there is not 
a single Irish name on the back of the Bill. 
The Bill carefully excludes Scotland from 
its operation but includes Ireland, and on 
a Wednesday afternoon, without know- 
ing what the views of the Government 
are on this measure, the House is called 
on to enact a Bill involving a most serious 
change in our criminal law. I was some- 
what surprised to hear the eloquent and 
gallant Member who spoke last but one 
pay such a compliment to the legal 
members of the House as to tell them 
that they were the champions of the 
criminal classes, and that no attention 
should be paid to their arguments. He 
went further, and described them as the 
gamekeepers of the criminal classes. As 
a member of that rather maligned 
profession, I repudiate altogether, 
on behalf of many eminent 
learned Members of this House, any such 
imputation. I believe if you want a man 


who can enlighten the House, not only as 
regards legislation, but also as regards 
morality, you must look for him among | 
the legal members of the House. I assume, 
however, that the hon. and gallant Gentle- 
man spoke ‘in that rhetorical heat which 


Dr. Fa quharsom. 


| justice 


the largest counties in Ireland, 

that the administration of the criminal 
law came constantly under my 
obsirvation, and I can assure the 
House, that, in my opinion at least, 
and I think also in the opinion of every 
Irish Member, there is no occasion for 
any change in the existing law so far as 
Ireland is concerned. Certainly if this 
Bill passes Second Reading, which I trust 
it will not, one of the first acts of the 
Irish Members in Committee will be to 
endeavour to expunge Ireland from its 
operations. In its general tenour and 
effect the Bill is of a most reactionary, 
old-fashioned, eighteenth century  cha- 
racter. It is literally a rolling back 
of the tide of public opinion, which 
has been flowing in the direction of 
and the protection of public 
rights since the famous days of Romilly 
and Brougham. We are now asked 
to return to the time when corporal 
punishment was inflicted at the discretion 
of justices; we are asked to go back 


almost to the days of the pillory and the 


and | 
_ people was more or less disgraced by ” the 


stocks, when the character of the English 


way in which country justices ad- 
ministered justice. Under the second 


| sub-section, courts of summary jurisdiction 


| 


can exercise the opinion as to whether a 


_male prisoner is over sixteen years of age 


—there is no test, merely the sic volo of 
the beneh—and then if he is convicted of 
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an offence punishable by penal servitude 
or hard labour he can be sentenced to 
the last. Ido not think hon. Gentlemen 
quite appreciate the extent of this 
sub-section. Under the Hard Labour 
Act almost every single offence is 
punishable by hard labour, and conse- 
quently every offence, with one or two 
exceptions, comes within the operation of 
this sub-section. The court may not even 
be a court of Quarter Sessions, it may be 
acourt of Petty Sessions, and you give 
that court in any remote part of England 
in bucolic or colliery districts this power. 
For goodness’ sake do not involve poor 
Ireland in the contumely of being sub- 
jected to such a code as this. It is not 
confined to the particular class of crime 
to which allusion has been made. The 


law is sufficient to reach that crime 
as far as ever it can be reached 
by law. We are not living in a 


Utopian state where crime of that charac- 
ter will not occur, but the statistics read 
by the hon. and learned Member in his 
most able speech will satisfy every hon. 
Member that that crime is on the decrease, 
and that there is no necessity now for 
altering the law in regard to it. But that 
is not all. The Bill also provides that 
when any male person over the age of 
sixteen is convicted at assizes the court 
may direct that such person be once, 
twice, or thrice privately whipped with 
an instrument specified in the schedule, 
including, I suppose, a cat-of-nine-tails, by 
which under a sentence of twelve strokes 
nine times twelve are given. The crimes 
included in that sub-section include almost 
every possible crime a man may be guilty 
of. In the first schedule almost every crime 
short of murder is enumerated. What 
are the grounds laid before the House for 
any such change? Have we any statistics 
which would show that any particular 
reason exists why this Bill should be 
passed, as seemed to be the case when the 
Garroting Act was passed? At that time 
garroting was traced to a number of per- 
sons who had returned from transporta- 
tion, and it was shown that this frightful 
crime was not a crime affecting the 
criminal classes in London generally, but 
had emanated from persons whom penal 
servitude had made utterly reckless and 
had completely demoralised. That 
crime was not put down by the 
Garroting Act, because, as a matter of 
history, the garroters were convicted and 


‘sentenced by Baron Bramwell before the 
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Act became law. It was the existence of 
the crime that suggested legislation, but 
the legislation was too late to apply in 
those cases, and the crime has not been 
repeated since except in solitary and desul- 
tory instances. Since that time no attempt 
has been made to apply generally this de- 
grading corporal punishment, and I say 
that nothing but the clearest demonstra- 
tion that there was a prevalence through- 
out the kingdom of crime of the particular 
class said to be aimed at would justify the 
House in passing such legislation. Flog- 
ging degrades the person who inflicts the 
punishment, degrades and demoralises the 
victim of the punishment, it outrages 
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all our sense of humanity, and it 
leaves hopeless any expectation that 
the victim would ever under any 


circumstances or under the most favour- 
able auspices become a respectable and 
worthy member of society. I think that 
the statistics which have been quoted 
demonstrate that it would not operate as 
a deterrent of crime, and that it would 
be a blot and stain on the history of 
English jurisprudence. If any change is 
necessary, I have no doubt that the right 
hon. Gentleman who now presides at the 
Home Office would be the first to 
initiate it, and I hope he will now declare 
that as far as it has come to his know- 
ledge there is no pressing or urgent 
necessity for a Bill of this sort, and that 
the House should not be asked at the 
instance of a private Member to pass such 
a stringent and degrading measure. 


*Caprain PHILLPOTTS (Devonshire, 
Torquay) : Hon. Members who oppose this 
Bill have referred at some length to the 


question of flogging in the Army, 
though the Bill we are now dis- 


cussing has nothing whatever to do 
with that question, and I am quite certain 
that if it were proposed in this or 
any other Bill to revive flogging in the 
Army or the Navy as it existed thirty 
or forty years ago, every single Member 
on this side of the House would vote 
against it. What is proposed is punish- 
ment by flogging in certain cases of 
brutal crimes—crimes which show that 
the perpetrators of them must be of 
the most brutal and degraded nature. 
Have hon. Gentlemen no pity for 
the unfortunate women and children 
who are sometimes subjected to most 
frightful outrages, which not only 
inflict pain, but in many cases shatter for 
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ever their nervous system ? 
Gentlemen who oppose the Bill no pity 
for these victims # 
their sympathy on the brutal scoundrels 
who commit these outrages? I think 
they ought to consider the victims 
as well as the perpetrators. This Bill 
only extends the law in a_ modi- 
fied degree to those who are proved 
guilty of the most horrible crimes. In 
fact, in other cases it is proposed to 
substitute a milder form of punish- 
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ment than exists under the present law. | 


By Section 2 it is proposed to ex- 
tend the age at which boys may be 
flogged for certain serious offences. 


{COMMONS} 


Have hon. breed stress of severe temptation, the 
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punishment meted out should be different 


Do they expend all! from that given for a similar offence 


/committed deliberately and with malice 
|aforethought, and for brutal offences 
_which not only inflict temporary suffering 
'on those on whom they are committed, 
| but may, and often do, affect the victims 
|for the whole of their after lives I con- 
| tend that the punishment should he such 
| as would be likely to act as a deterrent, 
This Bill abolishes the punishment of 
flogging for offences to which that punish- 
ment is utterly unsuited, and permits 
flogging for brutal crimes, and I intend to 
give it my cordial support. 


I am quite sure that many magistrates | 


and judges often feel the keenest regret 


in being compelled to sentence boys under | 
sixteen to terms of imprisonment, whereas | 


if they had the power to inflict sharp pain, 
which leaves no permanent disgrace and 
inflicts no physical injury, the boys 


*Mr. ASQUITH (Fifeshire, E.): This 
is a Bill which, whatever may be its 
merits as a measure of consolidation and 
repeal, has for its primary purpose the 
extension of the punishment of flogging, 
It provides for that extension in two 


might be permanently benefited, instead | distinct ways—in the first place, by 


of having to go out into the world after 
a term of imprisonment branded with the | 
Many hon. Gentle- | 


stigma of a gaol bird. 
men have suffered corporal punishment 
themselves. 
who put down an Amendment for the 
rejection of the Bill was brought up in 
the well-known school that bears as its 
proud motto, “Manners maketh man.” 
Was he never subjected to corporal | 
punishment during his time at that | 
school ? If not, he must have been singu- | 
larly fortunate. I believe that birch- | 
ing for boys is a most efficacious and in | 
the truest sense of the word a merciful 
punishment. The right hon. and learned | 
Gentleman opposite complained that the | 
Bill applied to Ireland. I listened atten- | 
tively to the speech of my right hon. | 
friend who introduced this Bill, and I find 
the principal item relating to Ireland is 
the abolition of flogging for offences in 
connection with the mutilation of animals, | 
and also for offences in which persons are 
prevented from following their lawful | 
avocations, or, in other words, the crime | 
of boycotting. I can only say that 
I would be sorry that flogging should | 
be inflicted for that offence, and I think 
most of my hon. friends are of the same 
opinion. I have always been of opinion | 


that the punishment for any offence 
should, as far as possible, be adapted to | 
that offence. For instance, where an | 
offence has been committed possibly in | 
the heat of the moment and _ possibly | 


Capt. Phillpotts. 


One of the hon. Members , 


making flogging a possible part of the 
sentence in cases of crime in respect of 
which it has never hitherto been ad- 
| ministered ; and in the next place it 
entrusts the power of ordering it to a 
| tribunal to which that power has to all 
| intents and purposes hitherto been denied. 


| That being the character and governing 
| object of the measure, I do not hesitate— 


although I may be called sentimental by 
the hon. and gallant Member who has 
just sat down—to avow that, as far as I 
am concerned, I am unalterably opposed 
to it. I acknowledge the long experience 


‘and great ability in administering the 


criminal law of che right hon. Member 
who introduced the Bill; but when it is 
remembered that since the subject, I will 
not say was first mooted, but first became 


a matter of Parliamentary inquiry, nearly 


twenty years ago, there have been six 
Home Secretaries, belonging to different 
parties, and that not one of them has 
ever taken upon himself the responsibility 
of making a proposal of the kind to 
Parliament, the House must feel that this 
is a path upon which we should enter 
with a great deal of deliberation. Speak- 
ing for myself and my right hon. friend 
the Member for West Monmouth, who is 
unfortunately prevented from being pre- 
sent this afternoon, and who entirely 


shares my views, I can give the House a 


very good and sufficient reason why it 
never occurred to us for a moment to 
propose such legislation. It is only neces- 
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sary to observe the judicial statistics as a 
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whole ; to trace the connection between | 


severity of punishment and the diminution 


of crime ; to observethat while some judges | 
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resort to flogging, a very considerable 


proportion, I believe the majority of the 
English Bench at present, comprising 
some of the ablest and most experienced 
of our judges, have never in their lives 
awarded the sentence of the lash—it is 
only necessary to take into account these 
considerations to perceive that no primd 
fucie case even has been made out for this 
extension of the law. The question can 
be looked at from three points of view— 
punishment pure and simple, reformation, 
and deterrent effect. Let us apply these 
three tests to this particular case. As to 
the first, I regard the suggestions made 
in this debate as a revival of the 
theory, at once fallacious and barbarous, 
that a man who commits a peculiarly 
brutal offence should receive a_propor- 
tionately brutal punishment. I can 
imagine nothing more repugnant to the 
most elementary principles of justice and 
common sense than to say that because a 
man in a fit of passion has committed a 
savage Offence, those whose duty it is to 
enforce respect for the law should begin 
that man’s punishment with correspon- 
dingly savage treatment. As to reforma- 
tion, has anyone ever yet been reformed 
by the punishment of the lash? I have 
never been able to discover any such 
evidence. The persons who commit the 
offences in the schedule of the Bill are for 


the most part brutal and degraded. But 
is the wisest course for weaning 
them from brutality and redeeming 
thm from brutality to commence 


the course of punishment by treat- 
ment which involves moral humiliation 
and physical torture? You may depend 
on it with most of them there are 
latent, but still present, sparks of self- 
respect, and a sense of human dignity 
which, if carefully watched and tended, 
might in the course of time burn into 
a purifying glow, but which would be in 
great danger of extinction by such 
measures as the Bill proposes. As to 
the deterrent effect of flogging, it is im- 
possible to look upon a _ punishment 
as really deterrent if the question whether 
it will be inflicted in any particular case 
is no more a certainty than a chance in a 
lottery. The majority of the judges 


never award this punishment at all, and | 
if flogging is fixed to some crime to which | this same Bill eleven years ago, took the 


Bill. 


| it is not now attached we shall have the 
same uncertainty as we have at present. 
That in itself is sufficient to do away 
with the argument of deterrence. The 
crimes for which flogging might be 
awarded under the Bill are for the most 
part crimes which are committed under 
the influence of drink or passion or both. 
That is substantially true of at least three- 
fourths of the crimes of violence against 
women and children, whom we all agree 
should have every possible protection. If 
you admit that, and I think no one will 
deny it, you must admit also that the 
persons who are likely to be deterred by 
fear of punishment at the moment they 
are about to commit a crime, and when 
the temptation to commit it is irresistible, 
are not capable of forecasting und discri- 
minating as to the kind of punishment 
which they were incurring. To say that 
persons under such influences calculate 
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in their own minds whether the 
crime to which they are tempted 
is liable to punishment by _ penal 


or imprisonment or flogging, 
is to fly in the face of the ordinary 
facts of human nature. As to garroting, 
that crime had been brought to an end as 
a serious danger before the House of 
Commons in a fit of panic, due to one of 
its own Members having been garroted, 
resorted to legislation. Garroting was 
put down by Baron Bramwell largely 
without resort to flogging, by a fearless, 
but, [ agree, a severe administration of 
the existing criminal law. If these con- 
siderations are well founded, I hope that 
Her Majesty’s Government will resist this 
attempt to alter our criminal law in a 
sense which involves a retrogression to an 
obsolete theory of punishment, and which 
is calculated not only to create greater 
uncertainty but also to introduce addi- 
tional confusion and inconvenience in the 
administration of justice. 


servitude 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Waite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
[ have paid great attention to this debate 
and to the speech of my right hon. friend 
who has done so much good work in his 
own county in the administration of the 
criminal law. It seems to me that this 
question may be viewed from two different 
points of view, leading to contrary con- 
clusions. | am not unmindful of the fact 
that a predecessor of mine, speaking on 
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law, and that although he objected to 
many of its provisions, he thought it was | 
desirable on the whole to give it a Second | 
Reading, and the House did so. On that | 
occasion my own name was on the back | 
of the Bill, and at that time I shared the | 
view of my right hon. friend the Member | 
for Ripon. It certainly seems a strange 
thing that while flogging can be ordered 
for robbery with violence, it cannot be 
ordered for far graver offences against the 
persons of women and children. I am sure 
many hon. Members will feel that with 
reference to the protection which the law 
ought to give against assaults on the 
person. Therefore, I do not think it is 
necessary to defend myself for having 
felt that there ought to be a strengthening 
of the law in that direction. As far as 
the Bill is a repealing Bill, there will be 
very little difference of opinion about it. 
It proposes to repeal Acts of Parliament 
which are practically obsolete. Again, 
from the point of view that this is a 
measure to bring into one Act of Parlia- 
ment all the offences punishable by 
whippingand flogging, there is anargument 
in its favour. But the main object of the 
Bill is to increase the power of flogging, 
especially for offences against the honour 
of women and children, coupled with 
personal violence. I am _ bound to 
say from the point of view which I 
take I cannot support the Bill of my 
right hon. friend. I am sure that 
every hon. Member in this House feels 
that this offence ought to be put down 
with a strong hand, and I do not say 
what I have said out of sympathy with 
the men who commit these offences ; but I 
have seen something of the administration 
of the criminal law from another point of 
view since I entered the office which I 
now hold ; and I do not hesitate to say 
that in my belief it is not a desirable 
change to make in the law. One word as 
to juvenile offenders. I believe very 
much in what fell from my hon. and 
gallant friend about the punishment of 
juvenile offenders by birching. In fact, I 
am responsible for a Bill containing 
provisions intended to prevent juvenile 
offenders being sent to prison at all, by 
widening the present powers of summary 
courts to administer the birch to them. 
In the Government Bill, which I hope 
will soon reach this House, the punish- | 
ment of birching will be made available 
in all cases except homicide as a substitu- | 


Sir M. White Ridley. | 


view that it was a consolidation of the | 
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tion for the imprisonment of children and 
young persons; and I hope that when 
the Bill comes before us the House will 
give it an impartial consideration. I now 
come to the particular punishment of flog- 
ging adults for offences against women and 
children. The first argument against it is, 
of course, that which was so ably dealt 
with by the right hon. Gentleman who. 
preceded me—what is the object of 


punishment, and whether this particular: 


punishment is deterrent or reformative. 
Upon the question of the influence of 
this particular punishment I have 
made the best inquiry I could from 
those who are connected with our gaols, 
and I am bound to say I find opinions 
differ very considerably. There are those 
who are disposed to think that it had 
succeeded with a certain number of 
offenders, and others took the contrary 
view. It is impossible to deny that, im 
some cases, a flogging may have prevented 
a man from committing a brutal offence a 
second time; but at the same time the 
many inquiries made on the subject, and 
investigations into the figures, have 
proved that there are several cases of 
men who, having been flogged under 
the Act of 1863, had afterwards again 
committed the same offence. It therefore 
does not appear to me, from an impartial 
investigation of the figures, to be possible 
to generalise safely, or to form any 
definite conclusion on the subject. So 
again, with reference to the deterrent effect 
of the punishment on others, it will be 
admitted that if there is an epidemic 
of any particular crime, a kind of punish- 
ment may be justified which otherwise 
we might not be disposed to inflict. If 
there was a grave epidemic of serious 
offences, which apparently could only be 
dealt with in one way, Parliament and 
the country, no doubt, would be prepared, 
even though that way were repugnant 
to the ordinary civil and criminal 
practice of the country, to undertake 
the necessary means for extinguishing 
these offences. But there is no proof of the 
existence of such a state of affairs at the 


present moment. Allusion has beenmadeto: 


the Garroting Act. I agree with the version 
of the history of that Act, at all events as 
far as London is concerned, given by the 
right hon. Gentleman opposite, and that 
the rapid and severe action which put 
down garroting in London took place 


before the passing of the Act of 1863. 


But I am not sure that there is not ev!- 
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dence in regard to Liverpool that a great 
deal of good was effected in the streets by 
that measure. I am sure, however, that 
it was not the case in Manchester. I do 
not think it is proved that the passing 
of the Garroting Act has had a definitely 
deterrent effect. Now, that being the case, 
there is reason to doubt whether, when we 
are dealing with another offence of a com- 
plex character, it is desirable to apply this 
particular kind of punishment. I believe 
it is true that this kind of crime is not on 
the increase. I have figures with me 
which show that during the last seven or 
eight years, lamentable as is the number 
of cases of crimes of violence and rape in 
which persons have been convicted from 
1893 up to the present time, it is not the 
fact that these crimes are largely on the 
increase, or that there is any special 
reason to believe that the present means of 
punishment are not adequate. That being 
the case, I doubt very considerably 
whether it is desirable to inflict this 
punishment, or to give the judges power to 
inflict it. Moreover there is, I think, an 
unanswerable objection to the Bill, which 
has been already dwelt upon by others 
who have spoken before me. I think that 
any punishment is most undesirable, both 
from the point of view of the criminal 
and from that of the Court, which is so 
absolutely uncertain in its operation as 
flogging is known to be. Quotations have 
already been made from the Return pre- 
sented to the House, showing the number 
of sentences of this kind which have been 
inflicted during the last few years. No 
fair-minded man can look at that Return 
without seeing that a very large propor- 
tion of Her Majesty’s judges are not 
willing to use this kind of punishment. 
I do not for a moment attempt to judge 
whether they are right or wrong, but 
there are only about four of Her Majesty’s 
judges, including the late Recorder of 
the City of London, who have to any 
considerable extent made a free use of 
this kind of punishment. I do not in the 
least degree blame them for doing so ; and 
I know that in the Central Criminal Court 
it is only used in cases of extreme vio- 
lence ; but still, the fact remains, that a 
very large proportion of Her Majesty's 
judges will not use their power to inflict 
this kind of punishment. I say, therefore, 
thit with so much uncertainty surround- 
ing the subject, it cannot be said that 
this particular kind of punishment is 
really effective and deterrent. I should 
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like to add that in this kind of 
case especially you have the greatest 
difficulty in getting at the truth. 
Many Gentlemen in the House know 
that in this kind of case it is more 
difficult to get at the truth than in any 
other. That being so, although not so 
strong an argument as that which [ last 
used, it is very undesirable to inflict an 
irrevocable punishment. I have had cases 
before me since I have occupied my 
present position where the sentence of 
flogging was imposed, and in which it has 
been extremely difficult to decide whether 
the crime itself had been committed. In 
any of those cases where I had to 
come to the decision that the sentence 
ought never to have been inflicted, it 
would have been a very painful reflection 
to me if the flogging had been already 
inflicted. I desire also to mention here 
that I think that the present law, 
which enables a repetition of the flogging 
to be awarded, is a bad law. It is not 
for me to question in this place the 
discretion of Her Majesty’s judges, 
but it has devolved upon me, in the dis 
charge of my duty in the office I hold, 
to alter some of their sentences, and I 
hope I have not exceeded my duty in 
doing what I have done. I have been 
moved by the belief that even if you are 
to keep up the punishment of flogging 
for certain kinds of crime, it is not 
desirable, from the point of view of 
reformation, or from any point of view 
whatever, to inflict the sentence of 
flogging on a prisoner when he goes to 
prison, and then to hang over his head a 
second, or even a third, flogging. Recent 
legislation, to which allusion has been 
made, seeks to give an opportunity of 
reformation to prisoners, whether in penal 
servitude or when undergoing a sentence 
of imprisonment in local prisons. A great 
many good agencies in the country areseek- 
ing to help in that movement, and I think 
the Government cannot beaccused of back- 
wardness in their attempts to help it. 
At all events, rightly or wrongly, we are 
proceeding on the lines that no prisoner 
is to be regarded as absolutely irre- 
claimable, and therefore, speaking with 
all due deference to those who think 
otherwise, it appears to me that in cases 
of very serious crimes of this nature a 
long and heavy sentence, with some 
chance of reformation for the criminal 
while he is in prison, is a better thing 
than a short sentence of imprisonment if 
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it is to be accompanied by a flogging | 
repeated once or twice. You are more_ 
likely to send that man out to society | 
reformed than if you gave him a sentence | 
of three months imprisonment and a 
flogging just before he came out. Ido. 
not like to make any promises, but if 
there is any change in the law which is 
desirable, 1t is a change in the direction 
of abolishing the second flogging. Per- 
haps I need hardly say anything more, 
but certainly I do not think that this is 
a Bill which ought to be read a second 
time by the House. For my own part, 
seeing the enormous difficulties which | 
would attend its administration, the great 
inequality in its operation, and the grave 


doubt as to whether flogging is deterrent 


or reformative, I shall vote against 
the Bill. 
CoLoONEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, 


Epping): I confess that I came down 
to the House to-day anxious to support , 
the measure brought forward by my right 
hon. friend. The truth is that this Bill 
may honestly and fairly be taken in two 
ways. It has a certain sentimental 
aspect, and a legal aspect. I confess I 
came down to the House viewing it in its 
sentimental aspect. Many Members of 
this House, I believe, never read of a case 
of a brutal assault on women and children, 
but they are anxious to inflict punish- 
ment on these brutes with their own 
hands. We are all anxious, I believe, 
that these scoundrels should be made to 
feel something of the misery they have 
inflicted upon helpless women and 
children. But when we come to the 
legal aspect of the case I honestly confess 
that the speech of the right hon. Member 
for West Fifeshire carried with it a 
good deal of conviction. The right hon. 
Gentleman, | am bound to say, adduced 
several good and sufficient reasons why 
the punishment of flogging should not be 
inflicted, and with these I agree, but with 
others which nestated I cannot agree at the 
present moment. The question whether 
flogging is a deterrent or not is a difficult 
one; but the argument that when you 
have once flogged a man it is irrevocable, 
might be equally applied to capital 
punishment, and does not bring much 
conviction to my mind. With the opinion 
of the judges and six Home Secretaries 
against the deterrent effect of flogging, I 
confess that the weight of the argument | 
is against my right hon. friend who 
Sir M. White Ridley. j 


-ment of the public service. 
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introduced the Bill, and I hope he will 
withdraw it. 


Mr. DILLON : It has been to the 
credit and honour of the Irish party that 
for twenty years we have done every- 
thing in our power, and not unsuccess- 
fully, to abolish flogging in every depart- 
It was owing 
° ° 5 
to the exertions of the Irish party that 
that disgrace to the British Army and 
Navy was done away with. I have not 
heard one single argument adduced to-day 
in favour of this Bill which we did not 
listen to in the House of Commons 
twenty-three years ago, when we raised 
the question of the abolition of flogging 
in the Army and Navy, and when 
officer after officer stood up and declared 
that it would be impossible to maintain 
discipline if the lash were taken out of 
their hands. Yet within two or three 
years after this abominable punishment 
was abolished, [ do not think one single 
officer in the English Army would have 
had the audacity to propose its re-intro- 
duction. It is well known that when the 
lash was laid aside in Irish prisons, 
partly owing to a difference in the law, 
and partly to the voluntary action of the 
prison governors, the result was such that 
I venture to say no prison governor 
would accept it again if it were offered 
to him. Some hon. Members have gone 
so far as to covertly insinuate that 
those of us who oppose the lash 
do so out of sympathy for the barbarous 
and disgusting crimes which the Bill pro- 
poses to punish with the lash. That is a 
most unjust insinuation. There is in this 
House no difference of opinion, and I 
venture to say no difference in the degree 
of horror, with which these offences are 
regarded. The question of the lash is 
one altogether of principle, of experience, 
and also really of science. What has 
been the universal tendency of modern 
experience and modern civilisation ? What 
has heen the teaching of all men in all 
civilised countries who have applied their 
minds to this great subject of the reforma- 
tion of criminals? It is that you do not 
gain good results, whether you look to- 
wards the reformation of the individual 


criminal, or towards the deterrents and 


prevention, by increasing the brutal or 
savage nature or the physical pain of 
your punishments. The whole teaching 
of modern experience in Europe has been 
that in direct proportion as the punish- 
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ments are mitigated in their savagery and| was said in “the spacious times of 


brutality, so in that proportion has the | great: Elizabeth ” ; 


savagery of the crimes decreased. The 
hon. and gallant Member for Epping says 


| 


and when Lord 
Burleigh’s cook attempted to poison him 
he put that cook in a pot of hot water 


that when we read of accounts in the! and boiled nim slowly to death. That 
newspapers of these disgusting crimes on | was considered the right thing to do in 
women and children we feel an intense | those days, when men were also put on 
desire to inflict with our own hands|the rack or tortured with the thumb- 


punishment on the criminal. ates awe or the boot. 


Lockwoop: Hear, hear !] Yes, the hon. and 
gallant Member said he does ; and that is 
human nature. 
that. 


I do not find fault with | 
It is the desire of all of us ; and if | 


we were on the spot who would blame us ? | 


But has the hon. and gallant Member | 


ever applied to his mind the result of | 


giving way to that passion of the moment ¢ | 


Has he read the recent accounts of lynch 
ing parties in America? Has he read 


| 


Why not frankly 
and honestly propose the use of the rack, 
the thumbscrew, and the boot now ? 
What is the difference between the rack, 
the thumbscrew and the boot, and the 
lash? [AN Hon MEMBER: There is a 
great difference.] Not at all; you have 
not considered the operation of the rack. 
I maintain that the rack is a much more 


decent punishment, and much less dis- 


descriptions of negroes taken in the | 


Southern States of America by mobs who 
are inflamed by this desire of revenge ? 
LOCKWOOD: The 


COLONEL hon. 


| certain extent. 


gusting than the lash. You need not 
stretch a man on the rack beyond a 
{ven in those old days a 


large number of people who had been 


Member will excuse me ; that was without | 


trial. 


and gallant Member to say that if he 
could get hold of a criminal who had com- 
mitted one of these disgusting offences he 
would not wait for a trial. 
man no doubt desires to inflict speedy and 
immediate punishment upon the criminal 
on the spot. That is what the mobs in 
America do. See what the giving way to 
such natural inclinations leads men to do. 
A crime is committed in the Southern 
States of America of this disgusting 


stretched on the rack were able after- 
wards to get about and attend to their 
business. [HoN. MEMBERS: Oh, oh !] 
I am telling the simple truth. Of course, 


' when hon. Members laugh it shows what 
Mr. DILLON : I understood the hon. | 
-over-rack a man you can permanently 


they know of these matters. If you 


injure him, but you can kill. a man with 


the lash. Indeed, in this Bill you propose 


The natural | 


to have a surgeon standing behind who 
is to see that the man is not killed or 
permanently injured. I say there is no 
real distinction in principle between the 
rack, thumbscrew and boot, and the lash, 
They are all based on the same principle, 
namely, that in dealing with crime you 


are dealing with irreclaimable brutes, and 


character, and the population call a posse | 
to catch the criminal, and, having caught | 
him, in numerous instances roast him | 


alive slowly before a fire, or stick all over 
him splinters of inflammable wood, set 
them on fire, and watch him being burned 


that the only way to cure criminals and 
prevent crime is to inflict physical pain. 
I hold that to propose at this time of day 
such a retrograde measure is a survival in 
the minds of hon. Members of antiquated 


| prejudices, and a love of a system which 


to death. That is very horrible ; but few | 


Members of this House would get up and 
say that that isnot precisely the logical con- 
clusion to which we are driven if we allow 


I had hoped humanity and civilisation 
had completely swept away. I, for my 
part, and I speak the minds of all my 


, colleagues in this respect, shall never be 


ourselves to be carried away by such | content until we see the punishment of 


sentiments and natural inclinations of 
passion. I have maintained, and always 


| 





the lash completely wiped out of the 
Statute Book of the country. We hold 


will maintain, that the use of the lash | this view not because we condemn these 


and every form of physical punishment is 
a disgrace to this country, and is a sur- 
vival of old barbarism. One hon. Member 
said that these criminals are brutes, and 
that you can only prevent them com- 
mitting these atrocious crimes by in- 
flicting physical suffering. Yes, that 








abominable crimes less than you do. 
I thank God that these crimes are very 
much less frequent in my country than 
in yours. We believe the true way 
to lessen these crimes is not by in- 
creasing the savagery and _ brutality 
of the punishment, not by imitating 
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the brutality of the criminals whom you | flogging ruffians will or will not bea 


wish to punish or reform, but to turn 
your minds in a totally different direc 
tion ; todry up the well-springs of crime, 
and to reform the criminals. In that 


way you will produce a better feeling | 


among the poorer classes of the country, 


who are subject to great temptations. | 


Consider the evil surroundings in which 
they are brought up, and make some 
allowance for the cruel circumstances of 
their lives, and direct all your efforts to 
eradicating crime, not by brutal punish- 
ments, which no nation has ever succeeded 
in doing, but by intelligent and scientific 
treatment of the criminals—a task in 
which this country has been hitherto 
lamentably deficient. 


*COLONELSANDYS(Lancashire, Bootle): 


I wish to say a few words on this subject. | 
I confess that the Home Secretary’s | 


speech did not carry conviction to my 
mind. When I saw on the Notice Paper 


that a debate was to take place on a Bill | 


to inflict corporal punishment on ruffians 
who commit these crimes, I said, “ At 
last the House of Commons is going to 


discuss a measure of what I call social | 


reform ; and I hope they will arrive at a 
decision to support the Bill by a very 
large majority.” Whether that will be 


the result or not, it is impossible for me | 
to say ; but [ intend to go into the lobby | 


in support of the Bill, for I con- 
sider that it will be fraught with 


very beneficial results. An ounce of | 


better than a _ pound of 
An hon. Member said that no 


fact is 
theory. 
officer in this House would have the 


deterrent in the present day. The Home 
Secretary says that the practice of 
garroting was put a stop to before the 
punishment of flogging was introduced, 
If the right hon. Gentleman had not said 
so I should have maintained the contrary : 
but he cut the ground from my feet. 
What I would say is that, in my opinion, 
if the House will place the power in the 
hands of the judges to administer 
flogging when they think it right to do 
| so, that the doing so will have the effect 
of stopping crimes of violence to an extent 
the House little dreams of, and it is in that 
belief that I intend to support the measure 
as a healthy social reform. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I confess I listened with extreme 
surprise to the speech of the hon. and 
gallant Member for Bootle, who stood up 
| at this time of day and recommended the 
use of the lash in the Army. I hope that 
every soldier in the Army will hear of 
that speech, and that every military per- 
son and their friends connected with his 
' constituency will pay due attention to the 
fact that he has declared himself in favour 
of a practice in the Army which was by 
almost common consent abolished, and 
which, I believe, would not receive the 
slightest support in this House from any 
Gentleman calling himself gallant, except 
the hon. Member. The Irish Members 
are proud that it was the late Mr. 
_ Parnell who took the largest part in the 
agitation for the abolition of the lash in 
‘the Army. For his action on that occa- 
sion he received the thanks of the Irish 





audacity to advocate the introduction of | soldiers, and I have reason to know a 
flogging in the Army. Well, I entered | kindly feeling still exists towards him in 
the Army in the days when the traditions | the rank and file of the Army. In re- 
of the Duke of Wellington still obtained ; | gard to the question before the House, 
and I have seen many a man have three | everybody thoroughly recognises _ the 
dozen lashes well laid on, and I never | public spirit which permeates the right 
knew a man the worse for the punish-| hon. Gentleman who introduced the Bill 
ment, but often the better. [Hon. Mem-| in formulating the idea of preventing 
BERS: Oh, oh!] That applied very | if possible a recurrence of these abomi- 
well in those old days of the British | nable crimes, and in giving an opportunity 
soldier, but in these days we havea better | to the House of discussing what can be 
class of men in the Army, and flogging is done to discourage these outrages. But 
seldom necessary. I do consider, however, ; would the use of the lash'be a deterrent ! 
that it was unwise to take away the|I do not believe it would be in the 
power of having the penalty of flogging | slightest degree. I believe what the late 
in reserve if the court on calm delibera-' Home Secretary said was perfectly true, 
tion thought it necessary for serious| that three-fourths of these crimes are 
offences against discipline? However, that | committed under the influence of passion 
is not the question before the House. The | and drink or both combined, and that 
question now is whether the punishment of | these unfortunate men never considered 


Mr. Dillon. 
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whether their punishment would be the 
lash or imprisonment. I firmly believe | 
that a long and rigorous term of imprison- | 
ment would have an infinitely more 
deterrent effect than the lash, which takes 
all the self-respect out of a human being, 
and makes him more of a savage than 
when he committed the crime. I must | 
say that it does not say much for the 
progress of civilisation in this country, | 
that there exists amongst us a certain 
class of society of such a savage spirit as | 
to hold that you are obliged to seriously 
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to the old methods of torture used in the 
Dark Ages. As an Irish Member I refer 
with pride to the fact that abominable 
offences of this kind are conspicuous by 
their absence in Ireland. Of course a 


crime of this nature is occasionally com- 
/mitted in Ireland, but no case has been 


made out for the punishment of the lash 
as a protection of women and children 
in Ireland. 


Question put. 


The House divided.—Ayes, 72; Noes, 





consider whether you are not to go back 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Baldwin, Alfred 

Banbury, Frederick George 
Beach, 
Beach, R tt. Hn. W. W.B. (Hants. 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | 


Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 


Charrington, Spencer 
Coddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Denny, Colonel 
Doughty, George 
Fardell, Sir T. George 


Fergusson, R5Hn Sir J(Mane’r) | 


Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir R. Bannatyne 
Gilliat, John Saunders 


Goldswor thy, Major-General 


Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) 
Abraham, William (Rhondda) | 
Allan, William (Gateshead) 
Allison, Robert Andrew 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Arrol, Sir William 
Asher, Alexander 
Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, James E. B. (Inverness 
Bainbridge, Emerson 

Saker, Sir John 

Jalfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barnes, grey Gorell 

darry, E. (Cork, 8.) 
Bemrose, Sir Henry Howe 
Birrell, Augustine 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
epee Edmund 

Bowles, Capt. H.F. (Middlesex | 
sowles, T. Gibson( King’s Lynn 
Brassey, Albert 
Brigg, John 
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AYES. 
Hobhouse, Henry 


Hornby, Sir W illiam Henry 
| Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


| Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 


| Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
| Labouchere, Henry 


tt. Hn. SirM. H.(Bristol | Lafone, Alfred 
| Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) | 


| Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 

Lonsdale, John Brow lee 

Macdona, John Cumming 

| M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 

| M‘Iver,SirLewis( Edinburgh W 

| Maxwell, Rt. Hon. Sir H. E. 

| Meysey- Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Milward, Colonel Vietor 
Monk, Charles James 

| Montagu, Hon. J.Scott (Hants. 
Morrison, Walter 
Mount, William George 
Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Myers, William Henry 

| Nicholson, William Graham 

| Nicol, Donald Ninian 

| O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 


NOES. 
| Buchanan, Thomas Kyburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 
| Burns, John 
| Butcher, John George 
| Buxton, oes Charles 
| Caldwell, James 
| Cameron,Sir Charles (Glasgow 
| Carew, James Laurence 
| Causton, tichard Knight 
| Cavendish, R. F. (N. Lancs.) 


| Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. ) 


| Cawley, Frederick 
iC hamberlain, J Austen (Wore’r 
| Channing, Francis Allston 
Clancy, John Joseph 
| Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
| Colville, John 
| Condon, Thomas Joseph 
| Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
| Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbr idge 
| Crean, Eugene 
| Crombie, John William 


| 


Cross, Herb. Shepherd( Bolton) | | 


| Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
| Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
| Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


2A 


(Division List No. 89.) 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Pym, C. Guy 
Yankin, Sir James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
tichardson, Sir T. (Hartlep’l) 
Sandys, Lieut-Col. Thos. Myles 
Savory, Sir Joseph 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Shaw, Chas. E. (Stafford) 
Shaw-Stewart, M.H.(Renfrw) 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Taggart 
Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Talbot, Rt. Hn.J.G.(Oxfd Uni. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Ed. Murray 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby,Lt-Col. A.C. E.(Taunt’n 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Wiison-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES-— 
Mr. Wharton and Mr, 
Halsey. 


Daly, James 

Davies,M. Vanghan-(Cardigar 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 

Donelan, Captain A, 

Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M.- (Lanark) 
Emmott, Alfred 

Evans,Sir F.H. (Southampton) 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro (Leith 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

| Fone James C hristopher 
Foster, Sir W. (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, Wm. 
Garfit, William 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibney, ‘James 


Johnson 
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Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Gretton, John 

Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Gall, Sir Cameron 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. CharlesSeale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 

Heath, James 

Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, ThomasCharlesH 
Helder, Augustus 

Hemphill, Rt. Hon. CharlesH. 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hogan, James Francis 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Hozier, Hon.JamesHenry Cecil 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
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Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Long, RtHn Walter( Liverpool) 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 
Lueas-Shadwell, William 
Maealeese, Daniel 

Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ewan Witliam 

M‘Ghee, Richard 

M‘Killop, James 

Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Molloy, Bernard Charles 
Montagu, Sir S.( Whitechapel) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire) 
Morton, Arth. H.. A. —" 
O'Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
YY Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James(Wicklow, W 
O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 

O'Malley, William 

Parnell, John Howard 

Pease, Herb. Pike (Darlingt’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) | 
Perey, Earl 
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teid, Sir Robert Threshie 
Remnant, James F. 

Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ridley, Rt. Hon. Sir M. W, 
tobinson, Brooke 

Samuel, HarryS. ( (Limehouse) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on- Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E, 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christehurch) 
Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, Alf. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 
Warner, Thos. C ourtenay yi 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 
Wedderburn, Sir William 
Weir, James Galloway 





Jones, David Brynmor(Swn’ sea 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHn SirU 
Kilbride, Denis 

Knowles, Lees 
Lawson, Sir Wilfrid(Cum land) 
Lecky,Rt. Hn. WilliamEdw.H. 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lloyd-George, David 


Plunkett, Rt 


Price, 
Purvis, Robert 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put and 


agreed to. 

Second Reading put off for six months. 
MINES REGULATION ACTS 
AMENDMENT BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 

Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. BARLOW (Somersetshire, Frome), 
in moving the Second Reading of this Bill, 
said its object was to amend the Act of 
1887 in certain esptager An amend- 
ing Act was passed in 1896, but it had 
reference chiefly to the use of explosives 
in mines, and no reference to matters with 
which the Bill now before the House was 
intended to deal. The object of the pre- 
sent Bill was*to provide for increased 
safety by making better regulations as to 
the timbering of “workings by the owners, 
and to prev ent the employment of un- 
skilled labour. The Act of 1887, although 
it forbade one unskilled w orkman working 
in a mine, provided that two might do so. 


COAL 


Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pilkington,SirG, A 
Pinkerton, John 

. Hn. H. Curzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Power, Patrick Joseph 

tobert John 


tedmond, Jolin E. (Waterford | 
Redmond, William (Clare) 


Williams,Joseph Powell-(Birm 

Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 

Wilson, John (Durham, Mid, 

Wilson, John (Govan) 

Woods, Samuel 

Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 

TELLERS FOR THE Nogs— 
Mr. Lloyd Morgan and Mr. 
H. D. Greene. 


.(LanesS W ) 


He pointed out that if unskilled labour 
were used in the fiery mines in the West 
of Scotland the consequences might not 
only be serious as far as the masters were 
concerned, but dangerous tothe lives of the 
men themselves. It also sought to provide 
that if a person did not enter a mine be- 
fore he was eighteen, he should not be 
allowed to do so after that age ; to raise the 
age at which boys might be employed in 
mines from twelve to thirteen, and to de- 
crease the number of hours for which 
they might be employed from fifty-four 
to forty-eight. The Bill further  en- 
deavoured to obtain power for the pre- 
sence of a representative of the relatives 
of a miner killed in an accident at the 
inquest, as well as power to inspect the 
place where the accident happened. 
Clause 2 provided for the formation of a 
district board, which should draw up 
special rules, and that the board was a 
reasonable one was shown by the fact that 
a district board should consist of three 
persons—a chairman, who was to be an 
impartial man unconnected with mines in 
every way, a representative of the owners 
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or employers, and a representative of the 
workmen, thus giving the chairman the 
casting vote, and constituting him, as it 
were, the umpire as between the views of 
the two parties. Clause 12 provided that 
shelters should be provided for the check 
weighers representing the miners. At 
some collieries shelters were provided as 
a matter of courtesy, but the promoters 
of the Bill felt that they should be pro- 
vided as a matter of right. Another 
clause provided for the appcintment of 
assistant inspectors. One inspector and 
two assistants would be utterly unable to 
properly inspect the mines in his district. 
{n view of the lateness of the hour he did not 
propose to go into further detail, although 
there were several matters which ought to 
be gone into. The Bill was the same 
which had been introduced in the 
last few sessions, and in his opinion it 
would do something to render more 
reasonable and more satisfactory the 
lot of those who worked in mines, and 
upon whose labour the commerce and in- 
dustry of the country was to a very great 
extent dependent. He moved the Second 
Reading of the Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(.Ur. Barlow.) 


*Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) 
did not think it would be wise to go into 
the provisions of such an important Bill 
at so late an hour. The Bill had been 
hefore the House of Commons for the 
last five years, but owing to the exigencies 
of the ballot it had never had an oppor- 
tunity of being discussed, and taking into 
consideration the fact that it was thirteen 
years since the Mines Regulations Bill 
passed into law, the House would agree 
that some amendment had become neces- 
sary. The Bill was admittedly of a far- 
reaching character, but he thought that 
after a little consideration the two parties 
interested might arrive at a mutually 
satisfactory arrangement. He would like 
to point out that if the House allowed 
the Second Reading, any necessary 
alterations might be made in Committee, 
and useful work done in several impor- 
tant particulars. The Check Weighing 
Clause introduced into the 1872 Mines 
Regulations Act, and improved in the 
Act of 1887, was an unmixed blessing 
from which the owners had derived as 
much advantage as the men. By the Bill 
before the House it was suggested that 
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shelters should be provided for the men 
who had to do the weighing up of the 
coal at the pit bank. Many owners or 
employers had done everything they 
could in this matter, but notably in the 
case of mines in the West of Scotland. The 
check-weighers who represent the owners 
had shelters, whilst the representatives of 
themen had not. Hetrusted that the Home 
Office and hon. Gentlemen representing 
the colliery interest would agree to the 
Second Reading, leaving the details to be 
threshed out in Committee. 

Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, Peck- 
ham) said he was not at all surprised that 
the Bill had hitherto failed to pass, but 
he would be surprised if it were intro- 
duced five or six times more and even 
then succeeded in passing. He was very 
far from saying that there were not some 
good points in the measure. Everyone 
would agree that the clause raising the 
age at which children were to be employed 
wasexcellent, but the right hon. Gentleman 
the Member for Forest of Dean had a Bill 
dealing with that particular matter, and 
as there was no opposition to that Bill, 
the object of this clause in the Bill before 
the House was disposed of. There were 
twenty-eight clauses in the Bill, and it was 
impossible to deal with them adequately 
in the short time at the disposal of the 
House. But, shortly stated, the Bill was 
one to enable the collieries of England to 
be managed by the Secretary of State 
for the Home Department, with the aid 
of a gentleman who knew nothing about 
mines, of another gentleman who was an 
owner of mines, of a third gentleman who 
was a workman in a mine, and of any 
person who chose to make any suggestion 
of any sort or kind. A more extra- 
ordinary proposal it was impossible for 
the mind of man to conceive. There was 
a tendency nowadays to say that no man 
should manage his property in the way 
he thought best, and the House of Com- 
mons was to be continually interfering in 
the business relationships of the country. 
Such a thing would undoubtedly have the 
result of destroying the prosperity of 
all the industries of the country. 
The first clause provided for the making 
of special rules, but there was nothing to 
show by whom they were to be made. 
The chairman, who knows nothing about 
the matter, might make what rules he 
liked, and those rules, whatever they 
were, were to be observed. Then the 
way in which it was proposed in Clause 2 
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that a district coal mines board should 
he constituted was extraordinary, the first 
stipulation being that the chairman of 
the board should be a person who knew 


Adjournment of 


{COMMONS} 


nothing at all about the business which | 


he was to superintend, and he should be 
nominated or removed by the Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs. Then Clause 4, 
which dealt with new special rules which 
might be made for mining districts, was 
also a most extraordinary proposal. 
[Opposition cries of ‘ Divide.”] Hon. 
Members seemed to forget that the mining 
industry was a most important one, and 
that such a measure as this required some 
consideration. 


Mr. AUSTIN — (Limerick, 
Having regard to the obstruction that is 
taking place, I beg to move that the 
Question be now put. 


Mr. BANBURY said the mining indus- 
try was one of the must important indus- 
tries in the country. He could not say how 
much money was invested in it, but 
he should think there was at least fifty 
millions, or perhaps double that amount 
Turning to the person who was to make 
the special rules, and whose qualification 
for doing so was that he knew nothing of 
the subject on which the rules were to be 
made, the position was that that gentle- 
man made any rules he liked and the 
district hoard approved them. If it did 
not, then the Home Secretary would be 
asked 

It being half-past Five of the clock, 
the debate stood adjo.rned. 

Dehate to be resumed To-morrow. 
HIGHWAYS AND BRIDGES ACT (1891) 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

Considered in Committee ; Committee 
report progress ; to sit again upon 
Wednesday next. 

AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 

WAYS BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
On the Motion for the adjournment of 
the House— 


Sim HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- | 


ton, E.): [ wish to put a question to the 
Mr. Banbury. 
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Government with regard to the order of 
business for to-morrow. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, in the absence of the Leader 
of the House, will say whether the 
arrangement for to-morrow by which the 
new Education Code is to be discussed 
after the Committee stage of the Finance 
Bill has been disposed of can be varied, 


and, if so, when the subject will be put 


down. Important private business, as | 


_ understand, will precede the Finance Bill 


W.) : | 


to-morrow, and may take considerable 
time, and it is not likely that the Finance 
Bill will be got through before ten o'clock. 


THe CHANCELLOR or tHe EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beracu, 


Bristol, W.): The Government will be 
very willing to accede to the request of 
the right hon. Gentleman. To-morrow 
night the First Lord of the Treasury will 
state what facilities can be given for 
the discussion of the Education Code. 
It is possible he may propose a morning 
sitting on Tuesday. , 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) 
asked what Supply would be taken on 
Friday. 

Lord EDMOND FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) said the Education 
Code could hardly be discussed with 
advantage or finality until the proposals of 
the Government on secondary education 
were announced, and he hoped a day would 
be fixed after those proposals had been 
placed before the House. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I do not 
think the discussion of the Edueation 
Code can be postponed until the pro- 
posals with regard to secondary education 
are forthcoming, but I have no doubt 
that my right hon. friend the First Lord 
of the Treasury will consider the point 
raised by the noble Lord. The business 
to-morrow will be the Committee stage of 
the Finance Bill and the Railway <Acci- 
dents Bill. I am unable to say what 
Supply will be taken on Friday. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, $.W.) 
asked if the motion with regard to muni- 
cipal trading would be taken, or whether 
it was intended to drop it out of the 

-aper. 


Sin M. HICKS BEACH: No. 


Adjowned at Twenty minutes 
before Six of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorb CHANCELLOR — acquainted 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia- 
ments had laid upon the Table the certifi- 
cate from the Examiners that the Standing 
Orders applicable to the following Bill 
have not been complied with 

Portland Urban District Gas. 

The same was ordered to lie on the 
Table. 

EDINBURGH DISTRICT 
BOARD BILL [H.-L]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 

with amendments. 


Member. 


LUNACY 


by the 


COWES PIER BILL [1.1.]. 

= The (Queen’s consent signified ; and 
: Bill reported from the Select Committee 
: with amendments. 


> EXMOUTH AND DISTRICT WATER 
if BILL [HLL]. 
4 Report from the Select Committee, 


. That the promoters do not intend to 


* proceed further with the Bill: Ordered 


© that the Bill be not further proceeded 


= with. 
PONTEFRACT PARK BILE. 
COLONIAL BANK BILL. 


Read 2”, and committed, 





A. LINCOLN: CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 


BILL [H.1. }. 


Read 3, and passed, and sent to the 


4 


k Commons, 


E CITY AND SOUTH 
N BILL. 


LONDON RAILWAY 


GRANTHAM GAS BILL. 
BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1: 


LANDS PROVISIONAL 
ORDER BILL. 

House in Committee (according to 
order): Bill reported without Amend- 
ment; Standing Committee negatived ; 
and Bill to be read 3¢ ‘To-morrow. 
SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD AND CENTRAL 
IRELAND RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION BILL [iLL]. 
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MILITARY 


GREAT 
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GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
AND WATERFORD, LIMERICK, AND 
WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANIES 
AMALGAMATION [HLL]. 


MIDLAND GI 
I 


EAT WESTERN RAIL- 
WAY OF IR 


ELAND BILL [H.1.]. 


THe CHAIRMAN or COMMIT- 
TEES (The Earl of Morey): My Lords, 
I beg to move that the Bills mentioned in 
the notice standing in my name be re- 
ferred toa Joint Committee of both Houses 
of Parliament. This follows a precedent 
set by your Lordships’ House last week 
when the Dublin Corporation Bill, and 
another Bill which depended upon it, 
were referred to a Joint Committee of 
both Houses.* This procedure is, as | 
said on that occasion, a somewhat novel 
one ; but with regard to these particular 
Bills, which deal with the very important 
question of the amalgamation of railways 
in the south of Ireland, I think there isa 
distinct precedent for the course proposed 
in the case of other Amalgamation Bills 
which were referred, in 1873, in the same 
way as | am now proposing, toa Joint 
Committee of the two Houses.* The Bills 
are very important in character, and will 
have a very large effect, especially on the 
South and Central parts of Treland 
They were referred to a Hybrid 
Committee of the House of Commons 
last year, and the inquiry was of a very 
protracted, and, if I may be allowed to 
say so, of a not wholly satisfactory nature. 
i trust your Lordships will assent to the 
motion which I now move. 


> 
v 
l 


Moved to resolve, That it is desirable 


that the 

Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Rail- 
way Companies Amalgamation Bill 
[HL], 

The Great Southern and Western and 
Waterford, Limerick, and Western 
Railway Companies Amalgamation 
Bill [ t.1. |, 

And the Midland Great Westecn Rail- 
way of Ireland Bill [1.1.], 


be referred to a Joint Committee of both 
Houses of Parliament. — (The Earl of 
Morley.) 


* See page 3 of this volume. 

| See debate on 25th February, 1873, on 
Railway, &e. (Transfer and Amalgamation), 
Bills. = The Parliamentary Debates Third 
Series}, Vol. cexiv., page 886. 
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603 Private Bill 
Lorp MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 


My Lords, I have given notice to move, 
as an Amendment to the motion of the 
noble Earl the Chairman of Committees, 
to add the following words : 


“And that the said Committee be em- 
powered to inyuire and report with reference 
to the said Bills 

1, What special safeguards (if 
having regard to the cireumstances of the 

South of Ireland, are required for the pro- 

tection of the public in the event of any of 

the amalgamations proposed in the said 

Bills being carried out other than the 

safeguards afforded by existing Public Acts : 

and 

2. As to the propriety ef inserting in the 
common form clause (No. 38 in the first 
named Bill and No, 33 in the model Bill) 
making provision as to general Railway 

Aets, special words providing for further 

State interference with railways in [reland.” 


1 do not wish to take up the time of the 
House unnecessarily, and before moving 
my Amendment I would appeal to the 
noble Earl to postpone his motion for a 
few days. He has already kindly post- 
poned it, at my request, from last Monday, 
bat the object for which | asked that the 
matter should he postponed has not been 
attained. A large and very important 
deputation waited on the Lrish Govern- 
ment about a week ago to ask for the 
appointment of «a Commission to inquire 
into the whole question of Trish railways. 
They asked, further, that these particular 
Bills should be suspended until that Com- 
mission had reported. The answer to 
that prayer has not vet been given, and 
all 1 would ask the noble 
moment is that he should postpone this 
motion until the answer of the Govern- 
ment has been received. If a Commission 
should be appointed I take it that the 


Bills would be suspended, and that there | 


would be no occasion for the appointment 
of a Joint Committee. Therefore it is 
material that the answer of the Govern- 
ment should be given before we are asked 
to affirm that it is destrable to appoint a 
Joint Committee. If the 
refuse the Commission, then I should 
most heartily coneur with the noble Earl 


that a Joint Committee would be a very | 


much better tribunal to discuss these im- 
portant Bills than a Hybrid Committee of 
the House of Commons, or an ordinary 
Private Bill Committee. But until we 
know what the answer of the Government 
is I venture to submit that it is somewhat 
premature to bring this motion forward. 


any)» | thirty miles. 


‘LORDS! 


Karl at the | 


Government | 


sion. 
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*Lorp GREVILLE: In the absence of 
my noble friend Viscount de Vesci, | 
wish to ask the noble Earl the Chair- 
man of Committees whether it is possible 
to give instructions to the Joint Com- 
mittee that no further powers should be 
granted unless a promise is given that 
the railway will be extended from Mount- 
mellick to Mullingar, a distance of about 
The County Council of 
West Meath have petitioned for this ex- 
tension, and they will appear in the 
proper course, 


THE Kart of MORLEY : In reply to 
the question put to me by the noble Lord 
who has just sat down, | would point out 
that instructions are never given in this 
House to Private Bill Committees. | 
think it would be very unfortunate indeed 
if this precedent were broken into in any 
case, and it would be specially ineon- 
venient in the case of a Joint Committee 
of an exceptionally strong character. 
The House is really not in a_ position 
to understand the bearings of — the 
condition which my noble friend would 
Wish to instruct the Committee to 
insert. It will be open to him to lay his 
views, or the views of those he represents. 
before the Committee, who, I have no 
doubt, will give them the consideration 
they deserve. On these grounds [ should 
deprecate most strongly any attempt at 
binding the discretion of the Committee. 
With regard to the question of my noble 
friend Lord Monteagle of Brandon as to 
the postponement of the motion, [ would 
point out that | have already consented 
to allow the Bills to stand over from last 
Monday till to-day. I have great difficulty 
in consenting to any further postpone- 
ment. Lt is very important that the 
question should be sent down to the 
House of Commons before we rise for the 
Kaster holidays, and that we should, if 
possible, get an answer from the Com- 
mons before that time arrives. Of course, 
that would be impossible if 1 postponed 
the Bills again till next week, or till a 
later period. Moreover, | venture to 
suggest to the House that the case 
of my noble friend for a further post- 
ponement is not a very strong one. 
He spoke of # Commission to inquire 
generally into the legislation regarding 
Irish railways. I presume that the noble 
Lord would have no idea of referring 
these individual Bills to such a Commis- 
These Bills must be dealt with by 
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Parliament, either in a Joint Committee 
or in the ordinary Committees of the two 
Houses. IL imagine, judging from the 


length of time inquiries by Commission | 


take, that it is not likely that such an 
inquiry by a Commission, if it is granted, 


would be completed in sufficient time to | 
enable these Bills to be dealt with in the | 
Parliament. It is | 
hardly fair to the promoters or, indeed, , 
to the opponents of the Bills, that the | 


present session of 


consideration of them should be further 
postponed, 


Lory MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : | 


Will the noble Karl tell me whether | 
should have an opportunity of moving my 
Amendment ata later stage in the event 
of a Commission not being granted ! 


Tue Kart or MORLEY: It is open 
tw the noble Lord to move an Amend- 
ment such as that of which he has given 
notice at a later stage. If the House of 


Commons assent to the appointment of a | 


Joint Committee it will then be my duty 
w make a motion appointing the Com- 
mittee. The noble Lord can move his 


Amendment then, but I think it right to | 
inform him that I shall feel myself bound | 


to oppose it. 


Lord MONTEAGLE or BRANDON : 
Then IT need not trouble the House by 
moving my Amendment to-day. 


On Question, agreed to. 
Ordered, that a Message be sent to the 


Commons to communicate this Resolu- 
tion, and to desire their concurrence. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS. 
Annual Series: No. 2,392. 
Curacoa and its Dependencies. 


Trade of 


CHINA, No. 1 (1900). 


Further correspondence respecting the 
itlairs of China (in continuation of China. 
Nos. land 2. (1899)). 


COLONIES. 
Papers relating to university education 
: eget : E 
of Roman Catholics in certain colonies. 
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IRISH LAND COMMISSION (R00 LES). 


Rule, dated 19th March, 1900, under 
i the Land Purchase Acts. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 

RAILWAYS (IRELAND) ACT, 
(RULES). 

Order in Council, dated 22nd March, 
1900, amending the Railwavs (Treland) 
Order, 1897. 


1S96 


METROPOLITAN CATTLE MARKET. 

Account of moneys received and paid 
by the Chamberlain of the City of 
London in relation to the Metropolitan 
Cattle Market, for the vear 1899; also 
an aecount of — extraordinary works 
executed other than general repairs for 


‘the same period, 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, Iso 
(METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS). 
Draft Orders in Council for the esta- 
blishment of the metropolitan boroughs 
of Chelsea, Finsbury, Iensington, and 
Paddington, and incorporating — the 
councils thereof, and for other purposes 
connected therewith. Laid before the 
House (pursuant to Act) and to be 

printed. (No, 40.) 
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[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the day for the Second Reading 
read. 


Lord MONKSWELL: My Lords, this 
Bill is, for the most part, word for word 
the same Bill that passed through the 
Select Committee of your Lordships’ 
House last year. In two particulars, 
however, it differs. The International 
Copyright Clauses have been re-drafted by 
Lord Thring, who has had the advice of 
the Foreign Office. The Committee are 
under a very deep obligation to Lord 
Thring for having undertaken this ex- 
ceedingly ditticult task, and for re-drafting 
the international clauses in such a way 
as to make them free from objection, 
Lord Thring has added to the Bill certain 
Custom House Clauses in order to. tacili- 
tate its working. The question of colonial 


‘copyright was very carefully considered 


2B2 
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in the Committee. We had before us an 
eminent professor from Canada who was 
empowered to give evidence on behalf of 
Canadian authors, and, to some extent, 
on behalf of Canadian publishers. ‘The 
principal change the Bill proposes is to 
remedy the grievance that is felt in the 
colonies, particularly in Canada, and 
which presses hardly on colonial —pub- 
lishers. The present law gives. an advan- 
tage to the English publisher over the 
colonial publisher, for while the English 
publisher is empowered to flood the 
colonies with an English copyright edition, 
the colonial publisher is expressly for- 
hidden to import into England his own 
colonial copyright edition. This Bill 
proposes to place the English publishers 
under the same restriction as the colonial 
publishers are now under, and IT am 
pleased to find that the English pub- 
lishers concur in the change, and think it 
is only right that it should be carried into 
effect. It may be of interest to your 
Lordships to know that if the Select 
Committee, to whom I shall move that 
this Bill be referred if it is read a secoud 
time, is appointed, a very distinguished 
author, Mr. Samuel Clemens, better 
known as “ Mark Twain,” is desirous of 
giving evidence, and [am sure the Com- 
mittee will gladly hear him. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read a 
second time.-—(Loid Monkswell.) 


*Lorp BALFOUR or BURLEIGH : I 
have, owing to special circumstances, the 
duty of representing the Board of Trade 
in this House for the time, and, on behalf 
of that Department, and in so far as that 
Department is interested, [ do not pro- 
pose to offer any objection to the Second 
Reading of the Bill or to the appointment 
of the Select Committee. But [ hope, in 
assenting to this motion, that it will not 
be understood that we assent to anything 
further, or agree that at the present 
time it will be convenient that these Bills 
should be passed into law. I do not 
think that the course taken by the noble 
Lord opposite is altogether the most con- 
venient one. He has candidly told your 
Lordships that in two points—one an im- 
portant point--the Copyright Bills down 
for Second Reading to-day are not the 
sme as those which passed through 
certain stages in this House last 
vear. The Bills as they — were 
then passed were sent to various colonies 


Lord Monkswell. 


for observation, and I think it will be 
obviously very undesirable that different 
Bills from those sent to the colonies 
should make progress through Parliament 
until a full opportunity has been given 
for the answers to have been received 
from the Colonial Governments. [ am 
not, of course, in a position to say 
definitely how far those answers have 
been received, but up to the last date 
when any communication was made to 
the Board of Trade on the subject 
answers had only been received from very 
few of the colonies. My noble friend 
who represents the Colonial Office may he 
able to give more information than I can 
on that subject, but I have to say, on 
behalf of the Board of Trade, that they 
think it undesirable to hold out any hope 
that the Bills will have a rapid progress, 


Tue UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR THE COLONIES (The Earl of 
SELBORNE): I must confess that the 
course which the promoters of this Bill 
have taken does seem to me to be rather 
inconvenient. The Bill, as it passed the 
Select Committee last year, was sent, at 
the request of its promoters, to all the 
colonies concerned, and tie assumption 
made in sending the Bill was that it would 
be reintroduced into Parliament practic- 
ally unmodified. The noble Lord in 
charge of the Bill has spoken as if the 
changes which have been introduced are 
not of great importance, but I must take 
leave to differ from him. Without worry- 
ing the House by giving details of the 
changes, | may say that in our opinion 
the Bill has been materially modified, and 
it will be absolutely necessary to send the 
fresh Bill, when it emerges from the new 
Select Committee, again to all the 
colonies, for no answer made in respect 
of the Bill of last year can fairly be held 
as binding on them in respect of the Bill 
now introduced. So far, three answers 
only have been received from the colonies, 
namely, from the Cape, Natal, and South 
Australia, but we are expecting the other 
answers shortly. [only make this state- 
ment in order to pat the position of the 
Colonial Office quite clear. Whilst we 
are willing in respect of this Bill, when it 
emerges trom the Select Committee, to 
act as the forwarding agency to the 
colonial governments without accepting 
any responsibility for the Bill, any delay 
that oecurs in the solution of this matte 
must be laid, not to the door of the 
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Colonial Office or of the colonies, but of 
the promoters of this Bill. 


Tut LORD CHANCELLOR (The 
Karl of HALspurY): Ido not wish to 
commit myself to the merits of the altera- 
tion, but I think it only right, in justice 


to the noble Lord who drafted the Bills, | 


to say that he had to deal with a mass of 
confusion which none but a lawyer could 
properly appreciate, and that he has 
managed with wonderful skill to evolve 
harmony and clearness out of that con- 
fusion. 


*Lorp THRING: I am grateful to the 
noble and learned Lord fer the praise he 
has bestowed on this Bill. I cannot 
imagine what the Colonial Office really 
mean. The Bill, so far as the Colonial 
Clauses are concerned, is practically the 
same as the Bill of last year. It is true 
that the International Clauses have been 
changed, hut that has been done with the 
approbation of the Foreign Office. So 
far as the Colonial Clauses are concerned, 
there is, as | have said, no substantial 
difference whatever between the present 
Bill and that of last year. 


*Lorp MONKSWELL: The noble 
Earl the Under Secretary for the 
Colonies is mistaken in assuming that 
any alteration has made in the 
Colonial Clauses. 


been 


On Question agreed to; Bill read 2", 
and referred to a Select Committce. 


The following Lords were named of 
the Select Committee 


L. Chancellor. 
i. Selborne. 
V. Knutsford. 
L. Balfour. 

L.. Hatherton. 

L. Monkswell. 

L.. Thring. 

I. Farrer. 

L. Welby. 

LL. Davey. 

L. Avebury. 

The Committee to meet on Tuesday 
next at ‘Twelve o'clock, and to appoint 
their own Chairman. 

COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [H... |. 
[SECOND READING. | 


Order of the day for the Second 
Reading read. 


{29 Marcu 1900} 
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*Lorp MONKSWELL: My Lords, this 
3ill comes before the House under totally 
different circumstances from those of the 
Literary Copyright Bill. The latter Bill 
passed through a Select Committee of 
your Lordships’ House, but the evidence 
with regard to the Artistic Copyright Bill 
was not completed. This Bill has been 
absolutely and entirely redrafted by Lord 
Thring, and it therefore differs, not only 
in form, but to a considerable extent in 
substance, from the Bill of last year. I 
believe, however, that those interested in 
the production and sale of works of art 
will greatly prefer the Bill as it now 
stands to the Bill of last year. Whereas 
last year the Bill proposed certain restric- 
tions on copyright, both as to the place of 
producing the artistic work and the 
nationality of the producer, and as 
to registration, the Bill as it at present 
stands sweeps away every one of 
those conditions and gives the widest 
possible copyright. In the Bill of las* 


vear, also, a longer and a shorte 
term of copyright were given for 
different kinds of — artistic work 


This Bill, again, sweeps away those dis 
tiictions, and gives the longer term ta 
every description of artistic work. There 
are, no doubt, other more or less substan- 
tial differences between this Bill and the 
Bill of last year, which are the result, to 
a great extent, of the evidence that was 
put before us. | will not attempt to 
point out these differences, partly because 
[admit that this bill is put before the 
House in a tentative form, and partly 
because there was such a great difference 
of opinion between the witnesses who 
were examined as to the interpretation 
of last year’s Bill that I am not 
able to say with confidence in) what 
particulars this Bill differs from the one 
of last year. Whilst for the form we are 
indebted to Lord Thring, as regards the 
substance of the measure Lord Knutsford 
and myself were consulted, and the Bill 
in its present form must be considered as 
heing not only agreed to by Lord Thring 
and myself, but also by Lord Knutsford. 


Bill read 2 (according to order), and 
referred to a Select Committee. 


The Lords following named of 


the Select Committee 


were 


L.. Chancellor. 
Ie. Selborne. 
V. Knutsford. 








Colonial 


. Baltour. 
Hatherton. 
. Monkswell. 
. Thring. 

. Farrer. 
Welby. 

; Davey. 

° Avebury. 
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The Committee to meet on Tnesday 
next, at Twelve o'clock, and to appoint 
their own Chairman, 


COLONTAL DEFENCE. 

THE Ear or CAMPERDOWN: I 
rise to ask Her Majesty’s Government 
(1) whether the duty of self-defence is 
imposed on a self-governing colony ; (2) 
whether, in the event of war between Her 
Majesty and a Foreign Power, a_ self- 
governing colony can declare _ itself 
neutral ; (3) whether a Colonial Govern- 
ment which declines to call out its 
forces or otherwise defend the colonial 
territory against invasion is liable 
to compensate those who suffer damage 
within the territory from the enemy. 
Tmust ask the indulgence of your Lord- 
ships while I say a few words upon these 
questions. Phey refer to the — relations 
between the mother country and her 
colonies which possess responsible govern- 
ment. Although [ am referring ina special 
sense, and, perhaps, almost exclusively, 
to the British Empire and the colonies of 
the British Empire, because Great Britain 
alone has pursued a system of education 
and of watching her colonies with the 
view of ultimately conferring upon them 
the benefits of responsible self-government, 
I think your Lordships will also see that 
these questions refer chiefly to the colonies 
of South Africa, and to the position of 
aflairs there at the present time, as they 
have been revealed to us by the Papers 
which have just recently been laid upon 
the Table. Responsible government, of 
course, implies certain privileges and also 
certain obligations, but so far as T have 
been able to ascertain Great Britain, 
when conferring the privileges of respon- 
sible self - government, has not as 
a rule laid down in definite words 
the corresponding obligations — which 
the colony might be expected to 
assume. The duty of self defence is 
naturally one of the obligations which a 
colony receiving self government might 
he expected to assume: but the first 
notice of it that appears in Parliament is 


{LORDS} 


Defence, 61? 
in a resolution passed in the year 1862* 
without a division, on the Motion of Mr, 
Arthur Mills : 


* Resolved, that this House, while it fully 
recognises the claim of all portions of the 
British Empire on Imperial aid against perils 
arising from the consequences of Imperial 
policy, is of opinion that colonies exercising 
the rights of self-government ought to under. 


| take the main responsibility of providing for 


their own internal order and security, and 
ought to assist in their own external detence.” 


The next case, and, perhaps, the most 
important, is that which is to be found in 
the Confederation of Canada Act, 1867, 
but there all duties connected with self 
defence are expressly reserved for treat- 
ment by the Colomial Parliament. The 
clause runs thus :— 

* The exclusive authority of the Parliament 
of Canada extends to Militia, Military, and 
Naval service and defence.” 


In this case, the duty, which is more 
implied than expressed in other instances, 
is openly and explicitly stated. When 
we come to the ease of the Cape of Good 
Hope we find that responsible Govern- 
ment was given in a rather peculiar 
manner, It came into existence there 
through the medium of an Act of the Colo- 
nial Legislature, which enabied Ministers to 
sit in Parliament, and which thereby con- 
veved the privileges of self-government 
without further direct allusion to that 
fact. That Act was passed in 1872. But 
in the Colonial Forces Act, 1892, whereby 
the Governor appears as Commander-in- 
Chief, it is stated in the interpretation 
clause that the word * Governor ” means 
“Governor acting in Council.” — There- 
fore, When acting as Commander-in-Chief 
within the colony the Governor acts 
by and with the advice of his re- 
sponsible Ministers. As to a colony 
declaring itself neutral, I should 
have thought the position _ perfectly 
clear and distinct. The colonies, ot 
course, have no representation abroad, 
and they have no foreign policy of their 
own, They are not consulted with regard 
to war, and if it had not been for the 
statement which is contained in Papers 
recently laid upon the ‘Table, 1 should 
certainly not have thought it worth while 
to put the question, But, my Lords, on 
a recent occasion in the Cape Parliament, 
when there was a very important debate 
with reference to the passing of ammu- 

* See The Parliamentary Debates \Vird 
Series!, Vol. elxv., page 1032. 
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nition through Cape Colony into the 
Orange Free State, Mr. Schreiner, the 
Prime Minister, in the course of the 
debate, used very remarkable and very 
important words.* He had heen saying 
that he believed there was very little 
chance of war; he was thoroughly per- 
suaded that there would be no war. He 
stil 

“If 1am still to see, despite my best hopes 
and my deep convictions, that South Africa is 
to be the scene of war between whites, that 
one race is to be set against another race in any 
part of Africa, I shall still say--and [ say this 
to-day, not merely to this colony, but to South 
Africa and he world—that I shall do my very 
best to maintain for this colony the position 
of standing apart and aloof from the struggle, 
both with regard to its forees and with regard 
toits people.” 
Those words are very important words, 
and, of course, public attention was 
directed to them. [t was some days later, 


in speaking to the High Commissioner 
(Sir Alfred Milner), that Mr. Schreiner 


expressed the feeling that he had been 
greatly misunderstood, 
Lordships will allow me to read a short 


passage from the despatch in which Sir 


’ 


Alfred) Milner describes what  passed.7 


He SaVs 


“In the course of conversation, Mr. Schreiner 


expressed the feeling that his explanations on 
the subject in the House of Assembly had heen 
ureatly misunderstood. He protested against 
his words being interpreted as a declaration 
that the Colony should remain neutral in case 
of hostilities between Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment and the South African Republic. He 
had never harboured such an idea. [ replied 
that in my opinion his words were open to 
this construction, and that I regretted them. 
In reply, he went on to explain at some 
lensth his point of view. The gist of it was 
that, while he fully admitted that in case of 
war between Her Majesty’s Government and 
wy other State, this Colony could not be 
neutral, yet he felt that in the interests of 
the Empire itself the two main objects which 
Colonial Ministers should, in that case, keep 
in view, would be to prevent civil war break- 
Inz out in the colony and to guard against 
the dangers of a native rising. Undoubtedly 
the forces of the colony should be employed 
to protect the colony, and he would regard 
any Minister as most culpable who ran any 
isk of damage being done to the colony, 
either from the South African Republic or the 
Orange Free State.” 


In those words the Prime Minister’ re- 
tracted what was the natural impression 


(1905), 


“See Command Paper No. 43 


“Further Correspondence Relating to Attairs 


inSouth Africa,” page 29. 


oO” 


| hid... page eee 
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| obtained from his remarks, and practically 


/undertook that in the event of war he 
would call out the forces of the colony for 
its protection. Unhappily, with regard 
to the war itself, he was wrong. | 
thoroughly believe, so far as one can 
judge from reading the Papers, that from 
ithe very first Mr. Schreiner was_ per- 
/suaded—and not only was he persuaded 
but he was assured by President Steyn 
and others---that there would be no war ; 
but unfortunately those assurances were 
not fulfilled. But when the war arose, 
did he call out the forces of the 
colony | Just before the outbreak of the 
war considerable irritation existed at 
Cape Town, because whilst ammunition 
and guns had been permitted to pass 
freely into the Free State, requests for 
wmmunition and guns to be sent to Kim- 
berley and other parts of the colony had 
been refused. Mr. Schreiner was, no 
doubt, fully persuaded that his reasons 
were good ones. He said there would be 
no war, and that there was no reason for 
sending ammunition, but when the war 
broke out, if other means had not been 
taken to arm Kimberley, it would, of 
necessity, have fallen owing to the action 
of the Colonial Government. There was 
also considerable dissatisfaction felt at 
Cape Town because Volunteers were not 
called out earlier than they were. How- 
ever, on October 16, a few days after the 
war commenced, the Volunteers were 
called out and were placed under the 
control of Sir Redvers Buller. But a 
little later on November 9—the Prime 
Minister took occasion to say that he 
would not call out the burghers for the 
defence of the colony, and he = sent a 
minute to Sir Alfred Milner embodying 
that statement. He enclosed a circular 
which he had sent to the Civil Commis- 
sioners and to the resident magistrates of 
the colony, and which ran as follows * 


“It has been represented to the Prime 
Minister that an impression exists that it is 
the intention of the Government to call out 
the burgher forces of this colony. The Prime 
Minister desires me, therefore, to inform you, 
and to direct you to give all possible publicity 
to the fact, that it is not intended to call out 
the burgher forces, that it is considered that 
the military forces of the Crown are sutticient 
to preserve, or, in case of a temporary incursion 
of the enemy, to restore orver, and that all 
that is expected by the Government of the 
ordinary citizen is that he should remain loyal 
to Her Majesty, and give no countenance or 


* See Blue-book last referred to, page 212. 
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assistance to her enemies now invading this | 


colony.” 

Just consider what was the position of 
the Cape Colony at that particular 
moment. In Natal, Ladysmith had just 
been besieged. © Kimberley was actually 
being beseiged. ‘The north-east of the 
Cape Colony, and, indeed, the north, and 
1 rather think even a portion of the 
west, were in rebellion, and under these 
circumstances one would have thought 
that the state of things was very critical 
as regarded the colony itself, and such as 
to justify, and, indeed, require any 
measure which it was in the power of 
the Colonial Ministers to take for the 
defence of the territory. As all events, 


that measure was not taken, and the 
result was that the colony suffered 
damage. The Colonial Ministers had 


not done all that in their power 
to defend their territory. The injury 
was not confined to English colonists. 
Loyal Dutchmen have been looted just as 
much, and the question arises: Who is 
responsible for the damage which has been 
done? ‘That is one of many similar ques- 
tions which will have to be answered at 
no distant date. In the. first instance, no 
doubt, the persons liable will be the Boers, 
who have done the damage, so far as it is 
possible to collect payment from them ; 
but when you have passed from that 
point, pray who is then to be liable? Is 
it the British taxpayer, or does the re- 
course of the burghers who have suffered 
loss lie against their own Government, 
which did not do all that was in their 
power to protect them! This and similar 
questions must arise within a very short 
time. It is no good passing them by or 
attempting toignore them. — It is, usually, 
our unhappy fate to be too late in the 
consideration of African affairs, and it is 
much better that these things should be 
brought before the public now and be 
considered before the time for their solu- 
tion arrives. | beg to ask the questions 
standing in my name. 


was 


THE Eart or SELBORNE: The 
questions of the noble Lord are certainly 
very wide ones, and they are not made 
easier to answer by the fact that they have 
an abstract form about them which 
renders specific language rather ditticult. 
I wish to guard myself, in endeavouring 
to answer these questions, from any 
attempt to frame new maxims on the 
complicated constitutional problems that 


The Earl of ( ‘ump pdown. 
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are involved. The first question jis, 
whether the duty of self-defence is in- 
posed on a self-governing colony. [ took 
that question, in the first instance, to 
mean self-defence in the event of actual 
invasion. If that had been the question, 
of course the answer is that a self-goyvern. 
ing colony is bound to do all it ean in 
defence of its own territory against 
invasion, but I should add that 
there is also an obligation of honour, 
which we hold to be absolute, on the 
mother country to do what she can to 
assist the colony. But I rather gather from 
the speech of the noble Karl that he referre¢ 
not to a condition of affairs resulting from 
actual invasion, but to what I may eall the 
general position as between a self-govern- 
ing colony and the mother country in 
normal times of peace. Well, if 1 am 
right in supposing that that was the point 
to which he wished to direct our atten 
tion, the answer is not difficult. The rela- 
tions between the mother conntry and 
the self-governing colonies in’ respect of 
an attack from the sea are, in general 
principles, that the land defence lies in 
the sphere of the — self-governing 
colony and the defence of the 
ing stations or from sea — attack 
lies with the mother country. ‘The cases 
where a self-governing colony is Hable to 
land invasion are so special that no general 
principles have ever been laid down in 
connection with them that I am aware of. 
As regards the second question whether, 
in the event of war between Her Majesty 
and a foreign Power, a_ self-governing 
colony can declare itself neutral — it is 
perfectly obvious that no part of Her 
Majesty's dominions can claim to be at 
peace with a Power with which Her 
Majesty is at war. Now, the third ques 
tion—-whether a Colonial Government 
which declines to call out its forces or 
otherwise defend the colonial territory 
against invasion is liable to compensate 
those who suffer damage within the terri- 
tory from the enemy—presents a purely 
abstract proposition, because there is 10 
case to the point in connection with the 
war in South Africa. It is a matter ot 
common knowledge that the Govern- 
ment of Natal has done all it can 
to use the colonial forces to repel the 
invasion of its territory, and it would be 
perfectly unjust to say that the Cape 
Government had deelined to call out its 
forces. It has called out its Volunteers. 
It has called out its forces to the extent 
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to which it, and I may also say the 
(jovernment, consider it wise that they 
should be called out. Ido not go into 
the question of the exact moment at 
which they were called out, nor into the 
rather wide points involved in the word 
“ otherwise ” in the noble Lord’s question. 
I must not be understood to say that on 
every point end in every particular the 
Cape Ministry has held the views of 
others who are responsible in connection 
with the war, but it would not be just or 
accurate to say that the Cape Govern- 
ment declined to call out its forces : and, 
in connection with the special point 
the noble Lord brought — forward 
with respect to the burgher forces, | 


think it must have occurred to him 
that some of the burgher forces had 


much better not have been called out, 
hecause it is only a matter of common 
notoriety that we could not rely on the 
loyalty of all the burgher forces. Then, 
my Lords, when I am asked whether such 
a Government, on the hypothesis in 
question, is under a certain liability, | 
must decline altogether to lav down the 
lay on a point which, I think, would 
puzzle even constitutional lawyers to 
answer—namely, what is liability, and 
under what conditions would liability 
intervene. All [can say in answer to the 
question of the noble Lord—and I would 
point out that he has only referred in this 
question to one class of possible damage 
consequent upon a state of warfare —is 
that the damage arises from other causes 
than that referred to in the question. 
What Her Majesty’s Government have 
aimed at from the beginning, and have 
openly avowed, is to endeavour to exact 


compensation to those to whom 
it is due from those who have 
caused =the damage. The — ques- 


tions involved in compensation are very 
complicated and difficult. They concern 
the Colonial Government as well as Her 
Majesty’s Government. The first care 
and anxiety in the question of compensa- 
tion naturally lie with the Colonial 
Governments, who are, in the first place, 
responsible to the parties supposed to be 
injured, and it is for them to take steps 
in co-operation with Her Majesty’s 
Government to see that compensation is 
exacted from those who caused the 
damage and paid to those who have 
suffered. All T can say is that this is, 
and must be,a matter of co-operation and 
consultation between the Colonial Govern- 
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ments and Her Majesty’s Government. 
The question has not for a moment been 
lost sight of, but is now under careful 
consideration. 


EDUCATION (SCOTLAND) BILE [Ht ,— 
FUNDS AVALLABLE. 

Lorp TWEEDMOUTH: My Lords, 
the Motion which stands in my name is 
hot conceived in any feeling of hostility 
towards the Education (Scotland) Bill. 
On the contrary, I believe that if the 
Secretary for Scotland can give the 
Return for whieh I ask in a sufficiently 
detailed form it will provide further data 
for argument in support of the Bill, and 
may also have the effect of providing even 
further tunds to be devoted to the pur- 
poses of the Bill. The history of the lust 
fifteen vears has been rich in instances of 
grants-inaid, equivalent grants, and the 
like. Indeed, I think that those who 
have not followed the subject closely may 
well be bewildered with regard to their 
number and the purposes for which they 
have been used, and, while [ do not for 
& moment question the good intent of 
those grants or the way in which they 
have heen applied by the various loval 
hodies, yet L cannot but feel that the 
utmost benefit has not been got out of 
them, that in many instances they have 
been frittered away without conferring 
as much advantage as they might upon 
the localities to which they were given, 
and that even in the cases where they 
have been applied to the relief of rates, or 
nominally to the relief of rates, the relict 
has been infinitesimal, and they have been 
used rather as funds for extra expenili 
ture which might not properly be charged 
on therates. Three of these funds are taken 
hold of, consolidated, and applied for the 
purposes of the Bill, but in the specch 
which my noble friend the Secretary for 
Scotland made in introducing the Bill* 
he adumbrated an intention or the possi 
bility of laying some charge on thie 
£100,000 Equivalent Grant. It is with 
regard to each of the three funds which 
are named within the four corners of tlie 
3ill that I ask this Return, and also with 
regard to the £100,000 Equivalent Grant 
which is not specially named in the Bill, 
but which, I hope, may be charged to 
some extent for the purposes of the bill. 


“See The 
Series|, Vol. Ixxx., page 
1900). 
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House a Return of all the — funds 
available in whole or in part unde: the 
Edueation (Scotland) Bill [11.1.], and the 
purposes for which they have hitherto 
been used by the various county and 
burgh authorities in Scotland. (The Lord 
Tuvvedmouth.) 


*THE SECRETARY vor SCOTLAND 


(Lord BaLrour or Burwericn): 1 know , 
pertectly well, without the disclaimer of 
‘ber that 


the noble Lord, that his motion is not 
conceived in any hostile spirit to the Bill. 
I de not think it will be desirable to 
assent to the Return in the form in which 

he asks it, for the reason that in the form 
in which the motion is on the Paper it 
would) be a duplication of information 
which is already before the House. — The 
tirst of the three funds which are taken 
hold of by the Bill is the technical educa- 
tion money, provided under the Act of 
Is90. The expenditure of that fund is 
already given in a voluminous Report 
which is made year by year to Parlia- 
ment. The technical name of that Return 
is the Technical Education Return, and it 
extends over something like seventy or 
eighty pages, and is brought down to date 
each year. Tam sure that the noble Lord 
would be the first to acknowledge that. it 
would be inexpedient to duplicate a 
Return of that magnitude and detail. The 
next of the three funds dealt with in the 
Bill is the secondary education money 
under the Act of 1892. Equally detailed 
information as to the expenditure of that 
fund will be found each year in the Report 

of the Committee of Council on Edueation 
in Scotland. That information extends 
over something like thirty-five or forty 
pages, and it is of such « detailed kind 
that it would not be possible to put it! 
usefully into the form of a Report, or, in 

fact, to alter the form of the information 

which is now given to Parliament. The 
third sum dealt with in the Bill is the 
£35,000 set apart two vears ago tor higher 
education. The first distribution of that 

money is now being made, and as it is not 

complete it would not he, at the 
moment, possible to give the infor- 
mation with regard to that fund which 

the noble Lord desires: but it is our in- 
tention, at as early a date as possible, 
probably in the next report of the Com 

mittee of Council on Education in Seot- 
land, to give the information asked for 

If | find ir possible to give the informa-, 


‘LORDS! 


Moved, that there be laid before the | 
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tion at an earlier date than the publication 
of that Report, I will gladly do so. The 
equivalent grant under the Act of 1892 is 
not dealt with in the Bill. I think the 
noble Lord went rather further than I did 
in saying that [| intended to lay hands on 
a part of this grant. What I said, so far 
as T remember, was .that if I did not ask 
Parliament to devote it exclusively to 
secondary education and take it away 
from the local authorities, | hoped 
the local authorities would remem- 
they at present had it 
if they were asked to make a rate for the 
purpose of the Bill. ‘The objects to which 
the money may be devoted are, either to. 
the relief of local rates, in aid of expenses 
incurred under any statutory power 
vested in the local authorities in such a 
manner as they may determine, or to any 
scheme of public utility framed by them 
with the approval of the Secretary for 
Scotland. The amount in 1895) was 
£132,000 ; in 1896, £125,000 ; in 1897, 
£145,000 ; and last vear £161,000. The 
sum will not be quite so great this year. 
Nearly the whole of that money goes at 
present in relief of rates; a very small 
portion of it indeed goes to what are 
called schemes of utility. and a. still 
smaller proportion to education in any 
form. [am not quite sure that at the 
Scottish Office we know exactly how 
much goes in schemes of public utility, he- 
cause [ have reason to suspect that we are 
not always consulted, and that our consent. 
is sometimes assumed and not asked for. So: 
far as that fund is concerned, | will 
endeavour to give the noble Lord what 
information I have. I am as anxious as 
he is that full information should be 
given to the public of the destination of 
that money, and if he will not press the 
motion at the present time I will try to 
agree with him upon a form of Return 
with regard to that money which will give 
the information he seeks. 


Lond TWEEDMOUTH : My motion 
was aimed more at the last fund to 
which the noble Lord has alluded than 
the three previous ones, which are to be 
applied fully to the purposes of the Bill. 
I am grateful to him for his promise ot 
information with regard to the equivalent 
grant, and [| hope he will be able to give 
it to the House before the Education 
(Scotlan@) Bill is disposed of. | withdraw 
my motion. 
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Motion (by leave of the House) with- 
drawn. 

EDUCATION, ETC., SCHEMES ORDERS 
IN COUNCIL. 

Tur PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALts- 
gery): My Lords, T have put down this 
proposal for a Standing Order of the House 
in order to stop up a gap——-not a very 
large one --in the working of our 
machinery. At present there are acertain 
number of Commissions and other bodies 
which have legislative powers to this ex- 
tent that they can make a scheme and 
lay it on the Table of the two Houses of 
Parliament, and then it becomes law at 
the end of a certain time if no Address is 
presented against it. It is obviously a 
considerable abuse, and if the matter was 
more important it would be a grave abuse, 
that by the delay of the printer in cireu- 
lating a scheme nobody knows of its 
existence untila few days before the power 
of arresting it has expired. [ have known 
it run very near to the edge of the time 
that is allowed. That, clearly, is an 
abuse, the possibility of which ought not 
to exist. I want to avoid using any 
language which would intimate that any 
serious miscarriage of justice or of public 
policy has taken place ; but, still, it is an 
error that ought to be prevented, and it 
will be prevented by saying that the 
laving onthe Table—a matter over which 
we have control —shall not take place 
until the scheme is printed, and that, 
when it is printed, it shall be circulated 
to peers, 


Ordered, That where by Statute any 
scheme before it can be sanctioned by 
Order in Council is ordered to lie on the 
Table for a prescribed number of days, it 
shall be laid on the Table in a printed 
form, and not otherwise ; and thereupon 
shall forthwith be circulated to the 
Members of this House.—(Zhe Marquess of 


Nalishiry.) 


COMMISSIONS FOR) YEOMANRY 
OFFICERS. 

Lory NEWTON: L beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
able to state the conditions upon which 
commissions in the Regular cavalry will 
he granted to Yeomanry officers. 


“THe Marquess or LANSDOWNE: 


We propose to give one commission in the 
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vavalry to each Yeomanry brigade, upon 
the following conditions : -The candidate 
must be medically fit. Selected candi- 
dates will have to attend before the 
medical board in London ; their age must 
he above twenty and under thirty, and 
they must be unmarried. These are the 
only conditions. 


RETIRED ARMY OFFICERS [IN THE 
MILITIA. 

Lorp RAGLAN: My Lords, I beg to 
ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
they will modify the rule by whieh 
retired officers of the Army who 
are serving in the Militia are, on embodi- 
ment, deprived of their retired pay or 
pension, or deprived of 5 per cent. per 
annum on the amount of any gratuity 
they may have received for past services, 
and at the same time will not be per- 
mitted to receive the gratuity which is 
payable to Militia officers under certain 
circumstances on disembodiment. I hope 
your Lordships will allow me to say # 
few words with regard to this question, 
first, because of the great importance of the 
subject, and, secondly, because my noble 
friend near me says the question is in- 
volved. If your Lordships will bear with 
me for a few moments I will give you 
some instances of how this rule really 
works. The general rule is that an officer 
on full pay cannot receive half pay or 
retired pay. Therefore, whena retired Army 
officer who is in receipt of retired pay o1 
a pension of any description is embodied. 
with his Militia, and thereby goes on full 
pay, he loses his retired pay or his pension. 
as the case may be. The working of this 
rule is exceedingly hard in many ways. 
Take the case of two officers who have 
served together in the Army, and who. 
leave the Army at the same time on 
retired pay or pensions. One officer goes 
into the Militia, while the other retires 
into private life. On the embodiment ot 
the Militia in the event of war or for any 
other reason the retired officer who. 
belongs to the Militia is called up to 
do duty with the Militia, and the ofticer 
who has done nothing and is st?ll in’ re- 
ceipt of a pension is called back to do. 
duty with the Army. The latter officer, 
on returning to duty in the Army, re- 
ceived a gratuity of £100 to provide 
himself with uniform. He has for a cer- 
tain number of vears done nothing what- 
ever except draw his pension, sit in his 
club, and smoke cigarettes. He has not 
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served his country in any way. The 
other officer has entered the Militia and 
done much hard work, but he does not 
get the £100, Again, when the Militia are 
disembodied, the officers of Militia, 
having been embodied for a_ certain 
amount of time, are entitled toa gratuity, 
Iut an ex-oflicer of the Army is not 
entitled to this gratuity. Therefore, 
to use 2 common phrase, he is “had ” 
hoth ways. Iam sure the rule was never 
intended to work in that way. Another 
important question is the amount which 
is deducted from ofticers who have 
received gratuities. Some officers retire 
from the Army having received a lump 
sum down, but the War Office proceed to 
leduct five per cent. per annum from the 
pay of these officers, when they are em- 
hodied, on the original amount of their 
yratuity. I met this afternoon a relative 
of my own who is in command of em- 
hodied Militia who is having deducted 
the sum of £61 per annum. I do not 
like to characterise the action of the War 
Office in this matter as usurious, but five 
per cent. is an ideal interest which no one 
can get in these days, and the reduction 
of five per eent. seems to me more worthy 
of the late lamented Isaac Gordon than 
of the Government of a great country. I 
hope the noble Marquess will see his way 
to remove this great injustice. 


‘THE Margvess or LANSDOWNE: 
My noble friend has explained a some- 
what intricate case with much graphic 
power, though not, I think, with absolute 
accuracy on one or two points of detail. 
He told your Lordships, with truth, that 
the practice has always been not to allow 
a retired officer who is re-employed to 
draw both his retired pay and the pay of 
the post in which he is newly employed. 
Ido not think that that is, in principle, 
an unreasonable rule. The theory is that 
when an officer retires on a pension, the 
State has a lien upon him, and may recall 
him to the service. When he 
recalled, I think it is per- 
fectly fair to tell him that he must 
for a time receive his 
retired pay and be content with the pay 
of the post to which he has been appointed. 
The only exception from that rule of 
which I am aware is that of Militia and 
Yeomanry officers, who are allowed during 
the period of preliminary drill and training 
of their regiment to receive both retired 
pay and active pay. And as that excep- 


is so 


cease to 


Lord Raglan. 
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tion existed we thought it a reasonable 
thing, in the case of embodied Militia, to 
allow officers for a period of one month 
to receive both active and retired pay. 
The noble Lord gave us the ease of 
officers who had retired, not on a pension, 
but on a gratuity, and he dwelt upon the 
hardship of the present practice. — It 
has certainly been the case that the 
gratuity received in certain cases by 
officers on their retirement has heen re- 
garded in the regulations as being in 
effect a commuted pension, and in order to 
avoid the disparity between the case of 
the officer who retires on a pension and 
the case of his brother officer who retires 
on a gratuity, it has been usual to deduct 
from the pay of the re-employed officer a 
sum which was considered to be equiva- 
lent to the income which he would have 
received if he had retired, not on a 
gratuity, but on a_ pension. [| think 
there is a good deal to he said 
for the logic of that arrangement, 
but I am bound to say — that, 
having considered the matter very atten 
tively, I have come to the conclusion that 
the case is one in which it is perhaps not 
desirable to press logic too far. J do not 
think that when you come to consider the 
facts it is quite fair to contend that these 
gratuities are really commuted pensions. 
They are sums of money given to officers 
as a kind of inducement to them to retire 
at a comparatively early stage of their 
career, in order to expedite the flow of 
promotion, That, I believe, is the accu 
rate history of these wratuities. That 
being so, Tam inclined to hold that these 
gratuities should be regarded as_ final 
payments, and that it is not fair to 
make any deduction from the active pay 
of the re-employed officer. — 1 will, there- 
fore, not accept my noble friend's sugges- 
tion that the rate of deduction should be 
reduced, but | am prepared to say that 
the deduction from officers’ pay, which 
has hitherto prevailed, will no longer be 
made. Then my noble friend spoke ot 
the gratuity which is receivable by 
otticers of embodied Militia battalions at 
the end of the embodiment. He is evi 
dently under the impression that when a 
re-emploved officer comes to the end of 
his embodied service, he is not considered 
entitled to the usual gratuity. That is a 
misapprehension of my noble friends. 
The only case in which any doubt 
arises is the case in which a re-emploved 
officer, on account of his re-employment, 
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becomes cutitled to some addition to his 
existing pension or gratuity. Where that 
is the cuse we allow the officer to receive 
either the increase of his pension or 
eratuity to which his embodied service in 
the Militia entitles him, or to receive the 
usual gratuity received by other Militia 
officers. He may make the bargain which 
suits him best, and T am sure my noble 
friend will admit it would be impossible 
to treat him more fairly than that. 


SIE PERSESSION OF 

OFFICERS. 

LOK RAGLAN: I have One other 
question to ask the noble Marquess 

namely, whether any decision has been 

arrived at to the wholesale super- 

session of Militia officers in South Africa 

hy officers of other and junior forces. 


MILITIA 


as 


‘Thr Marotess or LANSDOWNE : 
When the noble Lord brought this matter 
before the House the other day* | 
promused him | would take the advice ot 
persons better acquainted with questions 
of military precedence than a civilian can 
pretend to be. I have taken that advice, 
and Lam sorry to tell him that the only 
conclusion Team come to is that the super- 
session Of which he complains must cou- 
tinue, 1 do not think he is quite correct 
when he deseribes it as the * supersession 
of militia officers iInSouth Africa by officers 
of other and junior forces.” What has 
happened is this. We have given to officers 
in the Iinperial Yeomanry, to officers 
in certain Volunteer companies, and to 
Militia officers attached to Line regiments, 
commissions in the Regular Army. We 
didit in theeasesof the Imperial Yeomanry 
and the Imperial Volunteers because the 
commissions of officers in these branches 
of the service did not confer upon them 
any right of command outside the United 
Kingdom. ‘To meet that difficulty we had 
to enlist the men of the Imperial Yeo- 
many and the Imperial Volunteers in the 
Regular Army, and to give to their 
oflicers Commissions in the Regular Army, 
and the result has, no doubt, been thiit 
officers, in virtue of holding these 
temporary in the Regular 


these 
ConmMISSIONS 


Army, do take precedence of — otticers 
of the same rank in the = Mihtia. 
I can understand that there may 
he some little feeling of sentiment 
about this matter; but Tam assured that 


~ See pave 425 of this Volume. 
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what we have done can really lead to very 
little practical inconvenience. The ocea- 
sions upon which a senior Militia ofticer 
would find himself superseded or com- 
manded by a junior officer of the same 
rank—say, of the Imperial Yeomanry 
would be very few and far between. I 
would be very glad if my noble friend or 
anyone else would suggest a solution of 
the difficulty other than that which has 
commended itself tous ; but uptothe present 
it has not been fortheoming ; and [ rather 
put it to your Lordships that this is one 
of those minor inconveniences to. which 
we have to submit in time of war. It is 
an emergency measure, and a measure of 
temporary operation, [ have very often 
had to consider questions ot suipersession 
in the Army, and no doubt, when the 
case is one in which an officer or a num 
her of officers are permanently superseded 
by their brother officers, the matter 
becomes very serious, because then the 
effect is a lasting one upon the career of 
the superseded officer; but in’ this case 
the matter is, as your Lordships are 
aware, merely one of temporary import 
ance. ‘These commissions in the Regular 
Army are given to officers of the Imperial 
Yeomanry and the Imperial Volunteers 
only while the war lasts. When the 
war is over the officers revert to their 
former positions, and the Militia officers 
will no longer be junior to them. 


HOME DEFENSIVE FORCES, 


THe Kart or WEMYSS: Before the 
House adjourns [ wish to put a question 
to my noble friend the Secretary of State 
for War, of which I have given him, 
private notice. It refers to a motion 
which I have put down on the Paper for 
a future sitting. [have given notice to 
move fora Return showing the state and 
organisation of our home defensive force 
on 20th February, 1900. T wish to ask 
my noble friend whether he sees any 
objection to granting such a Return. 


*THe Marguess or LANSDOWNE: J 
can assure the noble Earl that | am most 
anxious not to withhold from him or from 
your Lordships’ House any information 
upon such points as those which are 
referred to in the motion of which the 
noble Karl has given notice, but I must 
add that [beheve it would be contrary to 
usage and not in the public interest that 
the Retwn should be given, and if the 
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regret be obliged to ask the House not to 
give it to him. 


THe Eart or 
consider whether or not [ shall move for 
the Return. I admit that the terms of 
the Return are unusual, but the times are 
unusual, My noble friend is busily 
¢ ngaged in ere ating an eme rge ney ar my, 
and it is an emergency Return that I am 

asking for, and one which [ think we 
ought to have. If | go to the Foreign 
Military Attachés in this country T shall 
no doubt be able to get the information. 


“Tur Marquess oF LANSDOWNE: 
Though I object to the Return, T shall he 
very ‘glad to vive the noble Earl, if he 
will be good e :nough to ask me for it, any 
information or access to any official docu- 
anents he may desire. 


NEW BILL, 


SALE OF INTONICATING LIQUORS 
to CHILDREN (IRELAND) BILL [Lords. | 
A Billtoprohibit the sale of intoxicating 
liquors to children was presented by the 
Lord Sudley (E. Arran) (for the Viscount 
Templetown) ; read 1°; to be printed, 
and to be read 2” on ‘Tuesday next. 
(No. 41.) 
House adjourned at five min- 
utes before Six of the 
clock till To-morrow 


half past Ten of the 
clock. 


COMMONS. 
VMarch, 


HOUSE OF 


Thursday, 29th 1900. 


RIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SpkEAKER laid upon the ‘Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely- 

London and India Docks Joint Com- 

mittee Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


The Mari HESS of Lansdowne 4 
| 
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noble Earl moves for it | shall with much , 


WEMYSS: I must ! 


,of the 
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PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills. That, in the 

case of the Petition for the following Bill, 

the Standing Orders have not been com. 
plied with, namely 
Portland Urban District Gas. 
Ordered, That the Report be referred 


to the Select Committee on Standing 

Orders. 

LAND REGISTRY (NEW BULLDINGS) 
BILL. 


Ordered, that the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills do examine the 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill, with 
respect to compliance with the Standing 
Orders relative to Private Bill. (/r. 
Farquharse “.) 

AIRDRIE. COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRICT 
WATER TRUST BILL. 
MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 

COUNCIL GAS BILL 
CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 


OSSET 


GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 

GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY BILL. 

NORTH WARWICKSHIRE WATER 

BILL. 

SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 

(WATER) BILL. 

As amended, considered ; 
the third time. 


to be read 


UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [Lords] [STAMP DUTIES 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


Resolved, That it is expedient to autho- 
rise the imposition of the following Stamp 
Duties upon certain Memorials under any 
Act of the present Session relating to the 
Universal Life Assurance Society, namely 

For and upon the First Memorial en- 
rolled of the names of persons who shall 
be deemed, held, and taken to be Trustees 
Society, the sum of Five 
pounds ; and upon every other such 
Memorial in which the name of any 
person shall for the first time be inserted 
asa Trustee of the Society, the stm of 
Five pounds. 


Resolution to he reported To-morrow. 
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LOWESTOFT RAILWAY BILL. 
Order [19th February] that the Lowes- 
toft Railway Bill be committed, read, and 
discharged. 


Ordered, That the Bill be withdrawn, 
(Dr. Farquharson.) 
LONDON WATER (PURCHASE) BILL 
(BY ORDER). 
Order vead, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [22nd March], * That 
the Bill be now read a second time,” 


Question again proposed. Debate  re- 


sumed, 


Mr STUART (Shoreditch, Hoxton) : 
When, on a previous oceasion, L had to 
move the Second Reading of a Bill 
similar to this, the main object of my re- 
marks was to establish the points that 
purchase was a good thing, that it 
was desirable, in the interests of the 
public, that there should be purchase by 
some public authority, and that the exi- 
geneies of the future supply of water to 
London would be best met by placing the 
various water undertakings in the hands 
of some public authority. But these 
points no longer need to be argued. A 
Royal Commission was established espe- 
cially for the purpose of deciding, among 
other things, whether control or purchase 
was the right method of procedure in 
this matter, and it has undoubtedly re- 
ported with unanimity in favour of the 
purchase of the London water companies’ 
undertakings by some public authority. 
I cannot but be glad that that contest, 
which lasted so many years, has been 
decided by so great an authority in the 
direction in’ which, on behalf of the 
London County Council, | urged in this 
House five years ago that it should be 
decided, — I see it is stated by the oppo- 
nents of the Bill that the measure which 
I have before the House now has been re- 
peatedly brought forward. But, although 
in the year 1897 [ did bringin a measure 
on somewhat similar lines, I would beg 
the House to remember that it differed in 
one or two important details from the 
Act of 1895, and that the first act of the 
present House was to reverse the decision 
taken in the previous session. [| would 


also point out to hon. Gentlemen that the 
lasis of the rejection of the Bill was that 
there had not been a sutticiently authori- 
upon 


lative pronouncement the point 
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whether the proper method of desling 
with the London water companies was 
by control or purchase. That was the 


‘statement made by the President of the 


Local Government Board, who, speaking 
at the time on behalf of the Government, 
further indicated that his personal pre- 
dilection was in the direction of control. 
The right hon, Gentleman said that a 
Commission ought to be appointed to set 
at rest that question. © The Commission 
Was accordingly appointed, and it has 
decided the pomt, and 1 think that the 
hody which has hitherto promoted these 
Bills is only doing its duty in calling 
upon this House to supplement to the 
best of its ability the decision of that 
Royal Commission, — [t may he asked, 
Why not wait until next year! But | 
would remind the House that in 1895 I 
urged that the solution of the water ques- 


tion by purchase was urgent and press- 


ing. Everything that has happened since 
that date has, | believe, shown the pro- 
priety of that statement, and that has 
occurred which I then suggested was 
likely to take place. Mnormous extra 
concessions have been given to the various 
water companies. They have conferred 
upon those companies valuable assets 
which, if purchase had been carried out 
at the date I first brought it before the 
House, would have accrued in the hands 
of the public, and would not have had to 
he re-purchased from the companies to 
whom they had been given. I believe 
these concessions represent an amount 
not very short of one-third of the whole 
existing capital of the companies, and 
additions are still being made in that 
direction, Even in the present session of 
Parliament we have passed the Second 
Reading of two Bills, whieh add very 
considerable additional amounts to the 
capital of the companies promoting them, 
and at a later stage of to-day’s proceed- 
ings we shall be called upon to consider a 
Bill which proposes to vive a very great 
asset to the companies in the shape of 
power to draw an almost unlimited supply 
of water from the river Thames. We 
have had, in the case of almost 
every bill, to contend for the mainten- 
ance of what is called a sinking fund. At 
great expense to the ratepayers of Lon- 
don, we have had to secure the insertion 
of such a provision in the various Bills. 
We have also had to get inserted in 
several of the Bills a clause stating that 
the concession granted would not in’ the 
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event of purchase be liable to be treated 
as a Valuable asset of the company. But 
hoth these provisions have been omitted 
from the Bills we have before us this 
session, and we stand in jeopardy also of 
losing the power we already possess to pre- 
venta Valuable asset being a charge against 
us in the event of purchase. The clause 
providing that a concession granted to a 
company should not be reckoned as an 
asset which we were to purchase, was 
practically first introduced in the Staines 
Reservoir Bill of 1896, being copied from 
an older Bill of little importance. How 
did that clause come to be introduced / 
In 1896, when our Purchase Bills were 
rejected, we complained that Bills were 
heing passed giving the companies large 
concessions, and the President of the 
Local Government Board met us very 
fairly, and secured the adoption of an In- 
struction to the Committee, to the effect 
that they should not make a greater 
wmount of Concession than was hecessary 
for the immediate requirements of the case. 
When we came to discuss the Staines Reser 
voir scheme, which gave large additional 
powers over the Thames to the companies, 
it was perfectly obvious to the Committee 
that a portion of a reservoir could not be 
constructed, and that it would be neces- 
sary, if the scheme were passed at all, to 
pass it asa whole. We adopted this plan 
to meet the spirit, if not the letter of the 
right hon, Gentleman's Instruction. We 
passed the scheme, but we also inserted a 
clanse to the effect that in the event of 
purchase the concession should not be 
reckoned as an asset of the companies for 
which we were to pay. The clause has 
since been adopted in other Bills. At 
that time, we anticipated that the ques- 
tion of purchase would be settled in a 
short time, and, accordingly, we antici- 
pated that the clause would remain in 
operation for seven years. It will, there- 
fore, cease to exist in 1903, and unless 
the purchase of the companies’ under- 
takings is carried out before that vear, 
the object and intention of the clause, as 
well as of the Instruction of the House 
upon which it was framed, will be frus- 
trated. IT wish to point out the extreme 
importance of this. If the Bill is passed 
this year it cannot become law till 
towards the end of the year, and a whole 
series of arbitrations will have to be com- 
pleted before the period I have indicated. 
If you defer it until next year-—and in 
this connection we must not forget the 
Wr. Stuart. 
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imminence of a General Election- there 
is great danger that the purchase scheme 
will be so delayed that humanly speaking 
it will be impossible to complete the 
arbitrations in time. This clause would 
then cease to be operative, and the conces- 
sions would become a valuable asset. of 
the companies. [s it not, therefore, our 
duty to urge the House to pass these Pur- 
chase Bills immediately! We are aware 
of the great loss which must be 
caused to the ratepayers of London 
if we do — not pass the — Pur 
chase Bills in’ the — present 
I am prepared to make concessions wider 
those circumstances. The Government 
are already in possession of what practi- 
cally these pointsamount to. In the Bill, 
apart from the great governing question 
of purchase, there have been certain 
differences of opinion on particular elauses, 
In the first place there is the clause which 
suggests that we should be free to 
separate the water supply in its sources 
as well as in the bulk to supply the out- 
side areas. That separation was not part 
of our policy, and it is an endeavour on 
our part to meet the outside areas. If 
that is not successful in meeting their 
views, and if it is the desire of the House 
that that clause should be modified, we 
are perfectly prepared to do so. 
The second is the arbitration clause. 
We submit that under the circumstaiices 
in which we brought in our Bill a few 
years ago it was necessary to instruct the 
arbitrator on different points, but mueh 
has happened since then. These points 
have been brought before the Royal 
Commission and the public, and I am free 
to say that if we can get our Bill this 
session, and if purchase can be secured 
this session, we will be willing to accept 
an arbitration clause which is not in our 
opinion as good as we could wish. That 
is to say, we shall be prepared to accept 
the arbitration clause shadowed by the 
Royal Commission on the lines of the 
Land Clauses Act, with a special arbitra- 
tion tribunal, and the omission of a 
solatium for compulsory purchase. ‘That 
is a distinct endeavour on our part to 
meet the situation in order to secure 
purchase this year, but if the Bill is not 
passed this session then the quid pro quo 
under which we offer these concessions 
would not be obtainable by and by. Now 
I come to the question of the authority. 
[ admit at once that the Royal Commis- 
sion has said that it did not approve of 


session, 
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the London County Council as the autho- 


rity for management. [Cheers.] That 
meets with the response which is 
naturally to be expected from hon. Mem- 
pers on the other side of the House, be- 
cause it is in accordance with the views 
which they have quite consistently held. 
Ido not object to their position in the 
matter at all, but I say that we are _per- 
jectly prepared to meet the wishes of the 


House generally, and of all concerned. | 


So anxious are we to secure purchase 
this year by some public authority 
and set the question at rest, that we 
are prepared to purchase in trust for any 
authority that may be created, and we 


will reserve to ourselves no more right in , 


connection with that authority than the 
right every hon. Member has of dealing 
with any measure coming before the 
House. The House will at any rate see 
that I am dealing frankly with the points 
at issue. I go further. This Bill was 
drafted in view of what the Royal Com- 
mission might possibly report. We were 
not aware what it would report, but we 
had to bear the Report in mind. Let me 
call the attention of the House to Clause 
24, because [ do not think that much 
attention has been paid to it. It states that 
the Council shall appoint for the manage- 
ment of the water supply a committee 
which may comprise as members persons not 
being members of the Council, and that 
the Council shall delegate absolutely to 
such committee any power with reference 
to the management and administration of 
the water supply. If that managing body 
he not capable of giving satisfaction to all 
concerned, then any persons concerned 
or the Government will be free to 
introduce a measure to substitute another 
authority ; and as regards such a measure 
we reserve only the power which every 
hon. Member possesses in respect of any 
measure for which the approval of the 
House is asked. Under Clause 25 of this 
Bill we actually empower urban councils 
and urban and rural district councils 
which may be concerned to introduce a 
Bill for altering or amending this Act in 
so far as it relates to the constitu- 
tion of the authority to manage the 
water supply of the metropolis, and we 
also empower these bodies to act if 
they choose as petitioners against 
any such Bill, the clause stating, “it 
heng the intention of this Act not to 
prejudice any such guestion.” It is very 
difficult, after what I have now said, for 
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any hon. Member to state, as has been 
stated in the circulars which have been 
issued, that this Bill is absolutely opposed 
to every recommendation of the Royal 
Commission. It is not so. I have 
shown our willingness and desire to 
amend the measure, provided we can 
secure its passage this session. I have 
shown that, although the County Council 
would be the purchasing body, another 
body would afterwards be the managing 
body. There is nothing in the Report of 
the Royal Commission against that 
position of affairs. It was not as a pur 
chasing body that the Royal Commission 
made any objection to the County Coun- 
cil; it was to it as the body to control 
the supply after purchase was effected. 
There is a great point in that, because | 
am strongly of opinion that whatever 
body you choose ultimately to create to 
control and manage the water supply it 
will have to have recourse in the first 
instance to the London County Council to 
effect the purchase. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
Why ?] The reason is that, in order to 
effectually carry through a purchase 
arbitration and the long negotiations 
connected with it, you must have some 
body which thoroughly understands the 
case. If you create a new body, it will 
have to spend years in securing for itselt 
the necessary information, and also in 
securing officers acquainted with the sub- 
ject to carry through the purchase. We 
have these officers in the London County 
Council, and therefore you will delay 
purchase indefinitely if you create an 
authority to purchase as well as to manage. 
There have been great difficulties in the 
way of creating an authority for managing 
the water supply of London, but a large 
portion of these difficulties arose from the 
water companies themselves, and if these 
companies were out of the way and satis- 
fied, I believe, although it would be diffi- 
cult, it would, at any rate, at least be 
possible to construct an authority capable 
of managing the London water supply. 
I have given reasons for the immediate 
passing of this Bill, and I have indicated 
the concessions which under these cireum- 
stances we should be prepared to make. I 
hope [ have not detained the House too 
long. The measure is intricate, but is 
yet framed on such large lines that if 
they be steadily adhered to it will not he 
difficult for the House to arrive at a deci- 
sion. I thank hon. Gentlemen on both 
sides of the House for their patient and 
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kindly attention. Even the hon. Members 
who differ from me respect, I hope, my 
views as I respect their views. In con- 
clusion, I move the Second Reading of the 


Bill. 
*Mr. WHITMORE (Chelsea): My hon. 


friend has made an ingenious and inter- 
esting speech, but I think the bulk 
of his arguments has been directed 
to support a Bill which is not yet 
drafted. He has not said much 
about the London Water Purchase Bill 
which is now before us, but he said a 
great deal in favour of a purely hypo- 
thetical Pill. What is the real principle 
of the Bill now before the House? It is 
that the London County Council should 
be the purchaser of the water under- 
takings of the eight London water 
companies, and that after purchase the 
Council should. remain the owner and 
work the business within its own area, but 
that with regard to outside areas the 
Council should transfer the property 
and working of the undertakings — to 
different local authorities. That is an 
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inseparable part of the policy which | 


the London County Council has always 
adopted in connection with these 
Bills. May I ask the House to recall 
how during this Parliament the House of 
Commons has treated Bills dealing with 
the London water question on these lines ? 
In 1896 the first Bill based on these lines 
was brought in and was rejected on 
Second Reading by a majority of 162. 
In 1897 a similar Bill was introduced and 
its Second Reading was defeated by a 
majority of 135. In that year the 
Government promised that they would 
appoint a Royal Commission to inquire 
into the whole question, and in May of 
that year the Commission was appointed. 
The London County Council recognised 
the futility of proceeding with these Bills 
pending the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission, and in 1898 no Bill was intro- 
duced. In the summer of 1898 there un- 
fortunately occurred a scarcity of water 


in the East End of London, and im- 
pelled by that fact—I do not com- 
plain of its action — the County 


Council very naturally introduced two 
Bills dealing with this question—the 
London Water Purchase Bill andthe Welsh 
Supply Bill. What happened? When 


the Welsh Supply Bill came en for Second 
Reading it was met by an Amendment, 


Mr. Stuart. 


| 
| 
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that the House thought it was undesir- 
able to deal with it until the Royal Com- 
mission had reported, and that Amendment 
was carried by a considerable majority, 
The London Water Purchase Bill was 
postponed from time to time, and ulti- 
mately withdrawn. The House of Com. 
mons, then, has always treated the policy 
of the London County Council in this 
way. It has absolutely refused to sane- 
tion their main policy of purchase of the 
water companies’ undertakings, and at the 
same time it has attached great weight to 
the appointment of a Royal Commission, 
and had practically declared, that when 
the Report of the Royal Commission was 
presented to the House it would attach 
very commanding weight to its recom- 
mendations. Well, the Royal Commis- 
sion was appointed in 1897. It was com. 
posed of men of all views, men of great 
distinction in many walks of life. Its 
proceedings were protracted, some said 
too protracted. ‘The Commission cer. 
tainly made a very exhaustive inquiry, 
and ultimately reported at the beginning 
of this year. Their report was 
a unanimous report; and I think 
everybody who has studied it will agree 
—I know that the leaders of the Progres- 
sive party in the London County Council 
admit it—that the Report is a singularly 
clear and able document. How does that 
Report deal with what is, after all, the 
main principles of the Bill we have got to 
consider to-day as regards purchase by 
the London County Council, and_ subse- 
quent severance? [t says 


“[nasmuch, therefore, as all the metropoli- 
tan counties except Hertfordshire, are bent on 
demanding what the London County Council: 
are pledged to concede, we think that a pur- 
chase by the London County Council of the 
water undertakings must necessarily be 
followed by that severance and. division of the 
works of supply and distribution into five 
distinct portions, which appears to us open to 
so much objection as to be practically inad 
missible. On. this ground, among others, we 
have come to the conclusion that the London 
County Council shall not be the purchaser.” 


On the first and main point of this Bill, 
therefore, the Royal Commission has 
clearly and decisively reported against 
it, as also on the second point in regard 
to. severance. And then the Commission 
went on to report in favour of the con- 
stitution of a definite new authority 
which should be the purchasing authority, 
and. afterwards the distributing authority. 
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[| think I ought to quote the exact | of water, it will be remembered that last 
| year was the most stringent test of the 
a r Reror | capacity of the water companies to provide 
_iNgthin the Water Hourd ball be per suvadequate water supply. Last simmer 
of not more than thirty members, selected on ;and autumn were the driest we have 
acount of their business‘ capacity, and, if almost ever had, following, as they did, a 
- gosh vo = prec ate mtn succession of dry seasons, and yet 

ith water supply ; and s st cl é or Nera. ee 
core ; sousadicunes to any of the conflict- | happily za dista - ~ London suffered 
ing interests concerned. We think that the | in any degree at all. e must remember 
size and importance of the area to be dealt | that the companies have added largely to 
with takes the duties out of the category of their capacity for giving a full supply by 
purely municipal or local functions, and makes means of the communication of one system 

them a matter as much of national as of local | ~~. : 
‘aaeern.” with another. Therefore, I do not think 
| there is the least danger that next year 
That conclusion of the Royal Commis- or the year after there will be a scarcity 
sion seems to be absolutely adverse to at all, even if we had a drought. 
the contention of the promoters of this| As regards the money question, this is 
Bill—that the London County Council how it occurs to me. Supposing that in 
should be in any way the purchasing or the interval, before a settlement is 
the distributing authority outside the | reached, the water companies add to their 
area of the London County Council ; and | capital, and that the quinquennial vaiua- 
therefore it is absolutely conclusive tion increased their assessment, the 
against the Second Reading of this Bill. purchasing authority would obtain an in- 
| gathered from the speech of my hon. creased value for the increased price, as 
friend the Member for Hoxton, that he the charges on the water rates would also 
wishes to come to the House in a spirit of be raised in future. And if the companies 
sweet reasonableness and ask the House | increase their storage reservoirs, that  in- 
to give a Second Reading to the Bill, and | crease will be available for the future 
let it be completely transformed by a water authority, and there is therefore no 
Select Committee upstairs. In effect urgent necessity for purchasing this year. 
he says, Let the Select Committee | Hon. friends here and elsewhere who 
eviscerate the Bill, and then reviscerate | oppose this Bill have been rather bitterly 
it; in fact, turn it into a totally | assailed on the ground that we are delay- 
different Bill. I do not know whether;ing the ultimate settlement of this 
that is in accordance with the practice of question, that we are more or less in- 
this House. I doubt very much whether | terested in the water companies, and are 
a second reading has ever been given to | trying to prevent the water consumers 
any Bill on the express ground that it is|from getting that kind of settlement 
tobe essentially and entirely altered in which they ought to have. For myself, 
Committee. What security have we _ I absolutely repudiate the desire to inter- 
that the Select Committee will transform , pose any unnecessary delay in the settle- 
the Bill in the way which my hon. friend | ment of this question. The London water 
desires, or we desire? At any rate, I put question has been too long a matter for 
itto the House that this is a matter of | politicians, too long has it inflamed the 
too great importance to be referred passions of the London County Council ; 
wholly to a Select Committee. The too long has it led to the embarrassment 
future supply of water to London and | of the water companies ; too long has it 
the surrounding districts is a matter that prevented the water companies from 
ought to be dealt with at the outset by getting the facilities which they ought to 
the House itself, and I do not think that have got ; and all of us have come to the 
ina matter of this kind, so fraught with conclusion that we should have a final 
difficulties, that we ought to trust aSelect settlement. I certainly would have pre- 
Committee to transform the Bill in every ferred that there should have been an 
particular. My hon. friend asks the amalgamation of the companies, rather 
House to refer this Bill to a Select Com-| than the creation of a new public 
mittee owing to the extreme urgency of | authority ; but I accept the Report of the 
the question. I demur to that. I put it Commission. I admit the force of the 
to the House that there can be no ques- argument which the Commission bring 
tion that a year’s delay will make no forward when they say that amalgamation 
practical difference. As to the sufficiency | is impossible, and that it is indispensable 

2C 2 


words— 
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in the public interest that there should be 
only one authority in the future. I waive 
my private view of the matter, and so do 
many others ; and I am perfectly certain 
that there is a general inclination in men’s 
minds in London to accept the Report of 
the Commission. It only remains for the 
Progressives in the London County 
Council to imitate us, and to abandon 
their preconceived views, and join with us 
all in making the Report of the Royal 
Commission the basis of a final settlement. 
The Government appointed that Commis- 
sion, whose Report has met with an almost 
unanimity of approval, and [ cannot 
doubt but that the Government will, as 
soon as practical, give effect to the main 
recommendations of the Commission. It 
is with that firm and strong hope that I 
now beg to move the Amendment standing 
in my name. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): In 
seconding the Amendment of my hon. 
friend, I need only say a few words, as 
he has practically exhausted all the 
arguments that can be advanced. 
My hon. friend opposite —- whose 
moderation in stating his views con- 
trasts very materially with the tone of 
some of those who agree with him—has 
not done us the favour of recognising 
that though we had consistently always 
opposed the policy of the London County 
Council, and disagreed with some of the 
recommendations of the Royal Com- 
mission, yet we now feel it to be the 
duty of all interested in this question 
to accept the weighty judgment con- 
tained in the unanimous Report of the 
Royal Commission. In the interests 
of speedy and final settlement of this 
question, which has been kept open for 
too great a period, this House would not 
he justified in sanctioning a Bill which 
flies in the teeth of every one of the 
recommendations of one of the strongest 
Royal Commissions ever appointed. 


Amendment proposed— 


‘*To leave out the word ‘now’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ’’—(Mr. Whitmore.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 
BUXTON 


Mr. SYDNEY 


Hamlets, Poplar): I desire to recognise 
fully the very conciliatory tone of hon. 


Mr. Whitmore. 


{COMMONS} 


Members opposite in the speeches which 


(Tower | principle of purchase 


(Purchase) Bill. 640 


have just been delivered. I quite agree 

‘that this question should be taken alto. 
gether out of the domain of party 
| politics, which has been far too long an 
‘element in it. In the very few observa. 
tions which I shall trouble the House 

with, I shall endeavour, as far as I ean 

to see how far we are agreed, and to see 

if, even at this hour, we cannot come to 

some conclusion which will really help us 

to arrive at a solution of this difficult 

question. My hon. friend based his 

opposition to this Bill not so much upon 

a question of principle, and my _ hon. 

friend behind me has suggested that we 

should regard the objections made as 

matters which a Committee upstairs 

might meet by making alterations. As 

regards private Bills that is very often 

done, and in regard to this Bill the Royal 
Commission did not report until the end 
of December, and it was essential for 
the County Council to draft and print 
the Bills and to give notice of them long 
before that date. It was, therefore, 
impossible for the County Council to 
alter the Bill in the direction indicated by 
my hon. friend behind me before it came to 
this House for consideration. Speaking 
for myself and for my hon. friends behind 

me, [ agree that the County Council are 

practically prepared generally to accept 

the view of the Royal Commission, to 

which allusion has been made, and also to 

| accept the conclusions in general terms 
to which they have come. They desire 

that the principle of the Bill—which is 

purchase—should go upstairs to the Com- 

mittee, which would then be able to alter 

it in the direction indicated. May | 

point out that in this matter, apart from 

questions of detail, there are really only 

three matters of primary importance in- 
volved in this question. One is the prin- 

ciple of purchase; the second is the 

basis upon which that purchase can be 

carried out; and the third is what 

authority shall be constituted in order to 

carry out the administration of the water 

companies of London after purchase. | 

do not think I need detain the House 

upon the principle of purchase, for that 

is a principle to which not only Members 

on this side of the House, but also 

-many hon. Members on the opposite 
side, have given their assent, and the 

is practically 

accepted on both sides of the House. 
| Therefore, I need not detain the House 
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by discussing the principle of purchase. 
It simply means that some public 
authority should purchase the water 
companics’ undertakings at a fair 
price. That was the argument used 
by the right hon. Gentleman 
1897 when I| introduced a Water Bill on 
behalf of the County Council. 
reason Why that measure was thrown out 
was that the principle of purchase was 
not altogether agreed to, and the right 
hon. Gentleman said he wished to hava a 
Royal Commission to consider it. That 
Commission have now finally decided that 
question. There was a further question 
which | think had some effect upon the 
fortunes of the Bill of 1897—I allude to 
the difference of opinion as to how the 
arbitrator should arrive at a fair price. 
With regard to this matter there was a con- 
siderable difference between the proposals 
of the County Council and those proposed 
by the watercompanies. Naturally the com- 
panies wanted the best price they could 
get, and the County Council wanted them 
at the lowest price. That was only natural, 
but the real difference of opinion was 
whether the Lands Clauses Act should be 
applied in its entirety to the purchase, or 
whether there should be some Amendment 
or alteration in regard to the matter. As 
I understand the Report of the Royal 
Commission, they have, in terms, accepted 
the principle of the Lands Clauses Act, 
but they admit, practically, that the Lands 
Clauses Act, as commonly carried out, 
would not enable the arbitrator to 
give a fair price for these concerns. 
The Commission decided that the require- 
ments of London ought to be taken into 
account, and also the fact that the under- 
takings would be less profitable in the 
future than in the past. The right hon. 
Gentleman accepted the clause proposed 
by the County Council in regard to this 
matter, in which they suggested that 
everything should be taken into account 
either to the advantage or the disad- 
Vantage of either party. The Commis- 
sion have come to the conclusion that 
some special tribunal will have to be 
treated in order to deal with this large 
question, and that the Lands Clauses Act 
will have to be applied under special con- 
ditions and limitations. I think that 
question, which divided us so very much 
4 year or two ago, has now been practically 
settled. The third point to which the 
Member for Chelsea took exception is the 


in| 
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chasing authority. He said the Commis- 


\sion had distinctly recommended that 


the London County Council should not 
be the purchasing authority. That is 
not the conclusion which I have come to 
in reading the Report of the Commission. 


It is true that the Commission say that 


The chief | 


they mention the County Council. 


they do not think the County Council 
ought to be the purchasing body, but they 
mean the administrative authority where 
Prac- 
tically the argument is that the County 
Council ought not to be the purchasing 
authority, because they are in favour of 
severance and of going to Wales for a 
water supply for London. Those are the 
two principal reasons they give against 
the County Council being the purchasing 
authority. Their objections, therefore, 
are not really in connection with the 
actual matter of purchase itself, but as to 
the authority after purchase is completed, 
and I do not find any vhere in the Report 
any disposition on the part of the Com- 
missioners objecting to the County 
Council merely as the purchasingauthority. 
I think my hon. friend satisfied the 
House that the County Council were not 
at all unreasonable in this matter. 
Anticipating to a certain extent the 
Report of the Royal Commission, the 
County Council inserted clauses which 
would enable not only the Committee 
upstairs so to alter the Bill as to create a 
fresh authority, but also to enable the 
Committee so to limit the authority of 
the County Council as to prevent them 
becoming the administering body apart 
from the purchasing body, and while 
enabling them to purchase, to prevent the 
County Council actually administering 
the concerns. This would practically 
leave in the hands of the Government 
and the House the fullest and freest 
possible liberty to deal with this question 
of authority at some future time if they 
so desired. ‘The County Council for the 
time being would be merely the agent for 
any authority which might be subse- 
quently introduced. It is because of 
this limitation, and because they do not 
commit the House to the County Council 
as the authority in the future, that I for 
one supported the Bill on the first occa- 
sion. I support the Bill, because I think 
the facts alluded to in regard to the 
matter of urgency are of very extreme 


‘importance indeed. My hon. friend the 


Member for Chelsea said he did not wish 


question as to who should be the pur- | to delay the Bill or the settling of this 
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matter, but a year’s delay at the present 
moment in regard to purchase may in- 
volve several years delay in bringing the 
matter to a definite conclusion. The 
Royal Commission themselves say that 
these large questions of future expendi- 
ture which must be undertaken ought not 
to be undertaken by these companies as 


private bodies, and this means that they | 


should be undertaken by some authority 
after purchase has been completed. In 
regard to this expenditure the Report of 
the Commission says there ought not to 
be any undue delay in undertaking the 
great works contemplated. My hon. 
friend alluded to the Sterilisation Clause, 
which is a matter of very considerable 
importance. He pointed out that in the 
Staines Reservoir Act and other Acts 
there are clauses which provide that the 
expenditure authorised by this House 
shall not go to the pecuniary advantage in 
case of purchase of the existing company, 
and when that proviso comes to an 
end in 1903, it is quite clear that 
that clause will disappear and the rate- 
payers will have to pay an_ enhanced 
price for the undertaking. The Bill 
ought to come into force at an early date, 
more especially because the quinquennial 
valuation next year will add very largely 
to the capital value of the companies’ 
undertakings. It is perfectly true that 
the purchasing authority will get the 
increased income, and that increase in the 
value of the water companies will increase 
the capital sum which will have to be 
paid for them. I can only say, in con- 


clusion, that the very conciliatory speeches | 


of hon. Members opposite will, I think, 
assist the County Council in arriving at 
a fair basis of purchase, and the speech 
of the hon. Member for Chelsea has given 
me some hope that the Government may 
see their way to accept this Bill. I am 


very interested to know what the attitude | 


of the Government will be with regard to 
this matter. They have now been in 
office for five years, and the right hon. 
Gentleman and the Government have 
given repeated pledges, both at the last 
election andsince, that they woulddeal with 
this matter, but they have done absolutely 
nothing towards arriving at a solution of 
this question. They introduced a Bill in 
1896 which was withdrawn, and in 1897 
they introduced and passed a Bill which 
the Commission themselves say was per- 
fectly futile either to the consumers or 
anybody else. Last year they introduced 


Mr. Sydney Buaton. 


{COMMONS} 
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‘a Bill to enable a slight amount of water 
'to be acquired by one company from 
another, and that is a Bill which has been 
shown to be practically futile, because the 
companies interested have been compelled 
this year to come down to the House for 
further powers to deal with this matter, 
Certainly, when the right hon. Gentle- 
man appointed the Commission, over 
three years ago, his argument was that 
in the condition of affairs then he could 
not do anything. Now he is in posses. 
sion of a Report in favour of purchase, 
in favour of a public authority, and in 
favour of a fair price being given, subject 
to the general principles of the Land 
Clauses Act. These are matters on 
which, in the past, we have had disputes, 
but there is now no real matter of dis- 
pute between us in principle. I trust 
that the right hon. Gentleman may, even 
at the eleventh hour, deal with this grave 
and most difficult question, and do some- 
thing to redeem the pledges given to us, 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuaptin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : I wish to acknow- 
ledge the extremely conciliatory spirit in 
which the hon. Member for Hoxton 
addressed himself to this question, and 
the way in which it was _ reciprocated 
by my hon. friend behind me. In 
fact, I think, the only discordant note 
has been in the closing observations of the 
hon. Member who has just sat down. 
The hon. Member taunted the Govern- 
ment that they had been in office now 
four years—[An Hon. Member: Five 
years. |—and had done literally nothing in 
regard to this question. The hon. Mem- 
ber is apparently entirely ignorant of the 
fact that, owing to the Bill which was 
passed by the Government last year, and 
the operations which were rendered 
possible under that Bill—a Bill, more- 
over, which was recommended—TI may 
say, brought in at the request of the Local 
Government Board—we were successful 
at all events in dealing with this question, 
and in preventing what unquestionably 
would have been over a portion of London 
the worst of all the water famines that 
has up to the present time been ex- 
| perienced. I must say that the House 1s 
placed in a somewhat peculiar position, 
because, as I think I shall be able to 
show, in spite of the speech of the hon. 
Member for Hoxton, we are asked to read 
a second time to-night a Bill which u- 
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doubtedly is directly in conflict with the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion which was expressly appointed to 
inquire into all the subjects to which it 
relates. I cannot help thinking that the 
House of Commons will require more 
cogent and more convincing reasons than 
any which have been submitted to it at the 
present time before they adopt a course 
which, to say the least of it, would be 
extremely unusual. Now what are 
the grounds on which we are asked 
to-night to take this very unusual course ? 
They are mainly two—-the merits of the 
Bill which is now before us, or, rather, I 
should say of the Bills, for there is 
another Bill on the Paper, and which em- 
brace the whole policy of the London County 
Council with regard to the London water 
question, and the second ground is this— 


and the hon. Gentleman laid great stress | 


upon this—the necessity for immediate 
legislation—a necessity which he said was 
so urgent that it could not be postponed 
without injury to the consumers and the 
ratepayers of London. In regard to the 
first ground, I do not think we are called 
upon to argue that question at any 
length to-night, and it will probably be 
sufficient to say that this Bill which we 
are asked to read a second time is directly 
at variance with the main recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission which I 
have referred to. That Commission, as 
the House is well aware, sat for, I think, 
two years and a half, took an immense 
amount of evidence, and it has quite 
recently reported. I am glad to hear 
from all the comments that have been 
made with regard to the Report of that 
Commission that everybody seems to 
recognise that it isa most complete and 
exhaustive Report on the whole London 
water question, and all the questions con- 
nected with it. I can only say for my 
own part that I think the public are much 
indebted to both Lord Llandaff and his 
colleagues for the great attention they 
gave to this matter. I would say in 
regard to this Commission that in some 
of their most important conclusions they 
confirm the findings of another Commis- 
sion which sat upon this question some 
years ago, and which was presided over 
by Lord Balfour, and notably in respect 
to the sufficiency of the present sources of 
supply, both as regards quantity and 
quality, provided that adequate storage 
is provided. 


{29 Marcu 1900} 


sp I think that is a very | 
significant circumstance, and it adds to | 
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the value and to the weight of this 
Report when everybody seems to agree. 
Moreover, and this is not always the case 
with Royal Commissions, it makes some 
very definite and some very precise 
recommendations. Some of them have been 
alluded to already by my hon. friend 
behind me. Perhaps the House will 


allow me as briefly as I can to summarise 


what are the chief recommendations of 
this Report. They recommend, first, that 
the undertakings of the London water 
companies should be acquired by a 
Government authority. It is quite truc 
that the County Council of London are ix 
concurrence, and I think there will be 
general agreement with regard to this 
part of the question ; but, secondly, when 
they come to the question of who should 
be the purchaser, they say yery explicitly 
that it ought not to be the County 
Council for a variety of reasons, on one 
or two of which I shall have a word to 
say directly. The hon. Gentleman who 
has just sat down pointed out that 
although they made the recommendation 
that the County Council was not to be 
the purchaser, there was no reason why 
it should not ultimately be the authority, 
I think he said. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: It was the 
other way. I simply said that I under- 
stood the Commission to object to the 
County Council being the future admi- 
nistering authority, but I said that there 
was nothing in the Report to show that 
the County Council should not be the 
purchasing authority and afterwards hand 
over the control to another. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: Upon that point the 
hon. Member will find that the Royal 
Commission drew no distinction between 
the purchaser and the authority that was 
to administer the water supply. On the 
question of the authority they say 
most distinctly, “We think the Water 
Board should be a permanent and not 
a fluctuating body.” Not only is 
it to be a non-fluctuating body, 
but it is to be selected on the grounds of 
capacity for business, and general know- 
ledge of the subject, and they also recom- 
mend that the County Council should be 
_very largely represented upon it. Thirdly, 
they maintain that the present sources of 
supply in the valleys of the Thames and 
the Lee are sufficient in quantity and 
quality, and with adequate storage will 
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continue to be so until the year 1941, 
even supposing the population continues 
to grow at the present rate of increase 
Fourthly, they say that to embark at the 


present moment on _ bringing water 
from Wales would be to throw an 
unnecessary burden on the present 


and next generation of water - rate 
payers and their immediate successors, 
their reason for saying so being that the 
cost of providing a supply from Wales 
would be immeasurably greater than the 
cost of providing an adequate water 
supply in other ways. There are many 
other recommendations, but these are 
among the chief of them, and they are 
quite sufficient, | think, for our discussion 
to-night. There are two Bills before us 
to-night. One is a Bill for the purchase 
of the undertakings by the London 
County Council. The other is a Bill to 
enable the County Council to bring water 
to London from Wales, and it appears to 
me perfectly obvious that to accept these 
Bills we should be flying directly in the 
teeth of the recommendations of the 
Commission. On the other hand, the 
purchase of the undertakings by the 
London County Council would seem to 
everyone, at first sight, to be so natural 
and so reasonable a course that I desire, 
with the permission of the House, to say 
one word with regard to the chief reasons 
given against that proposition. The fact 
is that the difficulty in this case, and I 
believe it has always been so, is with what 
are known as the outside areas. I desire 
to press this upon the House as having an 
important bearing on this part of the 
Bill. It is in these outside areas that the 
great increase of population is to he 
looked forward to in the future. It 
is of enormous importance that there 
should be a greatly increased water 
supply in those outside areas, seeing that 
the population is growing, and will con- 
tinue to grow until, according to the 


estimates which have been made, it will | 


be as large as the population of London 
itself within the period named by this 
Commission, namely, the next forty years. 
It is from these outside areas that the 
most irreconcilable opposition comes to 
allowing the control of their water supply 
to be in the hands of the London County 
Council. 2 
more than the County Council itself, so 
much so that they have pledged them- 
selves to make arrangements to hand 
over to those outside areas the control of 


Mr. Chaplin, 


{COMMONS} 


No one has recognised this | 
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their own water supply. If this proposi- 
tion were permissible there would have 
| been no possible objection, in my opinion, 
‘to the London County Council being the 
| water authority for London, but unfortu- 
nately the pledges given by the London 
County Council turned out to be alto- 
gether impracticable. Many authorities 
on this subject always maintained that 
that would be the case, and therefore for 
this precise reason the question of sever- 
ance was submitted to the judgment of 
the Royal Commission. They reported 
in words which I should like to read to 
the House. They are in paragraph 137. 
It is only a short statement, and [I wish 
to draw public attention to it 
“The conclusion we arrive at on this sub- 
ject is that although severance of the works 
,; and sources of supply of the several companies, 
and the division thereof between the councils 
of the six counties within the limits of -upply, 
are not actually impracticable, they would be 
very difficult and highly undesirable. They 
will involve needless waste and expen-e, and 
can only be carried out with constant friction 
in working details, and at a greatly increased 
cost of management. All the advantages and 
economies of concentration and amalgamation 
w'll be sacrificed ; it will become increasingly 
difficult to deal with future wants; and no 
compensating advantage will be secured.” 


That being so, the County Council, recog- 
nising that that is the situation, now 
come forward with another proposal, 
which has been mentioned by the hon. 
Member to-night, and which, from the 
speech of the hon. Member, from a depu- 
| tation which did me the honour to wait 
upon me, and from circulars which have 
been sent to Members of the House, | 
understand to be this: Their Bill for 
purchase is now to be allowed to go for- 
ward. That Bill is to contain a clause 
enabling —according to the circular or 
according to the deputation—a Bill to be 
introduced for legislation, either during 
next session or the session after, to con- 
stitute the authority; or, as the hon. 
Member said, the County Council is pre- 
pared to purchase on trust. With regard to 
that proposal, I have to say that it is one 
thing to bring in a Bill, and it is another 
thing to be able to pass it. Suppose 
anything occurred to prevent the passing 
of that Bill in the next or the suceeeding 
session of Parliament, what would be the 
position? A great many things may 
happen before then. Suppose the consti- 
‘tution of the new authority proposed by 
the Bill should be strongly opposed in this 


| House, what would be the position then ! 
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The County Council would be in posses- | 


sion; they would be de fucto the water 
authority ; and we in effect to-night 
should have agreed to the very thing to 
which the Royal Commission have so 
strongly objected. We should have made 
the County Council the authority not 
only for London itself, but also for all the 
outside areas, to which course, as I have 
already pointed out, those outside 
authorities are irreconcilably opposed. I 
cannot believe that this is an arrangement 
to which the House of Commons either 
will or ought to consent. Nor can I say 
that there is anything in the plea of 
urgency, which the hon. Member has put 
forward. What did the hon. Member 
say upon that point? That any further 
delay would be injurious, especially on 
financial grounds. He spoke of certain 
clauses, the insertion of which he and his 
friends had promoted in recent Bills which 
had beensubmitted to Parliament, by which 
concessions were not to have the effect of 
giving further assets to the company. 
But there is nothing to prevent similar 
clauses being inserted in any Bill which 
may come before Parliament before this 
question is finally settled. 


Mr. STUART: To extend the opera- 
tion of the present clauses would require 
a Government measure. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I do not think a 
(rovernment measure would be necessary. 
The hon. Gentleman asked me a question 
across the floor of the House the other 
day* when he advocated this matter, as 
to what were my views upon that subject, 
and he advocated at the same time the 
insertion of clauses relating to the Sinking 
Fund. I told him in reply | that I thought 
there was a great deal in the proposition 
which he had made. Since then, I may 
tell him, in making a report to the Com- 
mittee—which is part of the duty of the 
Local Government Board—with regard to 
one of the Bills which are now before the 
Committee upstairs, we have suggested 
that the Sinking Fund Clauses should be 
introduced. 


Mr. STUART: I am much obliged to 
the right hon. Gentleman for putting that 
right, “but the point of my argument was 





* See discussion on Second Reading of the 
East London Water Bill, 13th March, 1900. 
(The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth Series], 
vol. Ixxx., page 719.) 
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that the existing clause in the Staines 
reservoir Act ran out in 1903. 


Mr. CHAPLIN: I will deal with that 
in a moment; I cannot deal with all the 
questions at once. I will take that next. 
The hon. Gentleman is greatly afraid that 
the clauses in some of the existing Acts 
of Parliament will expire before the neces- 
sary measures are passed. I am aware of 
only three such measures. There is the 
Staines Reservoir Act, which expires, it is 
true, in 1903, but not until the month of 
August, 1903, or nearly four years from 
the present time; and if this question 
cannot be settled within the next four 
years, in my humble opinion it is not 
likely to be settled at all. There are two 
other Acts, one of which expires in 1908. 
and the other of which expires in 1906, 
that being the Act passed by the Govern- 
ment in 1899. Surely these are limits of 
time within which we should be perfectly 
safe, even if we postponed dealing with 
this question until after the present 
session. On the other hand, there is one 
other question to which I wish to refer— 
though it was not mentioned by the hon. 
Member, but it was referred to in various 
publications—namely, the effect of the 
next quinquennial valuation. It was con- 
tended before the Royal Commission that 
the effect of the next quinquennial valua- 
tion would be to raise the value of the 
undertakings of the water companies by 
no less a sum than £218,000 a year. In 
reply to that, I have to say that, although 
no doubt there is an increase in some 
cases, there is a decrease in others. That 
is the first thing to recollect. The 
second point is that in the case of railway 
and other large companies, which form a 
very large element indeed in the rateable 
value, the water is taken by meter ; these 
companies do not pay according to 
rateable value, and therefore in those 
cases the water companies gain absolutely 
nothing. In fact, it was shown at the 
Royal Commission that six of the eight 
existing water companies would, on the 
balance, lose rather than gain by the next 
quinquennial 1 valuation. That is the 
verdict of the Commission with regard to 
six of the companies. With regard to 
the remaining two companies, “T have 
myself made inquiries since the Report 


| of the Commission was published, and my 


information shows the same_ result 
certainly in one case, and, as far as my 
in both. This fact is 
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summed up in two short paragraphs of | through Committee, I must say that they 
the Report with which I will not trouble | would so greatly transform the present 
the House. There is, I admit, one | measure that it is too big a question to be 
question of great urgency, but it was not | dealt with and settled in that way. | 
referred to by the hon. Gentleman or any | have come to the conclusion, in spite of 
of the speakers on that side of the House, | the appeal made to me by the hon. Mem- 
and that is the necessity for further | ber, that under the circumstances there is 
storage in the valley of the Thames. | nothing to warrant us in taking a course 
That, I consider, having given great | which would be so extremely unusual. | 
attention to this subject, is, at the present | venture to think it would be contrary to 
moment, beyond all others the most im- | all precedent and very ill-advised on our 
portant and most urgent question in con- part to sanction the progress of these 
nection with the water supply of London. | Bills now. I desire fully to acknowledge 
But that question is not necessarily the very conciliatory spirit shown on be- 
affected by the postponement of these | half of the London County Council by the 
Bills. There are two Bills at this moment hon. Member to-night. We recognise 
before Parliament for greatly increasing thoroughly the importance of this ques- 
the necessary storage for London ; one is | tion, and when the time comes for it to 
the Bill of the East London Water Com- | be the duty of the Government again to 
pany, providing for additional storage to | consider this matter I can assure the hon. 
the extent of 5,500,000,000 gallons, and | Member We shall most gladly reciprocate 
the other is the Bill of the Lambeth! the conciliatory spirit which he has 
Company providing for 1,000,000,000 shown. 

gallons. <A similar Bill was introduced 

last year on behalf of the East London) Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Company, which safely passed the Com- Stepney): Why not now ? 

mittee upstairs and went through this 

House. To my great regret, owing to. Mr. CHAPLIN: The conditions under 
the exertions of the London County | which purchase should be effected, the 
Council, that Bill was rejected by the tribunal to which the question should be 
House of Lords. It is not my business referred, the constitution of the new 
to criticise the proceedings of any Com- | authority, and many other questions of 
mittee of either House of Parliament. I | importance of that kind, will always have 
would only say that I personally, having | to be considered. I hope that the objec- 
some knowledge of the subject, should tions which have been raised to-night will 
have been very very sorry to take upon not be considered insuperable, and for 
myself the great responsibility of reject-'my part I am sanguine that it will be 
ing that measure. There was another possible to devise a scheme to meet diffi- 
question raised by the supporters of the | culties, and which will permit this ques- 
policy of the London County Council, | tion of the water supply of London to 
with which also I have very great sym-_ be finally and satisfactorily settled. If 
pathy, namely, the desirability of being | may make a suggestion towards this end 
early in the field in Wales in order to | it is that hon. Members should now allow 
secure the reversion of a water-shed for | this discussion to conclude without taking 
all and any possible requirements of | a division. 

London ina more or less distant future. 

That | think is a proposal well deserving) *Mr. MELLOR (Yorkshire, W.R., 
of most careful consideration. But pro-| Sowerby): Before this discussion closes 
vision may easily be made for that in any | I wish to refer to the two Commissioners 
legislation which is thought to be neces-| who, unhappily, died between the time 
sary or desirable on this subject, and it when the evidence closed and the signing 
certainly is not one of any immediate | of the Report. Both were great authori- 
urgency for the present session. It reaily | ties on the water question. One of them 
seems to me that there is very little to was my learned friend Mr. Cripps, a 
be urged on the ground of urgency, | gentleman well acquainted with water 
or on those grounds which the hon. Mem- | legislation and Bills of this kind ; and the 
ber has put before us to-night. As to the | other gentleman was General de Courcy 
changes foreshadowed by the hon. Gentle- | Scott, the water examiner for London, an 
man who has just spoken, to which he | accomplished and able man, who was a 
would agree in the passage of this Bill | very great assistance in all the discussions. 


Mr. Chaplin. 
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After the repeated discussions I have had | tions, and to find that out I have only to 
with both these gentlemen I am in the | quote the list of recommendations which 
position to say that had they lived to the | 


time when it became our duty to sign the 
Report, I have no doubt that they would 
have agreed with us, and their signatures 
would have added considerable weight 
to it. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): Re- 
presenting as I do a riparian con- 
stituency, and being a member of the 
London County Council, I venture, for 
the first time since I have been a Member 
of this House, to intervene in a water 
companies debate ;‘and in so doing I have 
to remind the House that to-day, not for 
the first nor the twentieth, and certainly 
not for the last time the House has a 
London Water Bill before it for consider- 
ation. I am sincerely sorry that the 
President of the Local Government Board, 
who ought to have grasped this subject in 
a more statesmanlike way, has not risen 


the right hon. Gentleman himself read 
out ; and what are they? He said that 
this Commission which sat for such a 
great length of time, and took so much 


'evidence with so much ability, made 


to the height of his duty and the level of | 


his responsibility to the water consumers 
of London. It is necessary in aftirming 
my opinion for that statement that 

should traverse one or two of the remarks 
made by the President of the Local 
Government Board. In his attempts to 
answer the hon. Member for Poplar, he 
seems to have given away the whole case 
for the water companies. What did he 
say ? 
justly twitted him with doing nothing to 
solve the water question, the right hon. 


When the hon. Member for Poplar | 


Gentleman replied that but for what the | 


Government had done London 
have been face to face with a water famine 
in the East of London. What does that 
mean? It means that the only thing you 
have done has been to compel the eight 
water companies to link up their mains, 
and you had to bring great public pres- 
sure to bear upon them todoit. But 
you have not compelled 
increase the supply of water flowing 


through those mains. You have improved | 


the method of distribution, but the total 
volume of water distributed has not been 


would | 


them to! 


certain recommendations. I never had 
much opinion of Commissions on any- 
thing, and I am glad to say that I hold 
that view in company with Lord Salis- 
bury, for whose opinion on this point I 
have a sincere respect. But what does 
this Commission recommend? They re- 
commend that the régime of the water 
companies should disappear, and that 
there should be a public authority. That 
is what this Royal Commission recom- 
mended, but the London County Council 
has been demanding that for the last ten or 
eleven years, and will continue to demand 
it until Parliament, in the interests of 
the people of London and against the 
narrow interests of water directors and 
water companies, complies with that re- 
quest. Then this blessed Royal Commis- 
sion—and it has been blessed by the 
President of the Local Government 
Board, and I wish he had done the other 
thing—not only recommended that a pub- 
lic authority should manage the water 
supply of London, but also that purchase 
should be resorted to. The London 
County Council has presented Bills for 
eight or nine years past in favour of 
purchase, but the right hon. Gentleman 
says the London County Council is not 
the proper body. He argues that it is 
not a permanent body, and I may add 
neither is Parliament, and neither are the 
800 town and county councils in Great 
Britain and Ireland, which already own 
their own water supply, and who invari- 
ably exercise their duties with economy, 
efficiency, and with purity of administra- 
tion. What the London Members ask 
for is that the public authority recom- 


'mended by the Royal Commission should 


increased by a single gallon, and if that | 


is the only thing you can do for the water | 


consumers of London, then all I can say 
is that they have very little indeed to 
thank the Government for. The right 


be the London County Council ; that it 
should purchase the water companies, and 
that being agreed upon the undertaking 
should then be managed by the elected 
representative body of London. We 


‘only ask to be allowed to carry out and 


hon. Gentleman says this Bill is opposed | 


to the recommendations of the Royal 
Commission. 


) I want to know how much | 
this Bill is opposed to those recommenda- 


|administer what these 800 local autho- 


We are told that 


rities are now doing. 
If the right 


we want a water board. 


hon. Gentleman requires any  experi- 
ence of water boards, let him go 
to the water trust in New York. 
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lf he wants to know how water 
hoards work, let him go through the 
States of America, and he will find that 
where trusts manage the water supply, 
there jobbery is prevalent, there the 
water is dearest, and there the supply 
gives the least satisfaction to the people 
for whom it is administered. If he comes 
to Great Britain and Ireland he will find 
that in such places as Liverpool, Glasgow, 
Manchester and Birmingham, where the 
water authority is the elected representa- 
tive body and is therefore a fluctuating 
and not a permanent body, there he will 
tind that they manage and administer their 
water supply with great ability and 
efficiency. [ come now to another point 
of the right hon. Gentleman’s contention. 
He said that the Commission reported 
that the Thames and the Lea were 
sufficient for all future purposes. He 
will pardon me if I differ from him and 
the Commission in that respect. I see a 
New River Company shareholder smiling. 
Who would not smile with an ‘“ Ad- 
venturers” share’? I will remind the 
House what the New River Company 
did in 1892. In that year they came to 
the House of Commons and told us that 
they had within their catchment area 
sufficient water for all purposes for 
forty years ahead. But in 1896 they 
told this House that they had made 
a mistake, and only four — years 
after that came to the House of Commons 
asking for Bills to enable them to undo 
the misstatement they made in 1892, and 
they asked for power to provided for the 
deficiency which they said would never 
arise within forty years. The right hon. 
Gentleman says that storage ought to be 
undertaken and that it wasa vital matter. 
On this point [am glad to say the House 
of Lords and the London County Council 
agree, and that is most satisfactory. 
First of all, it proves the moderation of 
the London County Council’s demand. 
You never find the House of Lords in 
favour of confiscation, and the fact that 
they agree with the London County 
Council indicates the extreme moderation 
of the Council’s terms, and above all it 
represents and indicates that the House 
of Lords sometimes does its duty to 
the public, when free from the high pres- 
sure of water company directors, and can 
do its duty without that pressure which 
has been too frequently exercised on 
public opinion inside and outside of this 
House by those interested in water com- 


Mr. John Burns. 
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panies. With regard to the outside 
areas it is a most significant fact that the 
only hon. Members who cheered the right 
hon. Gentleman’s remarks are either 
water company directors or those who 
have always opposed the idea of the 
London County Council having the 
water supply. I hie not heard any 
hon. Members from Bedford, Hertford, 
Middlesex, or Wales get up and oppose 
the County Council’s terms of purchase, 
and I do not believe they will oppose 
seriously the Welsh scheme. But if they 
do oppose, it will he opposition of a Com- 
mittee stage character, and it will not be 
directed against the vital principles of 
this Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
goes on to say that this Bill, in its details, 
is impracticable. Does he mean to say 
that English engineers are incapable 
of grappling with physical difficulties 
and with natural obstacles to a 
Metropolitan water supply? We can 
irrigate India by Government. officials, 
and we can ensure the - prosperity 
and success of the Egyptian people by 
great engineering plans; we can send 
engineers to overcome great difficulties 
in foreign countries, and we are asked to 
believe that, although these difficulties 
can be overcome everywhere else, they 
cannot be got over in the River Thames 
or the water-shed of the outside area. All 
these suggestions of impracticability 
would disappear if we were to give the 
water companies the Lands Clauses terms, 
which means £8,000,000 or £9,000,000 
more than that which they are 
fairly entitled to receive. When the 
right hon. Gentleman says _ that 
the existing water companies can pro- 
vide for the future by large storage 
reservoirs, let me point out that even this 
Royal Commission said that the provision 
of storage was not a matter that one 
company could do, or even that eight 
companies effectually combined could do, 
but it was a matter to be undertaken by 
a public authority which would alone be 
able to grapple effectively with the storage 
question. The right hon. Gentleman 
would also find such a public authority 
confronted with the question as to 
whether the people would allow those 
ugly Staines reservoirs to be repeated 
mile after mile down the beautiful Thames 
valley. If that public authority were 
confronted with the task of having to 
‘make fourteen or fifteen miles of 
‘thirty feet high reservoirs in the 
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Thames and Lea valley, I think | 
expense would be very heavy, and | 
would be nearly as much as the cost 
of going to Wales for a fresh supply. 
Such a public authority would be driven | 
in the last resource, on the ground of 
economy, to absorb land from the outside 
areas which is wanted for building pur- 
poses, and upon which the people do not 
want ugly reservoirs erected, which would 
be not only a danger to the immediate 
locality, but would be a positive source of 
harm to the residents who live in the 
neighbourhood of those reservoirs. I 
have ventured to deal with one or two 
points raised by the right hon. Gentle- 
man, but I claim this opportunity to say a 
few words upon the broad and the general 
question of municipal purchase, and upon 
this point I do earnestly appeal to provin- 
cial Members on both sides of the House. 
I would appeal to hon. Members repre- 
senting the large cities of the Kingdom, 
which in the main have Conservative 
representation. Why should you deny 
to London that which you grant to Edin- | 
burgh, Glasgow, Liverpool, and Birming- 
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the | 


ham? Beyond prejudice against the 
London County Council there _ is 
no defence for opposing this — Bill. 
The right hon. Gentleman suggests 


that you must wait until this Trust or 
Board, composed of capable men, is 
appointed. On the point of capability | 
the right hon. Gentleman will not insist, | 
because it would be centradictory to his 
previous statements if he were to say 
that the London County Council for this 
purpose is not as efficient, capable, and 
honest as any other county council in 
Great Britain. He has frequently admired | 
their system of accounts and _ their | 
finance ; yea, he has said at the Table of | 
this House that the system of accounts of 
the London County Council is probably 
the best of any municipal authority in 
the kingdom. So much for efficiency. 
From the point of view of technical capa- 
bility, I venture to say there are not a 
dozen water company directors in this 
House who are equal in ability, capacity, 
and disinterestedness to the first five 
County Councillors you would meet in 
Spring Gardens. So much for honesty. 
What is more—are these gentlemen elected 
fortheir knowledge of boring, or of stratifi- 
cation, or of bacteriological analyses of 
water? Not a bit of it. They are elected 
for other and higher virtues than are 
found in a chemical laboratory. When 
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we are told that a Board will be more 
capable, permit me to say that I do 
not believe it. Until the County 
Council has been proved—as it cannot be 
proved—to be either incapable, dishonest, 
or to havea desire to be unjust to the 
outlying authorities, there is no reason 
why it should not exercise the functions 
which every corporate council in the 
kingdom has hitherto exercised. But let 
me refer for a moment to the way in 
which evidence is accumulating in favour 
of the County Council having this con- 
trol. In 1880 Lord Cross introduced a 
Bill which I regret was not accepted at 
that time. [Hear, hear.} Ah! but that 
was not the fault of the London County 
Council; it was because Parliament, not 
for the first time, showed its lack of 
knowledge of what only a local authority 
is able to do better. Since 1880 we have 
had Commission and Committee, the one 
after the other, and we end up by pur- 
chase by an authority—a body to be not 
the County Council, but a Water Board, 
to take over the affairs of thecompany. | 
venture to say that this delay cannot last 
much longer. It is not only the potable 
water of which we desire to get hold. 
Look at the water supply of London from 
any point of view. Take the river 
Thames. The river will not much longer 
stand the depletion of its stream by the 
increased quantities which the water com- 
panies are yearly taking from it. 


DIXON-HART- 


Uxbridge) — was 


Sirk FREDERICK 
LAND (Middlesex, 


understood to dissent. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Does the hon. 
Member the Chairman of the Thames 
Conservancy doubt that? If so, I shall 
quote paragraph 100, which is a flat con- 
tradiction by the Engineer of the Thames 
Conservancy of the hon. Member’s inter- 
ruption. 


Sir FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
LAND: I certainly deny it. I say that 
except at a certain period of the year, in 
the autumn, when the flow is apt to be 
smaller, there is an enormous quantity of 
water, something like  1,200,000,v00 
gallons, passing over Teddington Weir— 
an amount sufficient for storage and for 
every other purpose necessary. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: Does not the 
hon. Member see how he has confirmed 
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my statement? What does he tell the 
House? That except in July and August, 
when we ought to have more water than at 
any other time of the year—that except in 
the summer time, when droughts prevail— 
the river Thames has quite enough water 
for the people of London. That is 
about as good as telling a London 
street-boy to go to St. Petersburg in the 
winter time to eat ice-cream. 


Sir FREDERICK DIXON-HART- 
LAND: I am sure the hon. Gentleman 
would not desire to misrepresent me. 
What I said was that there was sufficient 
for storage, and it naturally follows that 
the storage with which the hon. Member 
finds so much fault is the very system 
which will allow an ample supply during 
those months when the river is low 
without any detriment to the Thames or 
to its navigation. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: That was said 
in 1893, 1894, 1895, and 1896, but  re- 
curring water famines have proved that 
the statement was unfounded, and 
if the hon. Member will take a 
plébiscite of the pleasure-going trattic from 
Molesley Lock to Teddington Weir he 
will find that both the lock-keepers and 
the pleasure-passenger public share the 
view which I hold—that on the grounds 
of trade, pleasure, health, and sanitation 
the settlement of this question can no 
longer be delayed. We are told that 
storage will settle it. When are you 
going to get your water? You can get it 
only at flood time. What is the ex- 
perience of the chemist at flood time ? 
That at the particular moment the water 
is charged with more micro-organisms 
than at any other time. You are going 
to get the water to store froma district the 
residential population of which is in- 
creasing—a district which has sewage 
farms upon it, the effluent from which and 
the water from manured lands has to go 
into the river Thames. This is the 
water, part of which you are to store 
for weeks and months, and part of 
which you are to fiiter at Hampton and 
Molesey. But let me deal with another 
point. I appeal to commercial men. Go 
to the wharfingers and the lightermen, to 
the something like 10,000 men employed 
in the barges and lighters on the river 
Thames, and they will tell you that in 
consequence of the increased width, | 


Mr. John Burns. 
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depth, and tonnage of barges, they are 


frequently compelled, owing to the lack 
of water, to do on_ two _ tides 
what formerly they did on _ one, 
No suggestion of a lock at Wandsworth 
or Richmond or lower down will solve 
this difficulty. I think the hon. Member 
will admit that one of the greatest mis- 
takes ever made on the river Thames was 
the building of the Kew and Richmond 
Why was it done? Because the 
pleasure traftic above Richmond could not 
get water enough even for their rowing 
boats. Is this big waterway to depend 
for its trade and its pleasure upon such 
trumpery and useless expedients as a lock 
at Richmond and another at Battersea or 
Wandsworth? All these temporary ex- 
pedients prove how heavy is the drain of 
the water companies from the river 
Thames. There are one or two other 
points upon which I will touch only 
briefly. Why do the water companies’ 
directors oppose the Council? It is only 
on the terms of purchase. That is a 
matter for neither the water comparies’ 
directors nor the County Council. It isa 
matter for a Committee of this House. 
It is a matter for atribunal which should 
go into the details of finance and repay- 
ment, and all the circumstances of the 
case, and do justice to the outside 
authorities ina way which is in keeping 
with the traditions of our Parliamentary 
Committees. I believe that this House 
of Commons will go on dabbling with this 
water question until we have an epidemic 
not only in the East, but in the West End 
of London. I believe that as the House 
passed a garrotting Bill only when one of 
its Members was garrotted at the bottom 
of the Duke of York’s steps, so it will be 
driven to pass a Bill to municipalise 
London water only when continued 
droughts have been succeeded by several 
epidemics. I do not believe the House 
will move even then until the epidemic 


happens to be in the West End of London, 


and the West End people with their 
influence and ability are able to exercise 
that pressure upon Parliament and the 
water companies which they know so well 
how to exert. My view is that preven- 
tion is better than cure. I want to 
prevent an epidemic by going to a Welsh 
lake, by getting water from cloudland 
instead of from asewage-polluted area. I 


want to be fair and just to the water com- 


panies, and I am prepared to trust a 
House of Commons Committee to be the 
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arbiter as between the County Council 
and the water companies shareholders. 
[ want to protect the diminishing trade of 
the river Thames, where tidal water 
alone is responsible for carrying on that 
trade. I want to make the river Thames 
more and more the silent highway of this 
vreat city, on which pleasure will be more 
frequent and profitable than it now is. In 
asking for these things I am asking only 
for that, the carrying out of which 
London ratepayers at four successive 
elections have demanded. Who is the 
authority to determine this? With all 
respect to this assembly, Parliament is not 
the authority to determine whether this 
should be company or municipal enterprise. 
The authority to decide that are the five 
nillions of water consumers outside. What 
have they done? At Chelsea, and else- 
where, which in this House is represented 
by a Conservative who opposes these water 
Bills, two Progressives were returned at 
the last County Council election in favour 
of the municipal water policy. All over 
London councillors have been elected to 
support these or similar Bills. For four 
successive elections the London ratepayers 
by overwhelming majorities have decided 
in favour of municipal water—water from 
Wales, and the purchase of the under- 
takings of the companies. I appeal to 
Members of Parliament from provincial 
districts to respect the mandate of the 
municipal electors of London. — I 
the House to brush aside the paltry and 
fatuous arguments which have been 
adduced against this Bill, and to release 
the city of London once and for all from 
the toils of the water company directors, 
who too long have extracted a million of 
money per annum out of the water con- 
sumers of this city, and who in doing so 
have imposed upon the poor of the East 
End of london endless misery and incon- 
venience, have brought this big city 
several times within easy distance of a 
water famine, and by their policy of 
living from hand to mouth, as Parliament 
may decree, they have caused the future 
water supply of London to be fraught 
with great danger to the health and 
trade and pleasure of this vast city. It is 
for these reasons I ask the House of 
Commons to reject both the speech and 


the arguments of the right hon. Gentle- , 


man, and to place this city side by side 
with Glasgow and other places by putting 
a municipal water supply in the hands of 
London’s elected representatives. 


ask , 
‘water supply of London, and the other 
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Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : 
Before we go to a division I should like 
to remind the House of what is the real 
question we have to decide. The question 
is not whether the London County 
Council is to administer the water supply 
of London, but whether we are to-day to 


‘make a beginning with the execution of 


' to-day ? 





the policy of purchase recommended by the 
Royal Commission. I do not apologise 
for rising fora moment to take part in 
this discussion. It has been left too much 
in the hands of the right hon. Gentleman, 
and the happy—or shall I call it the un- 
happy—family of London representatives. 
There are those of us who by the exi- 
gencies of public business are brought 
from very remote parts of the country, 
and compelled to live for a longer period 
of the year in London than we should 
otherwise desire, and I am never able to 
take the view that the question of the 
London water supply is a question to be 
discussed on the footing of being a mere 
private Bill question. How do we stand 
A Royal Commission of great 
ability sat for sixteen months, presided 
over by Lord Llandaff, who, by his tradi- 
tions, is certainly not a person who would 
be likely to lean too much jn favour of 
the views of the London County Council. 
What that Commission had to decide was 
between two policies: one was that of 
the London County Council becoming the 
purchasers and administrators of the 


was the question of whether the conten- 
tion of the water companies should be 
accepted and nothing done except on 
minor matters. What did that Com- 
mission decide? It decided, and decided 
most emphatically, in favour of pur- 
chase, and that nothing short of pur- 
chase would be of any use. It is quite 
true that the Commission went on to say 
that they did not recommend that the 
London County Council should be the 
purchasing authority, but why did they 
do that ? If you look at paragraph 146 
and the other paragraphs in which they 
discuss the matter, it is perfectly plain 
that they said that because they contem- 
plated that if the London County Council 
became the purchasing authority it would 
also become the administrative authority. 
That is a much larger question, and one 
which is not raised by my hon. friend 
who moved the Second Reading of this 
Bill. My hon. friend was able to point 
to this, and it was recognised by the 
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right hon. Gentleman opposite, that what 
the London County Council are 
asking for—not only through the mouth 
of my hon. friend, or through the depu- 
tation which waited upon the Government, 
but also through what they propose in 
the 25th Clause of this Bill—is that the 
Government should to-day 


the settlement of the question of who is 
to be the administrative authority. 
is quite clear if you read the 25th Clause 
of the Bill, and it is put beyond doubt by 
the undertakings which have been given. 
What reasons are there why they 
proceed? To my mind there is one very 
cogent reason. Whenever this policy of | 
purchase is initiated it must take some 
years to carry out. 


private promoters to embark there is 
nothing at all comparable in magnitude 


with the proposal for which _ this 
Bill asks sanction. The policy of 
purchasing the undertakings of the 


Water Companies must necessarily take a 
very long time, by the very necessities of 
the situation, as proper inquiry will 
have to be made to see that people are 
paid what is justly due to them, and 
there will be a multitude of complicated 
interests to unravel. If that be so, surely 
the attitude of the Government is most 
unsatisfactory. They brought in, it is 
true, two or three years ago a Bill for 
constituting a central authority, but with- 
out any purchasing powers, if I recollect 
rightly. They did not, however, press 
that Bill; they did not appear to be in 
earnest about it. I listened most atten- 
tively to the speech of the right hon. 
Gentleman this afternoon, and | confess 
that if I were a London representative I 
should not be at all inclined to adopt that 
conciliatory spirit which the right hon. 
Gentleman commended. I found nothing 
in that speech which gave any promise 
that the Government were in earnest 
about giving effect to the policy of the 
very Royal Commission which the right 
hon. Gentleman so plentifully praised. 
Not one word appeared in the Queen’s 
Speech, and not one word appeared in the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman which 
would lead us to believe that the Govern- 
ment itself intends to take the initiative 
in this policy of purchase. I will not 


detain the House by giving reasons why 
that policy should he adopted ; 


Mr. Haldane. 


sutticient 
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how | 


make a} 
beginning with the carrying out of the | 
policy of purchase, leaving for the future | 


That | 


should | 


Of all the under- | 


takings on w hich Parliament has allowed | 
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j reasons have already been brought for- 
/ward. But I do press upon the House 
the view that by assenting to the Second 
Reading of this Bill we may begin the 
carrying out of the policy of purchase 
which the Royal Commission have recom- 
mended, of which the Government itself 


is in favour, and which, although 
hon. Members opposite do not  ex- 
pressly commit themselves to, they 


have carefully abstained from opposing. 
This step will not have for its necessary 
consequence administration by this or 
that or some other authority, but will 
simply be this and nothing more—a begin- 
ning in earnest of the carrying out of the 
| policy of purchase on which we all pro- 
| fess to be agreed. 


*Sir SAMUEL MONTAGU 
Hamlets, Whitechapel) : I do not intend 
to delay the House by going into 
the details of the Bill, but as 
a Member for an East London con- 
stituency I feel bound to say a word on 
behalf of my constituents in support of 
this measure. East London contains 
about one-fourth of the inhabitants of this 
great city, and, therefore, about one- 
fourth of the water consumers of London, 
and no class in London have suffe sred more 
by the management or the mismanage- 
ment of the water companies than the 
working people and the very poor in 
Whitechapel. It is immaterial whether 
the deficiency in the water supply which 
occurred a year or two ago arose from the 
heat of summer or the frost of winter, or 
whether in all seasons it arose from 
defective pipes or the absence of 
cisterns. The poor always suffer. | 
rose especially to point out the urgency 
of purchasing these undertakings, or of 
altering the present condition of things, 
for the reason that in my constituency 
and the adjoining constituencies the house 
rents have been raised to double and 
treble their former amount, and, there- 
fore, on the new assessment next year the 
water rate will be of necessity in- 
creased at the same rate. The com- 
panies will have no mercy, because, as 
they are looking forward to their interest 
being purchased, they will naturally 
drive the rating power they possess to its 
fullest extent. 


(Tower 


CoLtonEL LOCKWOOD _ (Epping, 
Essex) pointed out that the quinquennial 
assessment did not raise the water 
' rates. 
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*Sr SAMUEL MONTAGU: If the 
house-rent has been raised, the assessment, 
of course, will also be raised. 


CotoneL LOCKWOOD: But the 
companies do not raise the price of the 
water. 


*Sirn SAMUEL MONTAGU : They 


charge a percentage on the rent, and | 


naturally, therefore, if the rent is raised 
the assessment for water rate is also 
raised in proportion. I beg the hon. 
Member’s pardon, but I am quite certain 
[ am correct in regard to this point. In 
the West End, however much we may 
find fault with the water companies in 
other respects, we always have a full 
supply of water. The deficiency of 
supply is reserved for the people of East 
London, who cannot protect themselves 
and who are absolutely defenceless. Since 
asimilar Bill to this was brought in two 
or three years ago, we have had a general 
election of the London County Council. 
In that election I took an active part, and 
I therefore know something about the 
feelings of the electors in regard to this 
matter. The people of London are of 
one mind that this control should be con- 
fided to the London County Council or to 
some similar body directly  repre- 
sentative of the electors, and over 
which the ratepayers can exercise a 
certain amount of popular control. 
I am glad to see that all parties are of 
opinion that such a necessity of life as 
water shoula not be in private hands for 
any long period, and I would urge the 
Government, in consideration of the poor 
and working classes, to bring about some 
change for the better as speedily as 
possible. 


Mr. STEADMAN : I desire to support 
the remarks of the hon. Member for 
Whitechapel in reference to the increase 
of the water rate. It is quite true, as the 
hon. and gallant Member for the Epping 
Division states, that they do not propose 
to increase the water charge in this sense ; 
they do not charge so much per gallon for 


London Water 29 Marcu 1900} 


| 


every gallon of water consumed, but under | 


the existing law the companies are 
allowed to charge one shilling in the 
pound on the rateable value of the house. 
Let me give my own case as an example. 
When I first became the tenant of the 
house I now oceupy my family was young, 
and the house was rated on an assessment 
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of £25 per annum. Therefore I had to 
pay twenty-five shillings as water rate. 


When the next quinquennial valuation 


came round my assessment was increased 
by £2. Although my family had grown up 
and some of them left home, with the 
result that we were consuming less water, 
I had to pay two shillings more as water 
rate. When the assessment takes place 
next year my rate may be still further 
increased, although I am consuming still 
less water. That is the position of the 
whole of the people in the East End 
of London. There are a_ million 
working men in East London, and those 
who do not pay the water rate direct to 
the company, as I do, have to pay it 
indirectly through the rent. 


Sik WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): Throughout the debate this 
question has been argued with compara- 
tively little reference to the most impor- 
tant underlying consideration in the 
whole matter, namely, the question of 
public health. It has been argued from 
the point of view of purchase of the pro- 
perty of the water companies; it has 
been argued from the point of view of 
control by a public body ; but underlying 
these considerations there is the still 
greater and more urgent question of the 
public health of the community, and in 
dealing with one of the prime necessities 
of life that consideration more than any 
other ought certainly to influence votes 
in this House. I hope that any Members 
who have doubts in their minds on this 
question will vote in the direction of 
sanctioning both of these Bills rather 
than against them, on the ground that by 
so doing they will be doing something 
for the health of the community. This 
question has been described as being not 
an urgent question. The question was 
urgent nearly thirty years ago, and it has 
been getting more urgent every year; 
but yet the representative of the Local 
Government Board tells us to-day that it 
is not an urgent question, and that it can 
be put off still longer. We have been 
over and over again within measurable 
distance of a national disaster through 
the action of the London water companies 
during the last few years. If those 
water famines had happened to coincide 
with an epidemic of cholera or any similar 
disease we should have had the popula- 
tion decimated in consequence of the 
deficiency of the water supply. Because 
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we have escaped those dangers we are to | 
ignore them, and the Government is 
ignoring them by the attitude it is adopt- 
ing towards these Bills. The merit of | 
the proposal before us is that not only 

will it place the water supply of London 

under popular control, under the control of | 
persons responsible to the inhabitants of | 
the metropolis, but it will also seek for a | 
water supply from new and fresh sources. 
In any case, it will put the matter under 
the control of a public authority. Now, | 
a public authority is a body better than 
any other for such a purpose, because it 
has only one object in view, the public 
health ; it has nothing to do but to be 
honest and straightforward in dealing with 
the money of the community, and is un- 
touched by any considerations of divi- 
dends. I believe this is a Bill which 
will do for London what was found neces- 
sary in Glasgow, Edinburgh, Manchester, 
and all large provincial cities. Because we 
have not thesame government in London as 
in these localities that is no reason why we 
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should not avail ourselves of the oppor- 


‘tunity of putting under the control of a 
| public authority the management and 


administration of one of the prime neces- 
saries of life, and one essential to the 
public health of the community. 


*THE SECRETARY To THe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W, 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : No one will ques- 


tion the right of my hon. friend the 


Memberfor Ilkeston to speak with authority 


on matters of public health; and I only 


rise to say that if he had read the Report 
of the Balfour and Llandaff Commissions 
he would have found strong testimony 
not only as to the quality of London 
water, but also as to the sufficiency of 
the quantity, with adequate storage, for 
the next forty years. 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 151 ; Noes, 
234. (Division List No. 90.) 


AYES. 


Abraham William(Cork, N.E.) | Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 

Abraham, William (Rhondda) | Duckworth, James 

| Ellis, John Edward 

| Evans, Sir Fran. H.(South’ton 

| Farquharson, Dr. Robert 

| Fenwick, Charles 

| Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 

| Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 

| Foster, Sir Walter (Derby Co. 
Fox, Dr. Joseph Francis 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Ambrose, Robert 

Asher, Alexander 

Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Bainbridge, Emerson 
Barlow, John Emmott 
Barry, E. (Cork, S.) 

Billson, Alfred 

Birrell, Augustine 

Blake. Edward 

Bolton, Thomas Dollinz 
Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn 
Bullard, Sir Harry 

Burns, John 

Burt, Thomas 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caidwell, James 

Cameron, SirCharles(Glasgow 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Causton, Richard Kuight 
Colville, John 

Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Courtney, Rt. Hon. Leonard H. 
Crean, Eugene 

Crilly, Daniel 

Crombie, John William 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, Thomas (Sligo, 8S.) 
Daly, James 


Gibney, James 


Gold, Charles 


Goddard, Daniel Ford 


Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 

Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harcourt, Rt. Hon Sir W. 
Harwood, George 

Hayden, John Patrick 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- 
Healy, Maurice (Cork) 
Heaton, John Henniker 
Hedderwick, Thomas Chas. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Humphreys-Owen, Arthur C. 
Jones, David B. 
Jones, William (Carnarvon. ) 
Jordan, Jeremiah 


Macaleese, Daniel 
Mac Donnell, Dr. MA(Queen’.C 
Maclean, James Mackenzie 
MacNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
M‘Laren, Charles Benjamin 
Maddison, Fred. 
Mendl, Sigismund Ferdinand 
Montagu, Sir 8. (Whitechapel 
Morgan, J. L. (Carmarthen) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Moulton, John Fletcher 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, Arthur (Donegal) 
O'Connor, 1. P. (Liverpool) 
O'Kelly, James 
O'Malley, William 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, G. W. (Reading) 
Paulton, James Mellor 
Pease, J. A. (Northumberl’nd) 
Perks, Robert William 
Pickard, Benjamin 
Pickersgill, Edward Hare 
Pinkerton, John 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Price, Robert John 
Priestley, Briggs ( Yorks.) 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Redmond, J. E. (Waterford) 
Redmond, W. (Clare) 


(Swansea) 











Davies,M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dillon, John| 

Donelan, Captain A. 

Doogan, P. C. 

Doughty, George 


Sir Walter Foster. 


Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt.H.SirU | 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lambert, George 

Lawson,Sir Wilfrid (Camb’Ind | 
Leng, Sir John 

Lough, Thomas 


Richardson, J. (Durham, S.E.) 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Roberts, J. B. (Eifion) 
Robson, William Snowdon 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 


Samuel, Jt. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
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Schwann, Charles E. 


Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire) | | 


Smith, Samuel (Flint) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Souttar, Robinson 

Stanhope, Hon. Philip J. 
Steadman, W illiam Cnarles 
Stevenson, Francis S. 

Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tennant, Harold John 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Aird, John 
Allsopp, Hon. George 
Anstruther, H. T. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold-Forster, Hugh O. 
—m, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baillie, J. K. B. (Inveraess) 
Balearres, Lord 
Baldwin, Alfred 
Balfour, Rt. Ho. A.J.(Maneh’r. 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Barry, RtHn A HSmith-(Hunts 
Barry, Sir F. T. (Windsor) 
jartley, George C. 'T. 
Beach, Rt. Hn. ‘SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beach, Rt. Hn. W. W.B.( Hants 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Biddulph, Michael 
Bill, Charles 
Blun tell, Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 
Bonsor, Henry Cosmo Orme 
Boulnois, Edmund 
Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles,Capt. H. F. (Middlesex 
Bowles, T. Gibson( King’sLynn) 
Brassey, Albert 
Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. 
Brown, Alexander H. 
ere John George 
Carlile, William Walter 
eee Rt. Hon. Edward 
Cay endish, R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbysh. ) 
Cecil, Ev elyn (Hertford, East) 
Ceeil, Lord Hugh (Greenwich) 
Chiumberlain, Kt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
C ‘oddington, Sir William 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lambeth) 
Cornwallis, Fiennes S$. W. 
Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cross, H. Shepherd (Bolton) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalbiae, Colonel Philip Hugh 
Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Denny, Colonel 
Digby, J. K. D. Wingtield- 
Dixon- Hartland, Sir F. Dixon 
Donkin, Richar.| Sim 
Dorrington, Sir John Edward | 


John 





| Fitzgeralé, Sir R. Penrose 


| Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
| Giles, Charles Tyrrell 


! Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir J. Eldon 
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| Thomas, Alfred (Glamorgan) 


Thomas, David, A. (Merthyr) 
| Trevelyan, Charles Philips 

| Wallace, Robert 

Walton, Joseph (Barnsley) 

| Wason, Eugene 

Wedder burn, Sir William 


| Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
| Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 


Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 


NOES. 


Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt Hon. SirWilliam Hart 
Elliot, Hon. A. R. Douglas 
Faber, George Denison 
Fardell, Sir Tr, George 
Kellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edwd. 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn. SirJ.(Man) 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne. 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne 
Fisher, William Hayes 

Fison, Frederick William 


Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Forster, Henry William 
Foster, Harry S. (Sutfolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gartit, William 

Gibbons, J. Lloyd 

Gibbs, HnA.G. H.(CityofLond. 


ar John Saunders 





Godson,SirAugustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 


Goschen, Geo. J. (Sussex) 
Graham, Henry Robert 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 
Gretton, John 

Gull, Sir Cameron 

Halsey, Thomas Frederick 
Hanbury,Rt. Hon. RobertWm. | 
Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 
Heath, James 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Ed. Brodie( Ham pstead 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Hornby, Sir William Henry 
Houston, R. P. 

Howard, Joseph 

Howorth, Sir Henry Hoyle 
Hozier, Hon. JamesHenryCecil 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 
Hughes, Colonel Edwin 
Hutchinson, Capt. +. W.Grice- 
Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick | 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones | 
Jessel, Capt. Herbert Merton | 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

| Kenyon, James l 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | 


2D 2 
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Wilson, John (Govan) 

Wilson, J. H. (Middlesbrough) 

Woodhouse, SirJ T( Huddersf’ d 

Woods, Samuel 

——- S. (Cavan, East) 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Mr. M‘Arthur. 


Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrenve.SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverp’l) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Llewelyn, Sir Dillw’n-(Swan’a 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Col. C. W. (Evesham) 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Builer 
Lowther, Rt. Hon. J. (Kent) 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Killop, James 

Maleolm, Ian 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mappin, Sir Frederick Thorpe 
Marks, Henry Hananel 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Maxwell,Rt. Hn.SirHerbert E. 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mellor, Rt. Hn.J.W. (Yorks.) 
Melville, Beresford Valentine 
Meysey-lhomp-on, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
Montagu, Hn.J. Scott (Hants) 
Moon, Edward Robert Pacy 
More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morrell, George Herbert 
Morrison. Walter 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mount, William George 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Muntz, Philip A. 

Murray, RtHnAGraham (Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Myers, William Henry 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nic sholson, William Graham 
O'Neill, Hon. Robert Torrens 
Pease, Herb. Pike(Darlington 
Penn, John 

Perey, Earl 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higzins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt Hn HoraceCurzon 
Pollock, Harry Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 


671 


Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 
fankin, Sir James 
femnant, James Farquharson 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
fentoul, James Alexander 
tidley, Rt. Hn.SirMatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hn.Chas. Thomson 
{obertson, Herb. (Hackney) 
found, James 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse) 
Sandys, Lieut.-Col. T. Myles 
Savory, Sir Josevh 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Seton-Karr, Henry 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw-Stewart,M. H.(Renfrew) 


Words added. 


Main Question, as amended, put and 


agreed to. 


Second Reading put off for six months. | 


LONDON WATER 
BILL (BY 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg formally to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a_ second | 


time.” 


“Sin FREDERICK 
LAND: Sir, 


Second Reading of this 


, 


pany. 


brought it forward. 


the debate on the last 


London Water 


(WELSH 
ORDER). 


Order for Second Reading read, 


DIXON-HART- 
in rising to oppose the 
sill, | wish to 
state that [ am not a shareholder, nor in 
any way connected with any water com 
ny. I am much surprised that the 
London County Council, after the way in 
which it was received by the House last 
year when they did not dare even to take 
a Second Reading, should have again 
Two very important 
things have happened since then. The first 
is the Report of the Royal Commission, 
which has been so often alluded to in 
Bill; and, on | 
the question of urgency, Sir Alexander 
Binnie, the engineer of the London 
County Council, stated before the Royal 
Commission that there was a supply 
sufticient for the next ten or fifteen years. 
Before that time has elapsed the reservoirs 


{COMMONS} 


Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, Jas. Parker (Lanarks. ) 
Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Spencer, Ernest 

Stanley, Sir H. M. (Lambeth’ 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stirling- Maxwell, Sir John M. 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Talhot, RtHnJ.G.(Oxf'dUniv. 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, W. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
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Welby, Lieut.-Col. A. C. E. 
(Taunton) 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. E.( Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (B’ghm.) 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt Hon. E. R(Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hn. C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George 
Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


NOES— 
and Mr. 


TELLERS FOR THE 
Mr. Whitmore 
Goulding. 


poses to get 121,000,000 gallons per day, 


whereas the Thames in flood time passes 
1,200,000,000 gallons a day over Ted- 


dington Weir, and in ordinary times 


300,000,000 


gallons. 
nary time this is 100,000,000 gallons 


Even in_ ordi- 


more than the 200,000,000 a day we 


SUPPLY) 


50,000,000. 


consider necessary for the navigation of 
the river, and is about the amount which 
will be obtained from Wales by the first 
| part of the scheme. 
which has lately taken place the average 
was 80,000,000, and the lowest day was 
In addition to this it is very 
objectionable that the water is proposed 
'to be remitted by a conduit 117 miles 


During the drought 


‘long, and afterwards by forty-five miles 


of pipes. 


The 
Alexander Binnie was from £10,000,000 
to £14,000,000, while the other estimates 
in the Report of the Royal Commission 
are very much higher. 
sent out by the London County Council 
in support of the Bill, they quote from 
the Royal Commission’s Report— 


lowest estimate of Sir 


In the statement 


“There is no doubt something attractive in 
the scheme of bringing water from the Welsh 
mountains for the supply of London, and one 
would be glad if it were possible now to secure 
a water shed to be used hereafter if London 
should require it.” 


But they forget to state the remainder of 
the paragraph— 


“That assuming the water should prove 
sufficient in quality and quantity, the fact 
remains that it is much more costly than the 
supply from the Thames, and that it is un- 
necessary to incur this extra cost now, as the 
supply from the Thames will be adequate in 


approved of by this House will have come | quantity and quality up to 1941.” 


into operation. 


Then with regard to the | 
amount of water which the scheme pro- | 
poses to take for the benefit of London. 
In the first part of the scheme it only pro- | 


As regards the quality of the water, the — 
experience of Glasgow, which is one of | 
the cities that has been mentioned, is not | 
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673 London IV ater 
such as would induce London to be sup- 
lied in the same way as water is supplied | 
to that city. The Report of the Royal | 
Commission itself says— 


« A vast amount of lead would be brought in 
the supply from Wales, which would have to 
be carefully treated.” 


The second point was that last summer 
was the driest we have had fora consider- 
able time. The Conservancy, at the 
request of the Government, allowed the 
water companies to take a very much 
larger quantity of water from the Thames 
than was in accordance with the Act of 
Parliament, and this was done, because 
by the Inter-communication Bill brought 
in by the Government, it would save the 
East of London from another water 
famine. I cannot but feel some pride 
that the inter-communication question 
which was established by the Government 
Bill was first brought before the House 
by a Bill which I brought in, and whicn 
was thrown out by the London County 
Council, but the principle of which has 
survived, and has been of such service to 
the whole of London. If, during the dry 
summer, the Thames, without these water 
reservoirs, was able to supply London at 
the driest time with 50,000,000 gallons 
over at Teddington Weir, I do not think 
that with those reservoirs which are so 
rapidly approaching completion, that 
London need have any fear whatever as 
to the supply or any necessity for any 
urgency during the next three years, as 
fhas been spoken of by the hon. Member. 
There is another question which is very 
important to this House. Supposing that 
the supply of the water companies is 
taken from Wales instead of the Thames, 
what is to become of the Upper Thames 
itself ? You will have to consider this— 
that almost the whole revenue of the 
Upper Thames is drawn from the water 
companies. It is in consequence of this 
revenue that we are enabled to keep 
up the locks and weirs and make 
practical the navigation of the river. 
That if the water came from Wales the 
Government would have to find some 
means by which the navigation could be 
kept up. At any rate, as much as is 
necessary for navigation. If the money 
doas not come from the water companies, 
I do not know where it is to come from. 
The matter will have to be considered by 
Parliament, and it will become necessary 
for the House of Commons to supply some 
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_ in itself, lying as it does on the main coal. 
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means by which the interests of the 
Upper Thames, both for navigation and 
for pleasure traffic, shall be preserved. 
The last question I have to speak on is 
that of the purity of the Thames water 
for drinking purposes. At the present 
moment there are 500,000 extra people 
drinking pure water from the Thames, 
whereas four years ago they made it of an 
impure character. The report of all the 
authorities is that the water from the 
Thames is purer water than anywhere 
else. It is a very singular thing that the 
places from which the County Council pro- 
poses to take their water actually dried up 
during the last drought, while the Thames 
water kept all right. ‘The action of the 
water of the Thames coming over weirs, 
and the various points of flow, is this 
as everybody in authority will say—that 
it causes it to be the purest water that 
any place can have. It is not mixed with 
sewage or any other noxious thing. I, 
therefore, hope that this Bill will not be 
passed, and that the ratepayers will be 
saved an enormous expense, by which they 
would not get so good a supply for 
London as that which exists at the 
present moment. Under these circum- 
stances | strongly oppose the Second 
Reading of the Bill, and hope that the 
House of Commons will not allow the 
ratepayers’ money to be wasted in the 
way in which it would be. 


Amendment proposed- 
“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 


‘end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 


this day six months.’”—(Sir Frederick Divon- 


Hartland.) 


Question proposed, ‘That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Sir J. T. DILLWYN LLEWELYN 
(Swansea Town): I beg to second the 
motion for the rejection of the Bill. I 
should be exceedingly sorry if it was 
thought that no Member from Wales was 
prepared to speak on this subject. I repre- 
sent a borough which has not only to take 
care of itself in regard to its water works, 
but to secure a supply of good, pure 
water from an adjacent county. I am 
also a member of the county council of 
Glamorganshire, and we require a supply of 
Welsh water for our own purposes. In the 
great coal field, of which Glamorganshire 
is the centre, we are liable to have our 
water polluted, and it is not always pure 
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Some of it is full of mineral matter, and 
unfit for domestic purposes, and, therefore, 
we have to go outside the county to the 
region of the old red sandstone to 
obtain a supply of pure water. In the 
Rhondda Valley there is a population of 
150,000 to 200,000, and we oppose this 
measure because we think we should get 
a supply of our own Welsh water in the 
first instance. At the same time, water 
is not given to an individual or a county, 
but should be available for the whole 
country ; and I should be very sorry to 
see a definite refusal given to allow water 
to be taken from Wales to supply London 
if only the Government were to take the 
question up. I have long held that water- 
shed areas should be _ established 
with a view of giving water to places 
in the same district, even though they 
might not be in the same county. It 
seems to me that provision should also be 
made in establishing these water-shed 
areas for the shipping, in the future, and 
for large populations. We in Glamorgan 
look forward to a large increase in the 
industrial population, not only because of 
the presence of coal, but because other 
industries will be attracted by the coal, 


and on the seaboard where ships will | 


come to carry away the products of 
these industries. Our county council, 
therefore, opposes this measure at present 
for giving power to carry water away 
from Wales to London, 


Mr. STUART thought the argument 
of the hon. Member for Swansea Town 
was rather in favour of the measure than 
against it, because he represented a 
borough which had gone beyond its own 
county for water. However that might 
be, in anything the promoters of the Bill 
might do in any area of that district, they 
would be bound to recognise the claims 
of Glamorganshire for their share of the 
water of the district. That statement, he 
submitted, met the point of the hon. 
Member. The question of a Welsh water 
supply, as opposed to a Thames water 
supply, was altogether independent of the 
question of authority or the question of 
purchase ; it was a question of what wa: 
the best and purest source of supply ; but 
whichever the best source might be, and 


the concensus of opinion was that the. 


Welsh source was the purest, the question 


of what water should be brought into | 


London could never be a purely financial 
question. It was considered by the Royal 


Sir J. T. Dillwyn}Llewelyn. 
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Commission on a financial basis, and the 
financial basis alone could not be regarded 
as an element of consideration. The pro- 
moters were also of opinion that the figures 
brought before the Royal Commission as 
to the cost of obtaining a supply from 
Wales were seriously erroneous, as had 
been shown in a letter to The Times by 
Mr. Shaw Lefevre. All the promoters 
asked was that the Bill should be sent 
upstairs to a Committee, which should 
| consider the relative merits of the two 
| sourees of supply, not only from the 
financial point of view, but also on other 
bases. 





Mr. JOHN BURNS only rose to reply 
to a statement made by the hon. Member 
for Uxbridge, who, as Chairman of the 
Thames Conservancy Board, might be 
expected to know something about the 
river. The hon. Member had asked what 
would happen if the County Council took 
the place of the water companies and 
obtained a supply from Wales instead of 
the Thames watershed, and had pointed 
out that the revenue of the Conservancy 
would almost disappear. It was almost 
time that the Thames Conservancy ob- 
tained its revenues from other sources 
than the water companies, and if they 
were to do that they would look more 
sharply after the companies. He also 
mentioned that according to the report for 
1899 of the engineer to the Thames Con- 
servancy, proceedings had been instituted 
last year in twenty-four cases for non- 
compliance with the provisions of the Act 
in respect of pollution, and sixteen con- 
victions obtained against offending parties. 
To avoid this contamination, Londoners 
wanted to get their water from cloud land 
in Wales, where there were no effluents 
from sewage farms or house-boats. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District) stated that the Glamorgan 
County Council opposed the Bill on some- 
what different grounds to those set forth 
by other hon. Members. They were 
vitally interested in the question, and, as 
they did not desire to acquire a monopoly 
over the watershed area, they desired to 
prevent a monopoly being granted to 
others. They opposed the Bill on the 
ground that powers so large ought not to 
be entrusted to one local authority, how- 
ever important. They asked that the 
| House would not give to the London 
| County Council a first charge upon the 


| 
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677 Petitions. 
natural resources of the Welsh counties. 
The second principle which operated 
against this Bill had reference to the case 
of counties and boroughs which were in- 
creasing in population from year to year, 
and were in close proximity to a water- 
shed. Such local authorities had the first 
claim to the natural resources of the dis- 
trict. Those were two broad principles 
on which he ventured to oppose the treat- 
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| the ratepayers and water consumers, and 
| to solve this most difficult problem. They 
| had been defeated and thwarted by the 
| Government. The whole responsibility 
/ now lay on the Government to deal with 
| the question. He himself was, however, 
‘looking to the past, not very sanguine 
that the Government would rise to the 
| occasion and deal with the matter in a 
| far-reaching or satisfactory way. 


ment of this great matter by way of pri-| 


vate Bill. 
should be withdrawn for this year, and 
thus give time for the House to consider 
what the principles really were. 


He suggested that the Bill | 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill withdrawn. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHe LOCAL | 


GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHaptin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford) : 
for a moment in order to reply to the 


1 merely rise | 


THE METROPOLITAN WATER 
COMPANIES BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


hon. Member for Hoxton ; but before I do | 


that I wish to say a word with regard to | 


the observations of the hon. Member for 
Battersea as to the impurity of the 
supply from the Thames. 
to quote from a report isolated passages 


which appear to support one’s argument, | 


but the balance of authority is entirely 
against the hon. Member. 


this question has been examined by two 


Commissions, both of which came to the | 


conclusion that on the whole, the quality 


of the London water as supplied at | 
The hon. Mem- | 


present was admirable. 
ber for Hoxton has referred to something 
which I said at the close of my speech. 
The views that I expressed were that the 
question of the supply of water from 
Wales was a very important one, but | 
not a matter of immediate urgency. | 
What I think I said was that the, 
proposal that the water authority of | 
London should be in the field in time 
to secure the reversion of a water area | 
in Wales is one for which I have | 
a great deal of sympathy, and I think that | 
would be an exceedingly proper sub- | 
ject for the consideration of the future | 
authority who should have charge of | 
the water supply of London. But | 
it would be out of the question to entrust | 
that duty to a body like the present body, | 
with regard to which the House has just 
decided that it should not be the authority | 
in the matter. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON, in recom- | 
mending the withdrawal of the motion, | 
said that the London County Council had | 
done their best to carry out their duty by 


It is very easy | 


The whole of | 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I have examined 
this Bill, and I feel it my duty to advise 
the House that it is one which the House 
-cannot properly entertain as a private 
Bill. The promoters do not ask Parlia- 
ment to confer any powers upon them, 
but they invite it to bestow new and large 
powers upon a public department—the 
Local Government Board—to enable it to 
initiate and superintend a scheme for 
| carrying out the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on London Water 
Supply, and it extends the provisions 
‘of a public Bill of last session. These 
being the objects of the Bill, it ought not 
to have been introduced as a private Bill, 
and I trust that the hon. Member in charge 
will withdraw it. 


Order discharged ; Bill withdrawn. 


GLASTONBURY CORPORATION 
GAS BILL. 


Reported ; Report to 
Table, and to be printed. 


lie upon the 


GLASTONBURY AND STREET 
GAS BILL. 


Reported [Parties do not proceed] 
Report to lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


CORPORAL PUNISHMENT BILL. 
Petition from London, against ; to lie 


| upon the Table. 
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ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS | 2392 [by Command] ; to he upon the 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. Table. 
_ Petition from Dunblane, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. | MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY LIEU- 


TENANTS, [RELAND). 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ ‘ d 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. Copy presented, of Return of 
descriptions of qualifications of Deputy 
Lieutenants lodged during 1899, as 
furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ire- 
land [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Petitions in favour, from Barnes ; and 
Newport Pagnell ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. Copy presented, of Return of Deputy 
Petitions in favour, from Trowbridge ; | Lieutenants displaced during 1899, as 
Kingsland ; and Leeds ; to lie upon the furnished to the Chief Secretary for Ire- 


Table. land [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS | | IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 
TO CHILDREN BILL. Return presented, relative thereto 


Petitions in favour, from Sunderland, [Address, 15th March; Mr. Strachey); 
(twenty-three) ; Trowbridge ; Penshurst ; to lie upon the ‘lable. 
Crouch End; Preston; Manchester ; 
London (four) ; Wesleyan Methodist Con- | — REVENUE (COLLECTION 
ference: and Coalville: to lie upon the, AND EXPENDITURE) (GREAT 
— parine; to Me agen he | Cees AND TRELANDD, 

Return ordered, “relating to Imperial 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO, Revenue (Collection and Expenditure) 


CHILDREN (NO. 2) BILL. (Great Britain and Ireland) for the year 
Two Petitions from Sheftield, in favour ; ending the 31st day of March, 1900 (in 
to lie upon the Table. continuation of Parliamentary Paper No. 


318, of Session 1899).”°—-(Mr. Joseph A. 
SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) Pease.) 
Petitions in favour; from Coalville ;,; MERCHANT SERVICE (CERTIFICATES 
and London (two) ; to lie upon the Table. pg hg waite. SKIPPERS, 
Return ordered, “ showing, for the last 
sminarD are : Ker) uae completed year, the number of successful 
RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. sal” sanantetal candidates (1) for 
— Masters’ and Mates’ Certificates of Com- 
LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899  petency in the United Kingdom ; and (2) 
(METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS). for Skippers’ and Second Hands’ Certifi- 
Copy presented, of Drafts of Orders | cates of Competency in England and 
in Council for the establishment of the Wales and Ireland, distinguishing the 
Metropolitan Boroughs of Chelsea, Fins- ports at which the several examinations 
bury, Kensington, and Paddington, and | were held, and stating the fees charged.’ 
incorporating the Councils thereof ; and | —(Captain Sinclair.) 
for other purposes in connection therewith 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to , 
be printed. [No. 114.] ‘PROCEDURE OF THE HOUSE — 
ALIEN SEAMEN ON BRITISH TRANS- 
UNIVERSITY EDUCATION OF ROMAN | PORTS—“BLOCKING” NOTICES. 
CATHOLICS (COLONIES). Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
Copy presented, of Papers relating to | S.): I desire to call attention, Mr. Speaker, 
University Education of Koman Catholics , to what I regard as an abuse of the prac- 
in certain Colonies [by Command] ; to lie | tice of this House. On Tuesday last* the 
upon the Table. hon. Member for Middlesbrough essayed 
_to move the adjournment of the House on 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). | 2 definite matter of urgent public import 
. . -ance. You considered that the motion 
Copy presented, of Diplomatic and | 





Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. | * See page 455 of this volume. 
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was not definite enough to justify you in 
submitting it to the House, and suggested 
that the hon. Member had better give 
notice for another day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What is the point of 


order the hon. Member wishes to raise ? 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ex- 
plain ! I have no interest in this matter, 
and have not consulted the hon. Member 
for Middlesbrough. What I seek is to 
safeguard as far as I can the rights 


*Mr. SPEAKER: What is the point of 
order? The hon. Member has not vet 
indicated it. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: It is not 
so much a point of order as one of 
practice. My hon. friend, acting on vour 
suggestion, gave notice that he would 
move the adjournment to-day. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I did not suggest he 
should give any notice, but that he 
should bring the matter forward on 
another day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: And_ he 
intimated he would do so to-day. But 
on the Order Paper of to-day there 


appears a notice of motion by the hon. , 


Member for Argyllshire in relation to the 


same matter—the presence of foreigners | 


on transports carrying men and stores to 
South Africa—which is manifestly in- 
tended to prevent the hon. Member for 
Middlesbrough from bringing on_ his 
motion for the adjournment 
House, 


*Mr. SPEAKER: This is quite irregu- 
lar. The hon. Member objects to the hon. 
Member for Argyllshire having exercised 
his undoubted right to put down this 
notice of motion. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : Yes, Sir. 
There can be no 
There is no 


*Mr. SPEAKER: 
objection taken to that. 
point of order. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With every 
respect to you, Sir, | would suggest it is 


an abuse of the practice of this House. I | 


want to know whether, when a notice of 


motion is put down which is declared in | 
the public prints to be for the sole purpose | 
ment have no objection to laying the de- 


of preventing —— 


{29 Marcu 1900} 


of the 











6382 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. Member is 
not entitled to state that. No point of 
order arises. 


Questions. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: With great 
respect, Sir, the point I wished to raise 
was whether it was not an abuse of the 
practice of the House. 


*Mr. SPEAKER : There is no point of 
order, or abuse of practice. The hon. 
Member for Argyllshire had an undoubted 
right to put down this motion. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
May I ask whether there is any remedy 
for meeting a case of this kind, where, at 
the suggestion of the Chair, the moving 
of the adjournment was postponed for a 
couple of days ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The suggestion of 
the Chair was simply that the hon. Mem- 
ber was out of order, and that if he wished 
to put himself in order he would have to 
bring the matter forward in an amended 
form another day. I might have simply 
pointed out that the hon. Member’s motion 
was not in order, and have called upon 
the Clerk to proceed to the Orders of the 
Day. But I did suggest to him that he 
might move it another day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Might that 
not be regarded as part and parcel of a 
continuous transaction ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No. 


QUESTIONS. 

SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—USAGES OF 
WAR—BOER ABUSE OF THE WHITE 
FLAG. 

Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): I beg toask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 
he will lay upon the Table of the House a 
correct copy of thedespatch of Lord Roberts 
remonstrating with Presidents Kruger 
and Steyn in reference to the abuse of the 
white flag, and the reply of President 
Steyn. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): As far as I know, the reports pub- 
lished in the newspapers were complete 
and accurate ; but in any case the Govern- 
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spatches asked for on the Table of the 
House. I believe they are identical in| 
terms with the despatches as they ap- 
peared in the newspapers. 

Mr. DILLON: Perhaps the Govern- 
ment will satisfy themselves that they are 
accurate reports before they are laid. 


Questions. 


BOER ARRESTS OF NON-COMBATANTS 
—CASE OF MR. GARSTIN. 

Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and Kil- 
ross): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonics whether he can give the 
House any information as to the where- 
abouts of Mr. Garstin, a British resident | 
magistrate in South Africa, who has been 
taken prisoner by the rebel Dutch; 
whether they have threatened to try him 
for murder ; and if so, on what ground ; 
and whether Her Majesty’s Government 
will give instructions to the proper officer 
in South Africa to endeavour to obtain 
Mr. Garstin’s release on the ground that 
he was a non-combatant, and | had merely 
taken steps in his civil capacity to enforce 
the law for the suppression of rebellion. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I was informed by Sir 
A. Milner, on 19th March, that it was re- 
ported that Mr. Garstin, the magistrate 
for Kenhardt, had been sent to “Bloem- | 
fontein for tr ial, but without further par- | 
ticulars. It was not then known by the 
rebel Dutch that Bloemfontein was 
oceupied by us. I have asked the Foreign | 
Office to make inquiry, and representa | 
tions, if necessary, through the United 
States Consul at Pretoria. 


DUTCH DISLOYALTY IN CAPE TOWN 
—CASE OF MR. DU PLESSIS. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- | 
shire, Eifon) : I beg to ask the Secretary of | 
State for the Colonies 
now inform the House of the result of his 
inquiries as to whether Mr. 


10th of December last on a charge of | 
high treason based on the unsupported | 
statement of a discharged native servané, 
and was kept in prison for ten days, and | 
then set free, the Solicitor General 
refusing to prosecute ; and whether any | 
compensation will be made to this | 
gentleman. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Mr. Barend 
du Plessis was arrested by the military 
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Barend du | 
Plessis, a well to do farmer of Hanover 
District, Cape Town, was arrested on the | 
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/on 11th December on a charge of high 
\treason. Evidence was given by three 
native servants as to alleged. treasonable 
, words, but this was unsupported. He was 
committed for trial on 16th December 
and the papers sent to the Solicitor 
General, Grahamstown, who declined to 
| prosecute, so du Plessis was released 
'20th December. Sir Alfred Milner in- 
forms me that he has not yet heard if 
the military consider this a case for com- 
pensation. 

Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: Were the 
servants discharged who gave the infor- 
mation ? 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : 
information as to that. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 
they paid for it ? 


I have no 
What were 
[No answer was given. | 


MAGERSFONTEIN ENGAGEMENT 
LORD METHUEN’S DESPATCHES. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to ask 

the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the original communication, 
‘dated 4th January, sent home by Sir 
| Redvers Buller, who was then in chief 
| command of the Army in South Africa, 
from Lord Methuen, respecting the 
reverse at Magersfontein on the 10th and 
' 11th December, will be published ; and 
| what is the reason for withholding from 
the public a communication with reference 
to a matter of such general interest. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 
|For WAR (Mr. WynpHam, Dover): For 
| the reasons which I stated in answer to 

‘the hon. Member on the 23rd,* it is 
intended not to publish this communi 
| cation. 


whether he can | 


LORD METHUEN AND COLONEL 
GOUGH. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for W. ar 
whether Lord Methuen has sent home 
any communication with reference to the 
circumstances under which he ordered 
| Colonel Gough to retire from the front ; 
| whether Colonel Gough was ordered home 
by Lord Methuen because he refused to 
| obey an order of Lord Methuen’s ; and, 
‘will the promised inquiry into Colonel 


| = 


| * See page 173 of this volume. 
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Gough’s conduct embrace an inquiry into | 
Lord Methuen’s conduct. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Pending the in- | 
quiry which is to be held into Colonel 
Gough’s case it should not, I think, be 
discussed by way of question and answer 
in this House. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does the 
hon. Gentleman decline to say whether 
Colonel Gough disobeyed orders or not ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: An inquiry will 
be held in this case, and it would be most 
improper, in my opinion, to discuss any 
of the matters, essential or subsidiary, 
which are likely to come before the 
tribunal. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : 


Methuen’s conduct form a 
inquiry ? 


Will Lord 


subject of 


[No reply was given. | 


THE PROVISIONING OF MAFEKING. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the statement of 
Mr. Julius Weil, of Messrs. Julius Weil 
and Co., Government contractors, to the 
effect that in addition to executing an 
order given by Lord Edward Cecil for 
Colonel Hore’s forces, numbering some 
550 men and 500 horses, he had forwarded 
to Mafeking very large stocks on his own 
initiative and at his own risk, knowing 
that in the event of hostilities large 
supplies would be required by the popula- 
tion of that town, numbering in all some 
10,000 persons ; and whether he will in- 
quire into the facts of the case; and, if 
they be found as stated, whether the Sec- 
retary of State will consider the propriety 
of suitably recognising the foresight of 
the contractor who thus, acting on his own 
initiative, rendered possible the protracted 
defence of Mafeking. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The answer to the 
first question is in the affirmative. I hope 
that it will before long be possible to | 
obtain from the gallant officer in command | 
at Mafeking a full report of the circum- 
stances attending the provisioning of that 
town, 


COMMISSIONS FOR COLONISTS. 
Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for, 
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the Colonies whether any commissions 


_will be offered in the infantry and Royal 


Artillery to New Zealand and Tasmania, 
and if it is intended to offer any commis- 


‘sions in the cavalry to any of the 


colonies. 


.*Mr. WYNDHAM: Ten Royal Artil- 
lery and twenty infantry commissions 


have been offered to New Zealand, 
and two Royal Artillery and five 
infantry commissions to ‘Tasmania. 


No cavalry commissions are being offered 
to the colonies, because we have been led 
to believe that they would rarely be 
acceptable. But, as I have said, the pro- 
portions laid down will be subject to 
minor variations, and any suitable appli- 
cation from a colony for a cavalry in leu 


of an infantry commission would he 
entertained. 
C.LV. RIFLE SIGHTS. 
Mr. WASON: I beg to ask the 


Secretary of State for War whether any 
steps have been taken to remedy the 
defective sighting of the rifles supplied 
to the City of London Imperial Volun- 
teers who are now at the front in South 
Africa. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. New 
backsights have been sent out in sutfi- 
cient numbers for all the Lee-Enfields in 
South Africa. 


WAR MEDALS. 


CotoneEL LOCKWOOD (Essex, Ep- 
ping): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he will consider, 
before the conclusion of hostilities, the 
advisability of inviting competition for 
the design of a South African war medal 
previously to any such medal being issued 
to the country. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Such a competi- 

tion would have involved much delay. 
Designs have, in fact, been prepared and 
submitted to Her Majesty. 


HORSES FOR THE ARMY. 
Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether Captain Fife has been 


‘appointed to go to New Orleans, and 


Captain Tremayne to go to the Argentine 
Republic to purchase horses for the 
Army ; whether he can state how many 
horses it is intended to purchase in those 
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foreign countries; and whether he is | 
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of field orders, and scores and even hun- 


aware that in the opinion of experts | dreds of reports from officers commanding 


Irish horses are more suitable and at 


the same time cheaper than imported | 


animals. 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powe.t- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 8.) : Captain Fife 
has been sent to New Orleans to purchase 
horses, and Captain Tremayne has been 
sent to Argentina to take charge of horses 
on board ship. I am not prepared to 
state the number of horses to be pur- 
chased in foreign countries. In regard to 
Irish horses, I have on previous occasions 
explained to the House that trained 
horses of suitable age are very difficult to 
obtain in Ireland, but about 5,000 have 
been purchased there, as already stated. 


Captain DONELAN: Will the hon. 
Gentleman say how much these foreign 
countries have contributed to the cost of 
the war? 


[No answer was given. | 


COL. WYNNE’S FIELD ORDER. 
Mr. DILLON: I beg to ask the, 
Under Secretary of State for War 


whether he will publish the field order, 
signed by Colonel Wynne, to the troops 
in Natal, in the month of January last, 
on the occasion of the advance on Spring- 
field. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It is not intended 
to publish documents of this character. 
I may remind the hon. Member that on 
the 22rd inst.,* in answering the Member 
for South Donegal, I pointed out that a 
despatch intended for publication should 
be a connected account by the Officer 
Commanding in Chief, not containing 


separate communications from subordinate | 


otticers. 
Mr. DILLON: May I call the hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to the fact that the 


document to which I allude was not a 
private communication, but a field order, 


not in the nature of a report, and that it | 


was partially published in the news- 
papers ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I think the hon. 
Member does not quite understand this 
question of despatches. That is one field 
order. Of course there have been scores 
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brigades and lesser units. The only docu 
ments which are published in the London 
Gazette are the despatches of the General 
Officer Commanding in Chief. The des- 
patches from the Peninsula were written 
by the Duke of Wellington, and not by 
officers who commanded brigades. 


THE ARMAMENT OF KIMBERLEY, 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether he is aware that, on the relief of 
Kimberley, Mr. Cecil Rhodes stated in a 
public speech that he purposed to have 
Kimberley armed with artillery through 
the De Beers Company ; and whether, in 
view of this gentleman’s connection with 
the Jameson raid, he, or the De Beers 
Company which he controls, will be 
permitted to have any control of military 
armament. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am not aware of 
any such statement. The control of 
military armament rests with the military 
authorities. 


SIR GEORGE WHITE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL : I beg toask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the Government have been in 
communication with Sir Redvers Buller 
or Sir George White, or either of them, as 
to any complaints made by the latter 
officer, directly or indirectly, of any treat- 
ment to which he has been subjected, or 
any attempts to supersede him ; and, if 
so, will he consent to the publication of 
such communications. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No communication 
of the character suggested by the hon. 
Member has been received. 


NAVAL FORCE AT DELAGOA BAY— 
SEARCHES FOR CONTRABAND. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
how many British warships are at present 
at Delagoa Bay, and the names of such 
vessels ; “and whether r any attempt is being 
made to stop the landing of war material 
and men for the Boer army. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, $.): 
There are on the Cape Station some 


"| twenty cruisers and gunboats, omitting 
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the “Powerful” and “ Terrible,” which 

have now left for their respective destina- | 
tions, and an interchange of vessels | 
between Delagoa Bay and Durban and | 
the Cape ports is constantly taking place. | 
The names of the ships at Delagoa Bay at 

the present time cannot be given without 

inquiry. They are at present there for 

the purpose of preventing the landing of 

contraband of war and men proved to be 

destined for the military service of the 

Boer Republics. 


M R. LONSDAL E : 


power they have ? 


*\VIr. MACARTNEY: I think the hon 
Gentleman had better give notice of that 
question. 


Mr.GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
May [ask whether in future, when our 
cruisers capture vessels suspected of 
carrying contraband of war, the Admiralty 
will refrain from ordering their dismissal 
before they are searched ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY : That, again, is a 
question of which I think my hon. friend 
had better give notice. 


TRANSPORT—COMMISSARIAT ON THE 
“CORNWALL ” 

Mr. ROUND (Essex, Harwich) : I beg 
to ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office if his attention has been called to 
statements relative to the treatment of 
the troopers of the Imperial Yeomanry 
who, after embarking on board the steam- 
ship “Cornwall” at 10 a.m. on the 3rd 
of March, had no food served out to them 
till breakfast the next day, and then only 
two pieces of bread with Nestlé’s milk 
spread on in lieu of butter, and nothing 
to drink, and for dinner two potatoes 
only ; and if he ean give any explanation 
of this treatment. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: There is no 
information available as to the cireum- 
stances mentioned in the question, no 
report having yet come in from the 
ofticer commanding the troops on board. 


TRANSPORT—THE “*DUNERA.” 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Admiralty whether he is now aware 
that Her Majesty’s transport steamship 


“ Dunera ” was not neaped for three days | 
in Port Talbot, as previously alleged, but | 
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that in fact during the whole of the time 
during which the steamship “ Dunera” 
lay in that port there was ample water 
and width of channel for her to have 
departed in safety on any tide after com- 
pleting her loading of coal ; and whether 
he will state the authority upon which 
the previous report was based. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: The “ Dunera” 
entered Port Talbot with a falling neap 
tide on 7th March, and from the master’s 
experience in going in he determined that 
the risk of taking the ship out after 
coaling, with a turn to make in the 
narrowest part, on a dark night, no lead- 
ing light to turn on, and on a falling neap 
tide, was too great without, at least, the 
same depth of water as he had on enter- 
ing, and in this opinion he was supported 
by the local Transport officer. She un- 
docked on the afternoon of the 13th 
March. Although it is just possible that 
the ship might have been got out earlier, 
the risk would have been very great, and 
therefore she was practically “ neaped.” 

Mr. BRYNMOR JONES: And as to 
the second paragraph of the question ? 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: 
authority of the Admiralty. 


Upon — the 


WAGES OF SEAMEN AND STOKERS 
IN THE NAVY, 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Admiralty whether he can 
state the rate of wages paid to able sea- 
men and stokers, respectively, who, being 
on short service, are not entitled to pen- 
sions in vessels of the Royal Navy now on 
service in South African waters. 


*Mr. MACARTNEY: The rate of 
wages (exclusive of allowances) paid to 
non-continuous (or short) service able 
seamen and stokers respectively is 1s, 4d. 
and 1s. 9d. a day in South Africa or else- 
where. There are, however, practically 
no able seamen or stokers entered for 
non-continuous service, and, as a matter 
of fact, on the date of the last return of 
numbers borne on the Cape station, there 
were no able seamen and only one stoker 
non-continuous service. 


THE WAR LOAN. 
Mr. WARR (Liverpool, E. Toxteth) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether arrangements can be 
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made whereby the several instalments of ; 


the War Loan can be accepted on the 
several due dates by the various branches | 
of the Bank of England in the provinces. | 


THe CHANCELLOR or THe EX-. 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, 
Bristol, W.): Arrangements are being 
made under which allottees will be able 
to pay their instalments at the branches | 
of the Bank of England. 


RIGHT OF FREE SPEECH—DISTURB- 
ANUES AT ANTI-WAR MEETINGS 
AT MARGATE. 

Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to the riot- 
ing which took place at Margate on the 
14th and 15th instant, whereby the 
premises of a tradesman named W. J. 
Powell were wrecked; whether he is 
aware that Mr. Powell and his wife and 
family were afraid for several days 
to come into the town because of 
threatened violence ; that the chief con- 
stable promised the mob that if they 
would disperse he would release two men 
who had been arrested for riotous con- 
duct, which was done, and that the Mayor 
of Margate stated publicly that Mr. 
Powell had brought the trouble on him- 
self, though his only offence was that he is 
opposed to the war in South Africa ; and 
whether he will take steps to afford 
adequate police protection to Mr. Powell 
and his family and to others who may 
hold his views about the war. 


*THeE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuite Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
My attention has been called to the 
recent serious and discreditable distur- 
bances at Margate, and I[ regret to find 
that the windows of Mr. Powell’s premises 
were broken and damage done to some 
furniture which was exposed for sale. 
The authorities had no reason to believe 
that Mr. Powell or his family were after- 
wards afraid to come into the town, or 
that personal violence had been threatened. 
It is the fact that three men who had 
been arrested were released by the 
chief constable, and in the difficult cir- 
cumstances in which the police officers | 
found themselves placed I see no reason 
to doubt that this action was judicious. 
The mayor admits having stated subse- 
quently that in his opinion Mr. Powell's | 


{COMMONS} 








Questions, 692 


conduct invited what happened. Besides 
his opposition to the war, there seems— 
rightly or wrongly—to have been a 
| popular belief that Mr. Powell had given 
_various indications of a feeling of dis- 
loyalty towards Her Majesty. [Cries of 
“Oh, oh!”] Iam giving the report the 
mayor has given me. A_ proclamation 
was issued by the police on the 16th inst, 
warning all persons not to take part in 
any breach of the peace, and there seems 
no reason to expect any further distur- 
bance. The local police force is small, 
but every available man was made use of, 
and if necessity should arise the mayor 
can, as [ am pointing out to him, of 
course borrow officers from neighbouring 
‘forces. The local authorities are alive to 
their responsibilities, and I trust they 
‘will be supported by the inhabitants of 
Margate in their efforts to prevent any 
breach of the peace being caused by 
excited political feelings. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) ; 
Is opposition to the war, in the opinion of 
the right hon. Gentleman, an act of dis- 
loyalty ? 

[No answer was given. ] 


WAR OFFICE CONTRACTS—CORDITE 
ORDERS FOR ARKLOW. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Financial Secretary 
to the War Office when, and to what 
extent, it is pro posed to give an order for 
cordite to the factory in Arklow. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: An 
order will be given to Messrs. Kynoch, to 
whom the Arklow works belong, within 
the next few days. 


ARMY PENSIONS—CASE OF DOMINICK 
HOGAN. 

*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
the case of Dominick Hogan, an Army 
pensioner about seventy-seven years of 
age, who enlisted in 1842 in the 64th 
Regiment and served over twenty-two 
years, fifteen years of which was foreign 
service, and who holds a medal and clasp 
for service in Persia, medal and clasp for 
service in the Indian Mutiny, and also a 
‘medal and clasp for service in China ; and 
also holds a discharge of good character 
and conduct, after serving in twenty-six 
general and 100 other engagements, and 
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having been over eight years in active | 


service and action ; whether he is aware 
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add these new battalions to existing regi- 


| ments, and I fear it will not be possible 


| 


that Hogan was discharged in 1864 on a. 


pension of 83d. per day ; whether Hogan 
is entitled, under the Soldiers’ Deferred 
Pension Act, to an extra pension of 4d. 


per day, he having served over twenty-. 


one years, and having attained the age of 
sixty years; and whether, owing to 
Hogan’s long service and distinguished 
5 - . . . . 
career, the War Office authorities will now 
consider his case with the view of increas- 
ing substantially his present pension of 
gid. per day. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: As I 
have already told the hon. Member, the 
case has been repeatedly considered, and 
Hogan receives the full pension to which 
his service entitles him. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: Am I to understand 
from the hon. Gentleman that these Army 
pensioners will be used as an advertisement 
for recruiting in the Army in Ireland ? 


(No answer was returned. | 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS— 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL’S PAY. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether leutenant- 
colonels of the Royal Army Medical 
Corps who are doing colonel’s work can 
receive the rank and pay of the higher 
grade in which they are temporarily 
serving. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Regulations do 
not provide for the case of these officers, 
and it is being specially considered. 


REGIMENTAL | TITLES — SUGGESTED 
BUCKINGHAMSHIRE REGIMENT. 
Mr. CARLILE (Buckinghamshire, 

N.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 

State for War whether his attention has 

been called to the strong feeling which 

exists in the county of Buckingham, as 
shown by a resolution of the Buckingham- 
shire County Council in favour of having 

a regiment bearing the name of the 

county, and having a county depot ; and, 

if so, whether the War Office can see its 
way to form such a regiment. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The new battalions 
now being raised were designated in the 
Army Order of 2st February. For 
military purposes it was judged best to 





to accede to the wishes of the Bucking- 
hamshire County Council. 


VOLUNTEERS—PRIVILEGES TO CIVIL 
SERVANTS. 


Mr. PLATT-HIGGINS (Salford, N.) 


beg toask the Secretary to the Treasury, 


as representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
Treasury have agreed to accord certain 
privileges as regards their civil pay to 
those Volunteer members of the Civil 
Service who have been accepted for active 


| service in South Africa, it is intended to 


extend the same privileges to those postal 
employees who, being members of the 
St. John’s Ambulance Brigade, have 
volunteered for active service, and who 
have been accepted by the War Office 
authorities as members of the Army 
Medical Staff Corps. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY ‘to 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hanpury, Pres- 
ton): The Postmaster General has not 
received any application from the Secre- 
tary of State for War to grant the 
privileges referred to to members of the 
St. John’s Ambulance Brigade, but he has 
been asked to keep their places open for 
them, and this will be done. 


RESIGNATION OF THE POSTMASTER 
GENERAL ON HIS VOLUNTEERING 
FOR SOUTH AFRICA. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury what 
arrangements are in contemplation for 
the discharge of the duties of the Post- 
master General during the absence on 
active service in South Africa of the Duke 
of Norfolk, K.G.; and whether during 
the absence of the Duke of Norfolk there 
will be a return to the old practice of 
appointing to the headship of the Postal 
Department a Minister with a seat in the 
House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Duke of 
Norfolk has resigned. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: 
second paragraph. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
answer that. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : 
resignation been accepted 2 


As to the 


I cannot 


Has the 
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Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury whether 


{(Juestions. 


the Postmaster General is about to pro- | 
ceed to South Africa; if so, in what  eutielanes 
capacity and for what length of time he | 


is to be absent from the country ; whether 


there is any precedent for the Minister of | 
an important Department thus leaving his | 


official post ; and by whom his ministerial 
duties will be discharged during his 
absence. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have already 


answered this question. 


VOLUNTEER UNIFORMS. 
Mr. F. W. WILSON (Norfolk, Mid) : 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for War whether khaki is to be intro- 
duced as the uniform of the Volunteers, 


and, if not, in view of the number of | 


recruits now joining the Volunteers, and 
the necessity of providing them with uni- 
forms, whether any change in the colour 
and material of such uniforms will be 
made during the present year. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of a 
general service uniform for the Regular 
Army is at present under consideration. 
Until a pattern is approved for the 
Regulars it is not probable that Volun- 
teer commanding officers will wish to make 


any radical change in the uniform of | 


their corps. 


VOLUNTEERS—SOLICITORS’ ARTICLED 
CLERKS. 

Sir JOHN JENKINS (Carmarthen 
Boroughs): I beg to ask Mr. Attorney 
General whether his attention has been 
called to a possible hardship that may 
arise in the case of a person articled toa 
solicitor who has in the present excep- 
tional crisis volunteered for service in 
South Africa or joined a militia regiment ; 
and whether, seeing that a solicitor has 
to declare that the clerk has not been 
engaged in any other employment during 
the time he has been articled, he will 
introduce a Bill to remove any disability 
for admission as solicitor of articled 
clerks by reason of employment in the 
auxiliary forces. 


THE ATTORNEY 


RicHarp WeEssTER, Isle of Wight): The | 
circumstance to which the hon. Baronet 
refers is not peculiar to the legal pro- 
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fession. There are many other contracts 
of service and employment in which a 
similar state of circumstances may arise, 
It would not, in my opinion, be possible 
to legislate specially for articled clerks to 


HULME BARRACKS, MANCHESTER, 

Mr. DRAGE (Derby): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary for War whether the 
Hulme Barracks at Manchester have been 
condemned for sanitary reasons, and 
whether the sanitary arrangements there 
are known to the War Office to be un- 
satisfactory ; and whether several cases 
of sickness have occurred that can be 
traced to the unsanitary condition of the 
barracks, and whether, under the circum- 
stances, he will advise the removal of the 
3rd Battalion of the Derbyshire Regiment 
to healthier quarters. 


*Mr.WYNDHAM: The Hulme Barracks 
were not condemned for sanitary reasons. 
The general officer commanding reports 
the sanitary arrangements satisfactory, 
and that there have been no cases of 
sickness traceable to insanitary conditions, 

jut the barracks are undoubtedly old. 
3ut the | k loubtedly old 


| The battalion is going into camp about 


Ist May. 


CYPRUS—FAMAGUSTA HARBOUR. 

Lord BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies if any work in con- 
nection with the Famagusta Harbour has 
yet been begun, and if the necessary pre- 
liminary legisiation has been passed by 
the Legislative Council of Cyprus ; and 
whether it is proposed to carry out any 
railway works within the town, or to de- 
stroy any part of the sea front of the old 
castle dating from the thirteenth century. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The answer 
to the first part of the question is in the 
negative in regard to both the points. In 
regard to the second, the final plans for 


| the railway have not yet been received, 
| as it is not intended to commence it till 


the harbour works are well advanced. 
When they are submitted, they will be 
carefully examined with a view to 
avoiding as far as may be practicable any 
interference with the old fortifications, 
and I shall give full consideration to any 
representations on the subject which my 
friend may desire to make 
personally. 


———— 
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697 Onestions. 
INDIA—AGRICULTURAL BANKS. 
SIR WILLIAM WEDDERBURN 


(Banffshire) : | beg to ask the Secretary of | 


State for India what have been the practi- 


cal results of Mr. Nicholson’s inquiry of | 


1897 regarding agricultural banks as a 
means of relieving the rural population 
of India from oppression by the money- 
lenders ; what were Mr. Nicholson’s re- 
commendations as regards making early 
experiments in establishing agricultural 
hanks ; and what steps have been taken 
to carry out his recommendations, and 
what success has attended the action of 
(rovernment. 

Tue SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamivron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): I have not yet received from 
the Government of India an expression 
of their views upon the proposals made in 
Mr. Nicholson’s report upon the forma- 
tion of agricultural banks ; but I under- 
stand that orders have recently been 
passed by the Government of Madras on 
this important matter. I am not yet in a 
position to state in detail the nature of 
those orders, but I expect to hear during 
the present season from the Government 
of India, who have only recently received 
the report of the Madras Government 
on the subject. 


INDIAN FAMINE —- SUGGESTED 
INQUIRY. 
Sik WILLIAM WEDDERBURN: I 


leg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether, looking to the early re- 
currence of famine in India, and the un- 
paralleled magnitude of the present 
visitation, as described by the Viceroy 
of India, he will suggest to the Govern- 
nent of India to institute, at a convenient 
ime, a detailed inquiry into the condition 
ind food supply of a tew typical villages 
ithe provinces liable to famine, with 
iview to ascertain whether, by local 
torage of grain in times of plenty, and 


ither precautionary measures, — the 
conomie condition of such — villages 


quay be so far strengthened that the 


Gitilure of a year’s harvest: will not bring 
te cultivators into danger of starvation. 


Lorp G. HAMILTON: During the 
mist twenty year mnivestigations have 
een made by two Famine Commissions, 
ud there has also been an exhaustive 
uquiry into the condition of the people. 
these circumstances [ am unwilling to 
ll on the Government of India to 
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| institute at this moment another general 
inquiry ef the kind suggested in the 
question. But the hon. Member may be 
sure that the knowledge and experience 
which is now being gained will be most 
‘carefully turned to account, and that any 
specific question will be investigated con- 
cerning which there may be insufficiency 
of information, with a view to the 
adoption of such further precautionary 
or economic measures as may appear to 
be advisable. 


INDIAN FAMINE—RELIEF WORKS. 

Mr. PRICE (Norfolk, E.): [beg to ask 
‘the Secretary of State for India whether 
some portion of the labour now employed 
on relief work in India is being used or 
can be used for the further provision of 
tanks and other minor irrigation works. 

Lorp G. HAMILTON: The periodical 
reports received from the famine districts 
show that famine workers are largely 
employed on digging canals, excavating 
or improving tanks, and sinking wells. 
But it is not possible everywhere to con- 
struct suitable works of this kind. 
DELAGOA BAY RAILWAY ARBITRA- 
TION. | 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs if he has any information 
to give the House in reference to the 
delay in stating the award of the Delagoa 
Railway arbitration. 

*THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 
(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford): I 
am sorry to say we have no information 
to give the House on this subject. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Can 
the right hon. Gentleman say how soon 
the matter will be settled ! 

*Mr. BRODRICK: We are without 
information on that point at present. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I 


put another question next week. 


will 


BRITISH PROPERTY HOLDERS IN THE 
UNITED STATES. 

Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs if he can give 
the House any information regarding the 
treaty, reported to have been ratified by 
the United States Senate on the 22nd 


March, as to the right of British subjects 
2 E 
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to hold real and personal property in’ the 
United States. 

*Mr. BRODRICK: A treaty on this 
subject was signed by Lord Pauncefote 
and Mr. Hay on 2nd March, and has 
heen ratified with certain modifications by 
the United States Senate. These modifi- | 
cations are under consideration, and [| 
cannot make any statement at present. 


CHINA—BLUE-BOOK. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May L ask 
the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
whether, in view of the probable discus- 
sion on China to-morrow, a Blue-book on 
China will be laid on the Table? 

*Mr. BRODRICK : Papers in reference 
to China have been laid on the Table, and 
copies are to be had at the Vote Oftice. 


DUTIES -ALLEGED 
EVASIONS. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: [ beg to 
ask Mr, Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether he has come to any, and, if so, 
to what conclusion on the point which he 
stated on the 22nd February* was unde 


DEATH 


consideration with reference to the 
evasion of the law relating to death 
duties in the cases of estates of great 


value ; 
steps are in contemplation to obtain power 
to prevent the evasion of the law relating 
to death duties in the particular instance 
of the estate of a millionaire peer lately 
deceased. 

*Sirn M. HICKS BEACH: The point 
which I referred to on February 22nd is 
dealt with by Clause 10 of the Finance 
Bill. There is no suspicion whatever 
that there has been any attempt at 
evasion of the law in the of the 
estate to which [| presume the second 
paragraph refers. — Probate has been 
granted on an affidavit which stated a 
provisional sum only, and which explicitly 
intimated that a further account would 
follow. This affidavit, of course, referred 
only to personal property. In respect of 
settled property, a separate account has 


Case 


is allowed from the death. The six 


months have not yet expired, 


LIGHTS ON THE MANACLES ROCKS. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): [beg 


to ask the President of the Board of 


see The Parliamentary Debates | Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 798, 
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Trade whether, in view of the casualties 
that have recently occurred, steps can he 
taken to provide a lighthouse or lightship 
onthe Manacles Rocks, off the south coast 
of Cornwall ; and whether citherthe Trinity 
House or the Board of Trade are doing 
anything in the matter. ; 

*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuir, Croydon): 
Although the matter has been fully con- 


| sidered, no action is being taken by the 


Trinity House at present. The Manacles 
Rocks and adjacent coast lie well out of 
the ordinary Channel track. The casual- 
ties which have given notoriety to this 
part of the coast have occurred to out- 
ward bound vessels which had just left 
known points of departure. The expen- 
diture involved would not be justifiable 


lin view of the demands at this time for 


new lighthouses and sea marks in many 
much more urgent cases. 


ACCIDENT ON THE GREAT WESTERN 
RAILWAY RAILWAY SERVANTS 
HOURS OF LABOUR, 

Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York 
shire, Shipley) : | beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Trade whether his atten 
tion has been called to the statement of 


7 Colonel Yorke, a Board of Trade inspector, 
and whether any, and, if so, what | 


in his Report upon a collision on the Great 
Western Railway which took place on the 
morning of the 27th December, i899; 
whether he has noted a statement by 
Colonel Yorke to the effect that it is not 
always possible for the normal hours of 
work to be strictly adhered to at holiday 
seasons, but men who have been for 
fourteen or fifteen hours on the footplate 
can hardly be expected to display that 
unremitting vigilance which is necessary 
for safety ; and whether it is the inten- 
tion of the Government to propose legis- 
lation with a view to preventing danger 
to the lives of the travelling public by the 
working of excessive hours on the part of 
railway servants. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, Sir I have read 
the Report referred to, a copy of which 
to the company imme: 


question states, the Inspecting Officer, 
while commenting on the unduly long 
hours worked, inferred that they were 
caused by the Christmas traffic. The 
Railway Regulation Act of 1893 enables 
the Board of Trade to call upon any 
company to sulmnit a schedule of reasonable 
iours, and these provisions are quite 
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suficient to enable the Board to deal, 
where necessary, with undue hours. of 
work. 

sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY: [ beg 
toask the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he would be willing to lay upon 
the Table of the House a Return showing 
all instances of working hours exceeding 
twelve continuously worked by the  ser- 
yants of the railway companies in Mngland 
during the months of January and Feb 
ruary, L900. 

*Mr. RITCHIE: T hardly think I 
should be justified in asking the railway 
companies fora Return which would in- 
volve very laborious examination, having 
regard to the fact that Parliament in 
1893 approved legislation which enables 
railway servants and those who represent 
them to make complaints as to excessive 
hours of work, and in proper cases to 
obtain redress. 

sin FORTESCUE FLANNERY: Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that mos 
of the railway compames have already 
prepared such a Return for their own in 
formation. Will he inquire ? 

“Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly ; and if that 
is the case, of course the ditticulty I speak 
of will not arise. 


RELIEVING OFFICERS AND PRIVATE 
LUNATIC ASYLUMS. 

sims. MANCHERJER BHOWNAG 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): [beg to 
ask the President of the Local Govern- 
ment Board whether any cases have been 
recently brought to his notice of the pro- 
prietors of some private lnnatie asylums 
having offered commissions to relieving 
officers ; and, if so, will he state particulars 
regarding such cases, and what steps he 
intends taking regarding the same. 

THe PRESIDENT or tie LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuapiin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The attention of 
the Local Government Board has been 
drawn to cases of the kind referred to in 
the question. ‘They are in communica- 
tion with the Lunacy Commissioners with 
regard to the precise course which should 
be adopted in the matter, but not in 
4 position to say more on the subject at 
present. 

CHILDREN IN) METROPOLITAN 
WORKHOUSES. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : [ beg to ask 

ithe President of the Loeal Government 
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Board if he can state the number of 
children at present in the metropolitan 
workhouses, distinguishing those under 
two years ot age. 

*Mre CHAPLIN: The total number, 
according to the latest returns, is 1,716, 
of whom 552 are infants under two years 
of age. 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL 
SITTING TENANTS. 

sin WILLIAM WEDDERBURN : I 
beg to ask the President of the Board of 
Agriculture whether, in the progress of 
his Agricultural Holdings Bill, he will 
introduce provisions to protect the im- 
provements of sitting tenants ; whether 
he is aware of the inconvenience, in the 
administration of the existing Act, from 
the practice of ascertaining the value of 
improvements by means of mechanical 
scales of unexhausted manures, irrespec- 
tive of results, and will provide that due 
credit shall be given for continuous good 
husbandry and accumulated = manurial 
fertility ; and whether he will favourably 
consider a proposal to simplify the First 
Schedule by introducing a definition of 
improvement, in accordance with Clause | 
of the Bill, as including anything done by 
the tenant whereby the letting value of 
the holding is increased. 

“THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. LONG, Liverpool, 
West Derby): It would, I think, be very 
inconvenient that L should anticipate any 
statement which it may be my duty to 
make with regard to the suggestions of 
the hon. Baronet when the Bill is con- 
sidered in Committee. Proposals of the 
kind cannot be properly discussed in the 
form of question and answer. 

Dr. FARQUHARSON : Will the right 
hon. Gentleman, under the cirewn- 
stances, undertake not to bring on the 
Second Reading of the Bill before Easter, 
so that we may have an opportunity of 
consulting our constituents with regard 
to it ? 

*Mnr. LONG: No, Sir. 

POST OFFICE OFFICIALS — MINIMUM 
PERIOD OF ATTENDANCE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as re- 
presenting — the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing that the ‘weedmouth 
Committee recommended that, in the case 


| hey to 


of London and provincial town postmen, 


22 a 
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no period of duty necessitating an attend- 
ance at the office should be reckoned at 
less than an hour, such principle is in | 
effect applied to the class of sorting clerks ; | 
and, if so, would he state the minimum 
period of attendance relative thereto. 

Mr. HANBURY: It is the case that, 
the Tweedmouth Committee made the re- 
commendation described by the hon. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : How is it, 
in view of the fact that the Post Office 
authorities have every means of com- 
munication at their disposal, i in the shape 
of telegraph and telephone wires, they 
‘cannot give a simple answer to a straight 
question put in this House ? 


Mr. HANBURY: All I have to say is 


that I have no information. 


Member as to postmen ; and the authority | 


of the Treasury has recently been given 


to apply the same principle to the class of 


sorting clerks and telegraphists. The 
ride now is that in the case of sorting 
clerks, sorters, telegraphists, and postmen 
no separate attendance shall be reckoned 
at less than an hour, except when the 
attendance falls within an hour of the 
preeeding or succeeding continuous duty. 
In such w case only the actual time of 
attendance and the interval between the 
two attendances will be counted. 


POSTMEN’S FEDERATION —— REFUSAL 
OF LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO EXECU- 
TIVE OFFICERS 
Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg 

ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that the application 
of the general secretary to the Postmen’s 
Federation for leave of absence to enable 
him to attend meetings of the executive 
of the Federation, to be held on the 29th, 
30th, and 31st instant, was refused, 
although leave of absence was given to 
other members of the executive who 
reside in London districts ; and whether 
in view of the fact that the General Post 
Office authorities always profess a readi- 
ness to vive facilities to the officers of the 
various associations of employees to con- 
duet the business of these bodies, and in 
view of the importance of the secretary 
of the executive being present, he will 
ce that leave is given them to attend. 


Mr. HANBURY: [ have not received 
the reply to this question, 


Mr. STEADMAN 
Stepney): May [ ask whether the delay 
is caused by the absence of the Post- 
master General, who is going to the front? 
Is the right hon. Gentleman aware that 
even to-day three postmen from the 
sume post office have been allowed leave 
of absence ? 


HANBURY : 


to 


as 


(Tower Hamlets, 


Mr. 
tion. 


I have no informa- 


SORTING CLERKS AND POSTMEN— 
HOURS OF SERVICE. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: 1 beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury w hether 
he is aware that at certain offices sorting 
clerks and postmen. are called upon to 
perform daily duties necessitating an 
‘attendance of 7 hours and 45 minutes 
‘(5 hours and 15 minutes day duty, and 
2 hours and 30 minutes night duty), 
such being nine minutes in exceas of ion 
hours ; and, if so, would he, on such cases 
being laid hetere him, take such steps as 
would result in their re-adjustment. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware of duties arranged 
as described, and will be glad of par- 
-ticulars in order that if necessary the 
attendance may he modified. (An attend- 
ance such as that specified would be six 
minutes in excess of eight hours—not nine 
minutes as stated), 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he is aware that at certain post 
ottices sorting clerks are on Sundays com- 
pelled to remain on night duty for forty 
minutes and to receive payment for thirty 
minutes, instead of three quarters of an 
hour ; and, if will he, on the cases 
being specified, take such steps as will 
ensure the removal of the grievance com- 
plained of. 

Mr. HANBURY: The Postmaster 
General is not aware of the existence of 
such a practice, and will be glad to be 
furnished with particulars in order that 
if there is any infraction of rule it may 
be remedied. 


SO, 


SUB-POSTMASTERS SUPER- 
ANNUATION. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): | beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, under what section of the Super- 

;annuation Act of 1859 the condition is 
|imposed that sub-postmasters must, as a 
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condition of being entitled to superannua- 
tion, have obtained a Civil Service certifi- 


cate, and have devoted their whole time | 


to the service of the Department. 


Mr. HANBURY: A Civil Service 
certificate is required by Section 17 of the 
Act. In the exercise of the discretion 
conferred upon them by Section 2 of the 
Act the Treasury have uniformly declined 
to recognise any claim to superannuation 
under that section on the part of persons 
holding situations in the Civil Service of 
the State the duties of which are not 
such as to require that the holder should 
give his whole time to the public service. 
Iue regard is, of course, paid to the 
claims of any such persons who might 
have acquired a elaim to superannuation 
before the Act of 1859. 

Mr. FLAVIN : Can the right hon. Gen- 
tleman say if all officials coming under 
the Civil Services superannuation scheme 
give their whole time to their duties ? 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. 


VICTORIA AND ALBERT MUSEUM— 
THE BUCKLAND COLLECTION. 

Lorp BALCARRES : I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of Coun- 
cil on Education whether it has been de- 
cided to remove the Museum of Fish 
Culture from the Victoria and Albert 
Museum ; and, if not, whether any steps 
we being taken by the Department to 
develop and keep this collection in proper 
order, and to provide space for it under 
the new building scheme. 

THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE COM- 
MITTEE or COU NCIL ox EDUCATION 
(Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge University) : 1 
stated on Monday last* that no decision 
with reference to the Museum of Fish 
Culture had yet been arrived at No 
steps are therefore being taken at pre- 
sent. 

Lorp BALCARRES: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman be able to answer if I 
repeat the question in two or three 
weeks ? 


Sind. GORST: T cannot say. 


ENDOWED SCHOOLS ACT (1869) 
AMENDMENT ACT, 1873. 
Lorvp EDMOND  FITZMAURICE 
(Wiltshire, Cricklade) : I beg to ask the 
Vice-President of the Committee of 


* See page 323 of this volume. 
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| Council on Education if he can inform 


the House how many schools have come 
within the exceptions described in Sec- 
tion 5 of the Endowed Schools Act (1869) 
Amendment Act, 1873 ; for how many of 
themschemes have been framed, submitted, 
and approved, under that section and Sec- 
tion 75 of the Elementary Education Act, 
1870; and if Her Majesty’s Inspectors, 


‘under Sub-section 3 of Section 3, can 


inspect such schools without the assent, 
previously obtained, of the trustees or 
governors. 

Sin J. GORST: The reply to the first 
paragraph is, the number known to the 
Education Department is eighty-nine ; in 
answer to the second it is forty-three ; 
and in the third, ves. 


HORNING (NORFOLK) SCHOOL 
BOARD. 

Mr. PRICE: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education whether he is aware that the 
Bishop of Norwich has expressed his un- 
willingness to continue to allow the 
School Board of Horning, Norfolk, the 
use of the school there, although willing 
to allow its use as a voluntary school ; 
and whether, if the Vice-President has 
any power in the matter he will refuse 
his sanetion to the change, or at least in- 
sist upon such a substantial guarantee of 
subscriptions as to afford a reasonable 
chance of the school being efficient. 

Sin J. GORST: The Committee of 
Council have no information on the facts 
stated in the first paragraph, and no 
application from either the Bishop of Nor- 
wich or the School Board of Horning has 
been received in the Edueation Depart- 
ment. 


OLDHAM SCHOOL BOARD GRANT. 

Mr. RUNCIMAN (Oldham): I beg to 
ask the Vice-President of the Committee 
of Council on Edueation whether he is 
aware that the Oldham School Board will 
lose in grant under the new Code a sum 


estimated at nearly £400; and whether 


this loss is owing to the average efti- 
ciency, or standard of efficiency, of 
schools contemplated under the new Code 
being below that attained by the schools 
of the Oldham Board. 


Sir J. GORST: The estimate of the 


‘loss of the Oldham School Board is £336, 
which would be made good by a rate of 


one-eighth of a penny in the £ The 
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standard of efficiency is not, in the opinion 
of the Committee of Council, correctly 
measured by the amount of grant earned, 


THE NEW CODE PUPIL TEACHERS. 

*Mr. EVELYN CECLL (Hertfordshire, 
Hertford), on behalf of the hon. Member 
for West Bradford: I beg to ask the 
Vice - President of the Committee of 
Council o» Education if he can state the 
changes made by the new Code with 
regard te the payments for pupil 
teachers. 

Sin d. GORST: The grants now paid 
for pupil teachers average 40s. per 
wnnum, schools receiving more or less, 
according to the results of the examina- 
tions. Under the Code 40s. per annum 
will be paid for each pupil teacher in- 
structed, independently of the results of 
examination. Thus the total amount to 
be paid under the new system is the same 
as under the old, but will be equally 
divided. No school can for an ordinary 
pupil teacher receive under the new 
system a lower grant than it would have 
received under the old until after July Ist, 
1903, 

HIGHER 


THE BLOCK GRANT AND 


GRADE SCHOOLS. 

sir) WILLIAM = CODDINGTON 
(Blackburn): | beg to ask the Vice-Presi- 
dent of the Committee of Council on 
Education, whether the Government pur- 
pose taking steps to protect financially 
the higher grade and other elementary 
schools whose income may be diminished 
by the limitation of the block grant as 
proposed in the new Code of regulations 
for day schools. 

sin J. GORST: The reduction of the 
income of the higher grade schools under 
the Code will not be considerable, and no 
school ean have its income diminished by 
reason of the new Code till the year 
1891-2. In the meanwhile expedients 
will without doubt be devised by which 
the efficiency of these schools will be pro 
tected. 


SUGGESTED POSTPONEMENT OF 'THE 
CHANGES IN THE CODE. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
K.): | beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether his attention has been 
valled to the memorandum on the new 
Codedrawnup by the Association of School 
Boards, and to the request made by the 
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association that the drastic changes so 
hastily put before the country should be 
postponed for twelve months, on the 
ground that the new Board of Education 
is coming into immediate existence, with 
special powers for dealing with the whole 
problem of National Education: and 
whether, having regard to this appeal and 
to the representations of many of the 
school boards of the large towns that the 
education given in their schools will be 
injured by the grave diminution of the 
grants hitherto earned by many of their 
schools, Her Majesty's Government will 
consent to withdraw the changes com- 
plained of in the new Code, and allow the 
whole subject to be more fully con- 
sidered, 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : As the arrange- 
ment which had come to with 
regard to to-night has fallen through, 
perhaps l may he permitted to state to- 
morrow what Parliamentary arrange- 
ments [| will make in substitution fo 
those we have abandoned. 


been 


CORONERS INQUESTS [No WALES. 

*Mr. VAUGHAN DAVIES (Cardigan- 
shire): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been called to a state- 
ment by J. H. Evans, one of the coroners 
for Cardiganshire, in holding an inquest 
on one Margaret Ann Howell on the 12th 
instant, that if jurvmen did not under- 
stand English they were not eligible to be 
on the jury, and to the fact that he gave 
instructions to the constable in charge of 
the ease not to summon jurymen who did 
not understand English, and whether a 
person otherwise qualified to sit on a jury 
at a coroner’s inquest ini Wales is dis 
qualified by ignorance of the English 
language ; and, if so, under what statute ; 
and whether a coroner has the power to 
give directions as to the composition of 
the jury at such inquest. 

“THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Witt Rrp.ey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
So faras Tam aware, ignorance of Eng- 
lish is not a statutory disqualification for 
sitting on a coroner's jury in Wales, and 
the coroner to whom the question refers, 
and who is himself a Welshman, has 
never expressed himself in that sense. 
In the case referred to, medical evidence 
of special importance was given in Eng- 
lish, and the inquisition, as the hon. 
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Member is no doubt aware, was drawn in | 
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*sin M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have 


English, and the coroner instructed the | postponed the introduction of a new per 
police that it would be better to summen | manent dietary for convict and local 


jwors Who understood Enelish. 
] & 


This | prisons 


pending careful — observation, 


expression of opinion appears to me to | which has been continucd during the past 
le altogether in accord with common | 


sense, and in no way inconsistent with 
the law. 


CORONERS’ INQUESTS—VIEWING 
BODIES. 

Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : I 
leg to ask the Seeretary of State for the 
Home Department, in view of the fact 
that in 1898 or 1899 the replies received 
w circulars sent out by the secretary to 
coroners and their deputies showed that a 


considerable majority thought that an , 


alteration in the law is advisable, that a 
coroner should retain the power of the 
view, but that the question as to whether 
the coroner, jury, or both should be 
relieved absolutely was left for further 
consideration, whether legislation will be 
widertaken by him somewhat in terms 
of the Coroners Bill, 1870, No. 243, 
Clause 5, by which a Select Committee of 
the House, to whom such Bill had been 
referred, intended to give coroners and 
jwymen the relief now asked for. 


“sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: T have 
male inquiry as to the replies referred 
to, but I find that there was no such 
decided or conclusive preponderance of 
opinion in favour of any definite change 
in the law as to afford a reason for pro- 
posing legislation of the kind suggested. 


Mr. JOHN WILSON (Durham, Mid) : 
Did the replies come from the coroners 
themselves or from the Society of 
Coroners ? 


“sik M. WHITE RIDLEY: From the 
coroners themselves. There was a pre- 
ponderance of opinion in favour of some 
change, but very great difference of 
opinion as to what change should be 


suggested. 


CONVICTS DIETARY REGULATIONS 

Mr. SEALE -HAYNE 
Ashburton): I beg to ask the Secretary 
ot State for the Home Department 
whether the recommendations of the 


Dietary Committee, in regard to the diet 
of prisoners in Dartmoor and other con- 
Vict prisons, have been carried out ; and, 
it not, will he give this matter an early 
and favourable consideration. 


already introduced in 


vear, upon the effect of the changes 


the dietaries of 


local prisons. [I hope shortly to be in a 


| position to lay on the Table of the House 


(Devonshire, | 


new scales of dietary for both convict and 
local prisons, based upon the suggestions 
contained in the Report of the recent 
Dietary Committee. 


SUNDAY LABOUR IN) FACTORIES. 

Mr. TALBOT (Oxford University): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether any prece- 
dents exist for the proposal contained in 
Sub section (3) of Clause 33 of the Fae- 
tories and Workshops Bill to legalise 
work for tive hours on Sundays ; and, if 
not, whether he can see his way to with- 
draw this proposal. 


“Si M. WHITE RIDLEY: There ar 
several provisions in the Factory Acts 
under which it is possible for children, 
young persons, and women to work on 
Sundays. But even apart from precedent, 
I certainly cannot withdraw the proposal 
in Sub-clause (3) of Clause 33 of the 
Factory and Workshops Bill, which, I 
may explain, is required in the interest of 
the Lrish Creameries, a new and impor- 
tant industry, where a limited amount of 
Sunday labour is, | believe, indispensable. 


LUNACY LABORATORY RESEARCH. 
Mr. J. A. PEASE (Northumberland, 


Tyneside): | beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department what 
class of research it is intended shall he 
carried out in the laboratories which it is 
proposed may be provided and maintained 
in connection with lunacy in Clause 22 
of the Lunacy Bill; what is the character 
of the certificates it is intended to grant 
to licensees at such laboratories ; and 
whether the number of such laboratories 
are to be limited in number. 


*Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY: I have no 
information leading me to believe that the 
research for which the laboratories may 
be established will involve any necessity 
for either licences or certificates ; but I 
am in communication with the Lunacy 
Commissioners on the subject. 


711 Questions. 
FOOTBALL IN REGENTS PARK AND 
PRIMROSE HILL. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): [beg 
to ask the First Commissioner of Works 
whether he is aware that Regent’s Park 
and Primrose Hill are closed to players 
in football matches on the last day of 
February in every year, while the open 
spaces under the control of the London 
County Council are available to such 
players up to 31st March; and whether 
he can cause the football period in the 
first-named open spaces to be extended to 
31st March. 

THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers Dovucuas, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The ground on which 
football is played at Regent's Park and 
Primrose Hill is very stiff clay, and it 
becomes much cut up and the 
destroyed. The grass needs some time for 
restoration, and [ am not prepared, there- 
fore, to extend the football season in these 
Parks. More particularly as to Primrose 
Hill, I have to keep in view the fitness of 
the same ground for cricket. 


Vass 


ABERDEENSHIRE FISHERIES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, F.): 
| beg toask the Lord Advocate whether, 
in view of the recent wholesale migration 
of fishermen, particularly on the Aber- 
deenshire coast, the Government will take 
steps, by facilitating the system of harbour 
construction, by developing light railways, 
and by a stricter enforcement of the 
fishery laws and regulations, to restrain 
this continuous depletion of the country 
population. 

*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): Each of 
the three suggestions which the hon. 
Member makes has already engaged the 
attention of the Government, and to each 
some practical effect has already been 
given. But the Government are not 
prepared in answer to such a question as 
this to assume obligations of a wholly 
indefinite and unlimited nature. 


NEW POST OFFICE FOR LIMERICK. 

Mr. O’KEEFFE (Limerick): [ beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether he can state what steps are being 
taken in reference to the Iuilding of a 
new post office in the city of Limerick. 

Mr. HANBURY: Measures are in 


progress for obtaining the additional 
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ground required for the rebuilding of the 
head post office at Limerick. 


CARRICKROE POSTAL DELAYS. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): | 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
as representing the Postmaster General 
whether numerous complaints have been 
made respecting the delivery of the mails 
in the Carrickroe sub-post district, county 
Monaghan ; whether he is aware that 
discontent prevails with the praetice of a 
three-day delivery in the week in some 
townlands, and only a two-day delivery 
in the week in other townlands as con- 
veniently situated to the post office ; and 
whether, to prevent such dissatisfaction, 
the Department will equalise the delivery 
over this sub-post district. 


Mr. HANBURY: As the hon. Mem- 
ber was informed in answer to his 
question of the 27th of October last, the 
tor 
the Carrickroe district showed that the 
present arrangements for the delivery of 
letters were the best practicable. Further 


‘inquiry will however, now be made, and 


the question of affording an improved 
service will again be considered. 


LOUGH CORRIB DRAINAGE WORKS. 

Mr. PINKERTON (Galway): [beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland if he is aware that 
frequent complaints have been made by 
millowners in Galway to the Commis- 
sioners of Public Works with regard to 
the failure of the Drainage Trustees to 
maintain the drainage and navigation 
works on Lough Corrib ; that, in response 
to these complaints, an engineer was sent 
down to inspect the works, and reported 
to the effect that there is a considerable 
accumulation in the channel which should 
be removed by the Drainage ‘Trustees : 
and if, in consequence of that report, the 
Commissioners communicated with the 
Trustees with the view of having this 
order carried out; and whether the 


_ Trustees have taken any steps to comply 


with the orders of the Commissioners of 
Public Works ; and if he can state the 


| amount of assessment levied on the locality 
| for the maintenance of these works, and 


the amount expended by the Drainage 
Trustees in improvements and repairs. 


Mr. HANBURY: No complaint has 


been made as to the navigation works, 


which do not affect the mills, but other- 
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wise the statements in the first paragraph , has no doubt that such powers could be 
are substantially correct. The Tr nates s obtained as would permit of the carrying 
have given an assurance that immediate | out of such arrangements as might com- 
steps will be taken to remove the accumu-! mend themselves to the Committee as 
lation. The secretary to the Trustees | beneficial to the insane and economical to 
states that, on an average, about £300 a! the ratepayers. I may point out that 
year was spent by the Drainage Board on there is no power under the existing law 
works of maintenance between 1895 and | to adopt the system of out-nursing, even 
1898, and that in 1899 over £600 was so | if such a course were deemed advisable. 
spent. I have no information before me , The matter, however, is receiving the con- 
at present as to the amount of the assess- | sideration of Government. 


ment. 
BELFAST PROTESTANT ASSOCLTATION 
NT fa al TCTITRPES 
FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY LOUTH. LECTURES. 
i Pate. RAM TAEES fincas KA 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I beg to) Mk. SAMUEL YOUNG (Cavan, I.) : 
ask Mr. Attorney General for treland I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department whether he is 
aware that a man calling himself “ Ex- 
Monk Widdows ” has lately been preach- 
heen pending for over twelve months ; |!" and lecturing in selfast, under the 
and whether he can state when these | auspices of the Belfast Protestant, Asso- 
cases will be disposed of by the sub-com- , ©#tton ; and that his real name is Nobbs ; 
whether he was sentenced in Toronto, 
Canada, to five months imprisonment 
Tar ATTORNEV (ENFER) a ; onth: | : 
Pg ogg tings oe and sentenced “again in I888 by Mr. 
as _ ‘_ iting’ 4% : Justice A. L. Smith to ten years penal 
vate } a =e ceopeonge: 92 os servitude for an unmentionable crime ; 
rom the County Louth is at present in| and whether, seeing Widdows, vlivs 
course of disposal. The hearing of these Nojbs, was never a monk, the Govern- 
4 Ss, as y ’ 
= pis ogg ion Di — the | ment will proceed against him for obtain- 
2th instan 1e list contains all cases | ; eat ; 
; ! . cohcdlnes : S| ing money under false pretences. 
in which the applications were receivedin | * pea leat ae Lal : 
the office of the Land Commission prior | esr ne sug 8 1 jee yee 1, 
° r ’Yr 10e , ay y s 
to Ist April, 1899. Two hundred and my night "' donne th si aba 
fifty-eight additional applications which | a It pi > a Ide me “es 
: . ‘ | Ge , se »x- Monk rs has 
have been received from the County he lig se “del a ene ns 
. . . | 4p pce a y oC Wc > 
Louth since the latter date will be listed | B if ere y a pie ee = 
for hearing in due course. be ast. am unable to say W et - 1 
is an accredited agent of the Belfast Pro- 
testant Association, though I observe he 
as been associated on several oceasions 
Mr. DALY : I beg to ask Mr. Attorney | 88 been associated on several occasion 
© ; ” with Mr. Arthur Trew, who, I believ+, is 
General for Ireland whether he is aware | < ieneedinnes: dabbles ok teak Mae It 
that the medical superintendent of the | * P” “ty annbrers. Wee 
»: . ‘ is a fact that Widdows was convicted and 
Richmond Lunatic Asylum, Doctor Con- scsitcaaeaai tua, TA Ren tlic ally. “ean 
‘ ,) , 2 ® ¢ fe > , ay 7 - 
vig egg has issued his yearly report, nt é 
1 which he states that out-nursing of | tioned, and though I have not been able 
: : | ‘ocure a copy of any conviction 
some of the inmates would he beneficial | = ie er C PS 1, a ro i dexpcvanie 
to them as well as beneficial to the rate- | “30st tm in Vanada, er ee 
payers ; and whether he will inquire into | to doubt that he was convieted and scn- 
ke By.2 r] 5 
ABS . I ‘ tenced in Toronto for a similar offence. 
the suggestions made by Doctor Con-| ,, onan 
ae , . | There are some legal difficulties in the 
nolly Norman as to the out-nursing of | course suggested isa tha: Seek ate agraph of 
. . i > Ss ’ S i 
lunatics which seems to work so well ms 


dr) 
ides Sitar euit ciker couse. the question, but the matter has been 
rermany, anc © ‘jes 

ee any? ’ | placed in the hands of the police. 


for a long time past. | 
Mr. ATKINSON: The fact is not quite | LAND SUB-COMMISSION SITTINGS IN 

as represented in the first paragraph of | COUNTY CORK. 

the question. What Dr. Norman in his Mr. EDWARD BARRY (Cork Co., 

report stated was, that if the Committee |$.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 

of Management are satisfied that a system | the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland if he can 

of out-nursing would be advantageous, he | state how many fair rent applications are 


whether he is aware that hundreds of 
applications from tenants in the county 
of Louth to have fair rents fixed have 


missioners. 


RICHMOND LUNATIC ASYLUM. 
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now awaiting hearing before the Land ; carried on by an ofticer whose legal status 


Commission from the — Skibbereen, 
Drumanway, and Clonakilty Unions, 
When last a sitting of a Sub-Commission 
took place for those unions, and when the 
next sitting may he expected. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. BAL- 
rouR): There are one hundred and 
forty-nine applications to fix fair rents 
from the Union of Skibbereen, forty 
three from the Union of Drumanway, 
and seventy-three from the Union 
of Clonakilty, that have not yet been 
listed for hearing. = A Sub-Commission 
sat in these towns on July 6th, April 


2xth, and March 31st, 1899, respectively, | 


Further sittings will be arranged for 
these districts at as carly dates as 
possible, but such dates have not Vet heen 
tixed. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork) : Lbeg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland how many fair 
rent applications are now awaiting hearing 
hetore the Land Commissioners from the 
Cork Poor Law Union, when last a sitting 
of the Sub-Commission for this union took 
place, and when the next sitting may be 
expected. 

Min. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFOUR) : Ninety eight applications 
to tix fair rents from the Union of Cork 
have not yet been listed for hearing. 
A Sub-Commission last sat in October, 
IS%s, for the disposal of cases from that 
Union. A further list containing cases 
from the Union is at present in pre 
paration, and will be taken up when the 
list for Kilmallock District, now in 
course of disposal, has been completed. 


QUEENS COUNTY COUNCIL 
SECRETARY. 

Mk. MAURICE HEALY: | beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that inconvenience has arisen in 
the Queen’s County owing toa contention 
raised by the secretary of the county 
couneil as to whether the notice given to 
him by that body under Section 115, Sub 
section (5), of the Local Government Act 
Was sutticient. the council being in the 
position that it is left in doubt whether 
the secretary is their officer or not ; and 
whether he is aware that the official in 
question 1s over seventy years of age, and 
whether any steps can be taken to insure 
that the business of the county will be 


‘has arisen. 


is undoubted. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr G. W, 
SALFOUR): [To am not aware that any 
inconvenience, such as is suggested, 
If the notice served upon 
the official referred to was insufficient 
the county council, through their own 
negligence in that respect, have them- 
selves to blame. The point is one for 
decision in a court of law in some. pro- 
ceeding between the council and their 
officer, and is not a matter in which 
either the Trish Executive or the Local 
Government Board can interfere. 


IRISH AGRICULTURAL GRANT. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY: L beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether, owing to the construction 
placed by landlords upon the introductory 
words of Section 54 of the Local Govern- 
ment Act, occupiers holding under 
tenancies with March and September gale 
days are deprived of the benefit of that 
portion of the Agricultural Grant declared 
to be intended in relief of county cess for 
the half-year ending 29th September last, 
and also of the adjustment in respect of 
poor rate on buildings to which their 
liability to the whole poor rate equitably 
entitles them ; and whether he will deal 
with this matter in the proposed amend- 
ing Bill. 

Mr. ATKINSON: i am not aware 
whether landlords have generally adopted 
the construction referred to. The effect 
of such a construction would be as stated 
in the question. In reply to the second 
paragraph, IT can only say that the 
necessity for any amendment of that law 
is under consideration. 


ROYAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE, IRE- 
LAND. -COMMITTEE OF INQUIRY. 
Mr. FIELD: | beg to ask the Vice- 

President of the Department of Agri- 

culture for Ireland whether he is in a 

position to announce the names ol 

the members — of the Committee 

which he stated had been appointed to 
consider the teaching of the Royal College 
of Science in Ireland, and the building 
which will be required ; and whether he 
can state what the terms of reference to 
the said Committee will be. 

Tue VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 

DEPARTMENT or : 


AGRICULTURE 
ror IRELAND (Mr. PuunkKerr, Dublin 
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“17 Questions. 





(o. S.): The names of the Committee 
appointed by the Department of Agri- 
culture and Technical 
Ireland are Sir William Abney, K.C.B., 
Chairman, the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment and the Assistant Secretary for 
Technical Instruetion, the Commissioner 
of Valuation for Ireland, and Mr. S. E. 
Spring-Rice, C.B. The reference 
follows 


Is as 


“To consider and report on the future posi- 
tion and funetions of the Royal College of 
Science for Ireland with reference to technical 
instruction as related to industries and agri- 
culture in that country; to report on the 
requirements of the college a» regards staff 
and orgabisation ; and to make reeommenda- 
tions as to the arrangement and nature of the 
new college buildings,” 


CHAPTER OF ST ALBANS. 

CoLONEL LOCKWOOD: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Treasury by what 
statutory or other authority a dean and 
chapter has been granted to St. Albans, 
and from what source the endowment for 
stich chapter is to be derived ; and whether 
the grant to St. Albaus may be regarded 
as the precursor to similar grants in the 
case of the other sees constituted in recent 


Vears, 


Mino AL J. BALFOUR: [ understand 
that a charter is to be granted, but there 
isno cndowment in connection with it. 
REPRESENTATIVES INO THE 

LOBBY. 

*Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, 8.) : [beg 
to ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that a gentleman 
who is an accredited press representative 
in the Lobby of the House of Commons 
holds an official and salaried position in 
the London Record Office : and)» whether 
it is consistent with the rules of the 
public service that a gentleman holding a 
public position of this deseription should 
he permitted to act as an agent for the 
May I be permitted to state that 
the question has been so sub-edited that 
neither in form nor in phraseology is it 
mine, and this alteration has been made 
entirely without communication or con- 


) 


sultation with me ! 


PRESS 


press, 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [I do not know 
whether the hon. Gentleman still takes an 
interest in his question, but if he does | 
may inform him that the person to whom 
he refers does not occupy a salaried posi- 
tion, but he does certain work for the | 


129 Maren 1900} 


Instruction for | 





71s 


| Record Office for which he is paid. No: 
| Department has any control over his time 
when not engaged on this work. 

*VIn,. HAYDEN: May Lask if it isin the 
interest of the public service that an 
employee of a Government Department 
should be connected with the press in this 
manner ! 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 

*Mr. HAYDEN: I shall draw attention 


to this on the Estimates. 


(uestions. 


MARINE [INSURANCE BILL. 

Mr. WARR: L beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is able 
to say when the Marine Insurance Bill 
will be introduced. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This Bill will, 
I believe, be introduced in another place. 
It has not yet been introduced, and | 
am afraid T cannot give a definite answer 
to the specific inquiry my hon. friend 
mikes, 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

*Mnr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushelitte) : | beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury whether he can tor the con- 
venience of Members now state when it is 
proposed that the House should adjourn 
tor and reassemble after Easter. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I 
rather disappointed with the progress of 
public business. [ had hoped that we 
should have advanced the Finanee Bill 
further than we have, but [ still hope 
that if we make reasonable progress in 
the business that still remains to be done 
we may be able to get away on Tuesday, 
April 10th, and in that case T shall give 
the House a fortnight and two days 
holiday, and not ask it to reassemble till 
Thursday, the 26th. 

Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): What Estimates will be taken 


to-morrow / 


Sim CHARLES CAMERON: And as 
to the Ecclesiastical Assessments (Seot- 
Jand) Bill ? 

Mr. A. I. BALFOUR: ‘To-morrow we 
hegin business by moving the Speaker out 
of the Chair, and, this being completed, we 
shall proceed with the Estimates in their 
order. Perhaps, being on my feet, [ may 
say that | am rather disappointed in my 
anticipation, and must somewhat depart 
from the arrangements for next week. [ 


have been 
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held out a hope to Scotch Members that as 
the first Order for Monday we would take 
the Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) 
Bill, and go on with other Scotch matters, 
but I find that a stage of the Finance Bill 
must be taken on each day next week. 


As a matter of fact, the Report stage , 
must be taken on Monday. I do not sup- , 


pose it will take any length of time, but 
the Ecclesiastical Assessments will be 
the second Order. On Tuesday I must ask 
the House to take a stage of the Finance 
Bill first. 


Sim WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 


mouthshire, W.): What are the various . 


stages of the Finance Bill that will be 
taken ! 


we take the Report. On Tuesday I have 
a Resolution of the House in Committee 
of Ways and Means for insertion of cer- 
tain clauses. Then must follow on subse- 
quent days the recommittal of the Bill, 
the insertion of these clauses, and the 
hird Reading of the Bill on Friday. 

Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): Will 
there be a morning sitting on Tuesday ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : No, Sir. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
Is it proposed to interfere with the debate 
on the Indian famine ! 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
the Government business for that day 
need take long. It need not displace the 
hon. Member’s motion if the House will 
treat the business of the Finance Bill as 
tormal business. 

Mr. H. 8. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): When will the Sea Fisheries Bill 
he taken? Will it be brought on at a 
time to admit of its being discussed ? 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I will consult 
my right hon. friend in charge of the Bill. 
! do not think there is much chance of its 
heing taken to-night or on Monday. 


MONEY LENDING BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Monday next, and to 


he printed. [Bill 156.] 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL 
[Lords]. 
Read the first time: 


to be read a 


second time upon Monday next, and to. 


be printed. [Bill 157.] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill intituled, 


/“ An Act to amend the law relating to 


Youthful Offenders ; 
poses connected therewith.” 
Offenders Bill [Lords] 

Also, a Bill. intituled, * An Act to con- 
firm a Provisional Order under the Burgh 
Police (Scotland) Act, 1892, to increase 
the number of Magistrates in the Burgh 
of Leith.” Leith Burgh Provisional Order 
Bill {Lords}. 

Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
amend in certain respects the Acts relat- 
ing to the Mersey Docks and Harbour 
Board ; and for other purposes.” Mersey 


and for other pur- 
Youthful 


. Docks and Harbour Board Bill [Lords]. 
Sir M. HICKS BEACH : On Monday | 


And, also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act 


‘ . ave | for empowering the Governments Stocks 
to move the Speaker out of the Chair for | 


and other Securities Investment Company, 
Limited, to increase the dividend upon 
its preferred ordinary stock; and to 
amend The Governments Stock Invest- 
ment Company, Limited, Act, 1887.” 
Governments Stock and other Securities 
Investment Company Bill | Lords}. 

Lee Conservancy  Bill.—That they 
give leave to the Lord Russell of 
Killowen to attend in order to his 
being examined as a witness _ before 
the Select Committee appointed by this 
House on the Lee Conservancy Bill ; his 
Lordship consenting. 


MERSEY DOCKS AND HARBOUR 
BOARD BILS [Lords]. 
GOVERNMENT STOCK AND OTHEL 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT COMPANY 

BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


BURGH PROVISIONAL ORDER 
BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 
and to be printed. {Bill 158.) 


nITH 
5 
LEI 


FINANCE BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 
[Mr. Joun ELLIs (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe) in the Chair. } 
New clause— 
“(1) If any manufacturer of tobacco shall 


have in his custody or possession fit for sale, 
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721 Finance 
or shall tender for drawback, or if any dealer 
in or retailer of tobacco shall) have in his 
custody or possession any tobacco containing a 
greater proportion of oil than 3 per cent., “he 
shall incur an excise penalty of £50, and the 
tobacco shall be forfeited. 

(2) The expression ‘oil” in this section 
includes any substance of a fatty or oily 
nature which may he present in tohacco, and 
the expression ‘fit for sale’ shall, 2s respects 
roll or cut tobaceo, have the meaning assigned 
to it by Section 4 of the Customs and Inland 
Revenue Act, 1887. 

(3) In computing the amount of moisture in 
one hundred pounds of tobacco for the purposes 
of that part of Section | of the Manufactured 
Tohaeco Act, 1863 (as amended by subsequent 
Acts), which deals with the caleulation of 
moisture for drawback, any fraction of a pound 
of moisture 

(7) if it is over any number of entire 
pounds less than fourteen, shall be 
treated as an entire pound, and 

(+) if it is over fourteen entire pounds, or 
any number of entire pounds exceeding 
fourteen, shall be disregarded ; 

and the quantity of dry tohaceo shall be 
treated as diminished or inereased accordingly. 
This sub-section shall not apply to snuff.” 
(The CVanectlor of the Evcheque r.)- 


brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That the clause 


be read «a second time.” 


Sin J. A. WILLOX (Liverpool, Ever- 
ton) appealed to the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer to reconsider this proposal. 
For the first time and without notice the 
right hon. Gentleman was introducing a 
penalty on manufacturers of tobacco, by 


making the proposal contained in the 
clanse. 

*Tirk CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER! (Sir M. Hicks Bracn, 


Bristol, W.): 1 thought when I placed 
this clause upon the paper that it would 
bea great advantage to the trade. [know 
the acquaintance which the hon. 
has with the subject, and if he desires 
further consideration of the clause I will 
hot press it now. 

Clause (by leave) withdrawn. 

New clause 


“The duty to be paid on goods or commodi- 
ties deposited in a customs or exeise ware- 
house is hereby declared to be the duty 
chargeable at the date of the actual removal 
of those goods or commodities from the ware- 
house, and if before that date any sums shall 
have been paid in respect of duty, the differ- 
ence (if any) between the sums so paid and 
the aetual duty chargeable shall be paid or 
repaid, as the ease may be.”—(The Chancellor 
of the ko cheque 7.)— 


brought up and read the first time. 
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Question proposed, * That the clause 
be read a second time.” 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES = (Lynn 


Regis): I should like an explanation of 
this clause. 








*SIR HICKS BEACH: I shall be 
very happy to explain. This clause is 
intended to prevent the very unseemly 
thing that occurred on the 3rd and 5th 
of March at the Customs House. At 
present the mode of effecting clearances 
on dutiable goods is that persons come to. 
the Customs House with a cheque, and 
on receipt of the cheque the goods are 
cleared. Hon. Members are aware of the 
manner in which this method of — pro- 
ceeding was taken advantage of for the 
purpose of forestalling the duties on the 
3rd and 5th of March. I propose that 
the time of the clearance of goods shall 
be interpreted as that of their actual 
removal from the bonded warehouse. 
This will tend in another way to ensure 
the observance of the law, because goods 
should not be allowed to remain long in 
bond after the duty has been paid. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I hope 
this matter will receive just a little more 
consideration. The House probably con- 
cluded from the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer’s remarks that these are Govern- 
ment warehouses, inwhich these goods were 


stored. They are not warehouses be- 
longing to the Government, they are 


private warehouses and if these are all 
made subject to this drastic proposal a 
great blow will be given to the warehouse 
system. Before the present Budget we 
had an opinion expressed by — the 
Treasury about this matter of keeping 


goods in warehouse after the duty 
has been paid. It arose in eon- 
nection with the Budget and in 


connection with one of these bonds it was 
asked whether there was the right to 
retain the goods in the warehouse. [| 
think the Treasury—-I do not say the 
right hon, Gentleman was responsible for 


it - expressed the opinion that there 
was no such right. That expression 
of opinion created amongst the — pro- 


prietors of these warehouses something 
like dismay. Warehousing is a great 
business in London. I say, with great 
deference to the Chancellor of the 


Exchequer’s opinion, that by this proposal 
a great additional difficulty wall be thrown, 
[don’t think 


on this important business. 











423 Kinane 
that we should lightly increase the difti- 
culties with which the business is carried 
on. A great deal has been said about 
the unseemly preceedings at the Customs 
House on the 3rd and Sth of Mareh, but 
that was because the Budget of the right 
hon. Gentleman was rushed in the most 
extraordinary way this vear. There was 
no reason why it should have been rushed 
and [ think if this Budget had been taken 
at the proper time there would have been 
no ground for the complaints made, This 
is a most extraordinary clause. It seems 
to mea very clumsy way of meeting the 
difficulty which I donot believe in myself. 
I believe it will cause a great deal more 
difficulty in connection with business than 
the right hon. Gentleman thinks. 


Sin J. LENG (Dundee): I think the 
proposal of this clause will give general 
satisfaction. The fact that in two days 
upwards of two millions and a quarter of 
money was rushed into the Customs for 
the clearance of goods in bond clearly re- 
quires that some attention should be paid 
to this subject by the Treasury, because 
whatever may be said about it the object 
of that sudden and large payment of duty 
was to take advantage of the position of 
affairs and practically diminish — the 
revenue of the subsequent vear. [It will 
he a great thing that in all such matters 
the commercial interests shall be put on 
the same footing. That will he ac 
‘complished by this clause, and I think if 
any practical difficulty is found in the 


working of it the Chancellor of the 
Exehequer, or his successors, will en- 
«leavour to remedy the difficulty. [t will 
have the effect of remedying what 


happened this year, and that is’ very 
desirable. 


“Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): 1 hope the Government 
will succeed in preventing what has heen 
complained of with respect to clearances. 
Nothing can be more injurious to our 


tinance than the taking of 2,000,000 
out of a year when you want it and 


putting it into another when you do not 
want it. My hon. friend says the Budget 
‘was rushed andthat it led to these pro- 
ceedings. The fact is exactly the reverse, 
as the Chancellor of the Exchequer said. 
These proceedings were the cause which 
compelled him to bring on the Budget at 
ithe time he did. These are what you may 
wall in a certain sense gambling trans- 


Mr. Loud. 
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actions. They are speculations on the 
proposals of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer, and they ought not to be 
encouraged, | hope this will help to 
prevent such transactions in future. 


*Mr. LOUGH: It appears that there is 
some misunderstanding on the question 
from the two short speeches we have 
heard. This two millions and a_ half 
of revenue has been spoken of as if al! this 
money had been put into somebody's 
pocket. It is a great mistake, as will be 
seen if the House will only think for a 
moment. Take spirits—it is only 5. per 
cent. of the two millions and a half. ty 
the case of tobacco you must take the 
proportion at one-twelfth. You will see 
that quite an undue fuss was made about 
the transactions. There is another point. 
The trade is constantly changing, and | 
am sorry that Chancellors of the Ey: 
chequer are not, perhaps, as familiar with 
the details of it as they ought to he, or 
some of the provisions of the Budget 
would not appear as they are. A great 
change has taken place in this country 
lately, and goods are dealt with in 
different ways. Large contracts are imade 
for goods duty paid, and they are male a 
long time in advance. ‘The vast majority 
of them, as far as I know, were merely 
acts done by agents for clients they had. 
I do say that if we have this very chunsy 
way of collecting the revenue, we ought 
to remember the situation of the traders 
when making those violent plunges which 
seem to me to do a great deal 
ot harm to business. The Chancellor 
can take off a duty as suddenly, and | 
cannot recall a case in which great loss 
did not fall on the holders of 
throughout the country when duty was 
taken off. [believe we will have to. find 
a much less drastic clause than this, wand 
one better suited to the trade. If others 
felt as I feel about it 1 would oppose the 
clause, but 1 will not do so. All J want 
is to get the best system for the collec- 
tion of the revenue, and to see that some 
protection is given to traders when ditties 
are taken off. 


stock 


*Sin M. HICKS BEACH : [ should like 
to read a few sentences from a circular 
that has been put into my hands— 

“On Friday, 2nd March, notice was given 
that the Budget would be presented on 
Monday, 5th Mareh. Deeming this to fore- 
shadow a sharp increase in taxation, holders 
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of dutiable merchandise spent the interval in 
aying duty and arranging for clearance. ‘Tea 
traders were particularly busy, and before 


3.30 p.m. on the 5th they paid duty on twenty- | 


three inillion pounds, bringing up the total 
since Ist January to forty-three million pounds 
in excess of the usual quantity, Allowing 
£1,400,000 for tea and £700,000 for duty, 
these operations have involved an outlay of 
100,000, together with the expense of 
finding storage room for some 450.000 packages 
entailed by the new order to remove duty- 
paid goods * forthwith” from the bonded ware- 
houses. Buyers were in consequence so pre- 
occupied that it was needful to close the 
market last week, and give the trade time to 
recover from their exertions. and to accomo- 
date themselves to the new condition of the 
sixpenny duty imposed on the 6th March. 
Distributors at once raised their prices, and have 
thus secured the greater part of the £350,000, 
which is the difference between duty at 4d., 
andat 6d. on forty-three million pound weight 
of tea.” 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Clause added. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): The 
object of the clause T now beg to move is, 
I think, apparent to everybody, and_ it 
certainly expresses the opinion of most 
members of this Committee. It is not a 
new idea. — It has not grown out of the 
present war entirely. In 1894 1 
moved a similar amendment of the 
Finance Act following the Budget 
of the right hon, Gentleman the Member 
for West Monmouthshire.* Surely those 
who go and fight our battles should 
not be taxed in the same way as 
There are some advantages 
already granted to soldiers and. sailors 
who die in the service of — the 
Crown, Their estates are exempt from 
certain stamp duties. [| think the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer was very sympa- 
thetic on this matter when [ moved the 
same clause, or a practically similar 
clause, in 1894. He spoke in favour of it 
and said it should be regarded with a 
sympathetic feeling by the then Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer. I am glad to 
think that he now somewhat agrees with 
that, and Lam very hopeful that he will 
assent to this proposal. | have included 
in my Amendment other forces of the 
Crown, besides the Army and Navy, so 
as to cover the case of any persons 
killed in heroic action in the field. I 
think they should be included, but | 


others. 


“See Debate in Committee on the Finance 
Bill, 9th July, 1894. (Zhe Parliamentary 
Delvites [Yourth Series], Vol. xxvi., page 1249.) 


129 Marcu 1900! 


Bill, 726 


believe the right hon. Gentleman has 
not taken a sympathetic view of this 
as he does in the case of those who 
die in the service of the Crown. — In 
his speech in 1894 he drew a dis- 
tinction between those two classes of 
heroes, and although [ regret it, F cannot 
persist in that part of the resolution if he 
insists on excluding it. 1 give the Trea- 
surv absolute discretion to settle cach 
case coming under the purview of this 
clause, if he will agree to extend it to 
heroic acts done in civil life as well as 
military lite. 1 do not press the special 
wording of my clause. All TP want is that 
the country should not derive any 
benefit from those unfortunate incidents 
that lead to our soldiers and sailors being 
killed in wartare. The limit of £5,000 
excludes all persons of large means. | 
think the common feeling of justice 
requires that we should exempt them 
from this heavy tax. The  ques- 
tion has heen discussed a good deal 
in public, and Tam sure the great bulk 
of the House agrees with my proposal. q 


New clause 


“Estate duty shall not be payable on an 
estate the prineipal value of which does not ex- 
ceed five thousand pounds in the case of any 
person killed, or dying within twelve months 
from the effect of any wound received, in the 
performance of his duty in the Navy, the 
Army, or other forces of the Crown. The date 
from which this exemption may be elaimed 
shall be the twelfth day of October one 
thousand eight hundred and ninety-nine. The 
Treasury may, if they think fit, authorise the 
Comiissioners of Inland Revenue to remit the 
death duties in any case of an estate the prin- 
cipal value of which does not exceed tive 
thousand pounds, when the person loses his life 
in the performance of some heroic act of saving 
or attempting to save another person or per- 
sons from danger, disease, or aceident.”—{ 17+. 
Barth Yo) 


brought up and read the first. time. 


Question proposed, ‘That the clause be 
read a second time.” 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester. S.W.): 
I] rise to support this very heartily. Do 
I understand that the clause applies only 
to the estates of men who are killed or 
who die from the effect of any wound 
received!) | want to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman, if he admits that prineipl to 
be just, as | sincerely trust he will, does 
he not consider that a man whe dies of 
disease should included in the 
clause. There is another point | wish to 
put before the right hon. Gentleman in 


also be 
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this connection which [ think worthy of 
consideration. There are a_ certain 
number of men called up and not sent 
on extra service at once, 
at the depots. I have known cases of 
men who died before they actually got 
to the seat of war, and | do think they 
are entitled to the same consideration. 
If the Chancellor of the Exchequer cannot 
provide for them in the Bill, [ do hope 


that those who die from disease will 
receive consideration. 
Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): 1 oppose 


this on the ground that it belongs to a 
class of proposals most vicious and 
objectionable in principle —the extending 
of relief by exemption from taxation. — It 
is a method which popularity hunters and 
gentlemen who wish to make themselves 
agreeable eagerly grasp at. Instead of 
coming out manfully and squarely and 
openly, you give a remission of taxation, 
and a remission of taxation is precisely 
the same thing as the giving of grants. 
The straight and honest way would be to 
make up your minds what you are going 
to do for these people, and vote the 
money and let it appear on the face of the 
Estimates. I will state three objections 
which appear to me to be of enormous 
weight against the particular proposal we 
are asked toconsider. The first objection 
appears to be 50 strong as to he abso- 
Intely fatal if we were living in times 
when the voice of reason would be heard 
inside and outside of this House on the 
question of the war, but of course we are 
not. What is the proposal before us ‘ 
“Estate duty shall not be payable on an 
estate the principal value of which does not 
exceed five thousand pounds in the case of any 
person killed, or dying within twelve months 
trom the effect of any wound received, in the 
performance of his duty in the Navy, the 
\rmy, or other forces of the Crown,” 
In other words, a grant of money shall 
le given to the heirs of everybody dying 
from wounds sustained in the course of 
the present war. That grant is to be 
calculated on the most stupid and the 
most monstrous principle that could be 
possibly devised by human ingenuity. 
The richer a man is the larger will 
he the grant. If an officer who has 
performed prodigies of valour, and _ is 
wounded, afterwards returns to the ranks, 
as many of them have done, and distin- 
vuishes himself in every way, if he is 
killed, and leaves to his unfortunate 
widow and family £500, £100, or no | 


Mr, Galloway 


‘COMMONS! 


They are kept | 





Bill. 79g 
pounds at all, under this ingenious 
clause the family get nothing at all. But 
if he leaves £5,000 then the family get 
£100. Was there ever put before the 
House so monstrous a doctrine ? If a man, 
taken as a prisoner to Pretoria at an 
early stage of the war, dies there from 
a small wound he may have received, 
leaving £5,000, his family is to get a 
present of £100 or £150—I have not 
alculated the exact amount —while the 
family of an officer who has fought all 
through the war, and has no real estate, is 
under this ingenious and magnificent 
clause to get nothing at all. Was there 
ever such a proposal made to the House 
of Commons? Because this proposal is 
in favour of the war it has the effect on 
hon. Members of making them say 
“shovel out this money” without con- 
sidering whether it is to do good or harm. 
The more you examine the proposal the 
more insane and monstrous it appears. 
One man has £1,000 to leave to his widow 
and family. They get a trifle of £40 or 
£50 under this clause, and another 
man who has no wife and no family 
leaves his property to an_ elder 
brother, who benefits by this proposal to 
the extent of £300 or £400. Is not that 
grotesque? Many of the officers who are 
being killed are unmarried, and under this 
ingenious clause you are making a present 
of £50 or £100 of the taxpayers’ money 
to wealthy men in England who want no 
relief whatever. This is going to be done 
by the British House of Commons when 
thousands of the widows and families of 
your soldiers will be starving after this 
war is over. [Cries of “No!”] They are 
starving already. [Cries of “No!” and 
“Name!”] [ say they are. I will do 
hetter than give names. I have received 
a circular appealing to me as an Irish 
Member, and pointing out the wretched 
condition of the wives and families of the 
soldiers. There are many poor families 
of soldiers who have no real estate to 
leave, and whose little belongings cannot 
come under the purview of this clause 
There will be many tamilies in want, and 
you will require large sums of money. | 
am sure I won't oppose any Vote you pro- 
pose for any of the soldiers. I think the 
families of the soldiers are treated in this 
country with too little generosity. Is 
it not a monstrous thing, at this 
stage of the war, before we have any 
information as to what the Government 
are going te propose for the families of 
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the common soldiers, to bring forward a | 
proposal of this kind, which in its very | 
essence is unjust? It is calculated to give | 
the greater relief the greater the amount | 
of property a man leaves. There are 
many of your officers who have no) 
property at all. No more grotesque and 
monstrous and insane proposal was ever 
laced before the House of Commons. I 
do trust the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will consider the matter for a moment 
before he commits himself to it. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): I am not, 
surprised that the hon. Member has | 
strongly opposed this proposal. Any 
proposal with which he does not abso- 
lutely agree is always monstrous and 
insane. ‘There was one part of the speech | 
of the hon. Member with which I found 
myself able to agree, and that was when | 
he referred to the wives and families of 
soldiers killed in action. [am glad to think 
that there is already some provision made 
for the widows and children of our soldiers 
killed in action. The Government have , 
taken an important step in ordering an 
inquiry into the administration of the 
Patriotic Fund, which exists for that very 
purpose, in order to ensure that it shall be 
worked in the best possible manner. We 
have also the satisfaction of knowing that 
the country has responded generously 
to the appeals made to them for the | 
support of the widows and children of | 
those who have met their death in the | 
service of the State. If these funds are 
not sufficient, I would gladly welcome any 
proposal of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer to provide additional money for | 
% absolutely legitimate an object. On the 
general merits of this proposal I would say 
that, prima fucie,it does seeman unreasonable | 
thing that if a man prematurely meets his 
death in the service of the State, the 
State should immediately seize that 
opportunity of levying a tax on those he 
leaves behind him. The exemptions from 
(uty upon estates of persons killed inaction 
are mainly two. One of them provides that 
if an officer is killed in action and has an 
estate under £100, the State shall not 
levy any duty upon that property. The 
other exemption is to the effect that if 
tcommon soldier, seaman or marine is | 
killed in action no estate duty shall be. 
levied upon his property. That is a 
reasonable exemption, but it is open to 
two objections. One objection is that it | 
(oes not apply to non-commissioned 
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officers. Another objection is that at the 
present moment there are men of large 
property serving in South Africa as 
common soldiers, and if they are unfortu- 
nately killed in action theirestates would be 
exempted altogether. I am glad to think 
that men who have large properties have 
gone out, and all praise and all credit to 
them for having gone out, to serve their 
country as common soldiers, but there is 
no reason why these large estates should 
My hon. friend 
who moved the clause has limited itsapplica- 
tion to estates of £5,000 and under. I 
have to propose another limitation, and 
that is that the exemption should only 


‘apply where the £5,000 or less goes to 


the widow or children of the man who is 
killed. I agree with the criticism of the 
hon. Member who has just sat down that, 
if the property goes to a collateral or more 
distant relative, or no relative at all, there 
is no ground for exemption in that case. 
If, however, you exempt from duty a com- 
paratively small sum which goes to the 
widow and children of the man who is 
killed, then I say you have a proposition 
reasonable in itself and one which I think 
the great majority of the House will be 
prepared to accept. The clause moved 
by my hon. friend the Member for 
North Islington makes no provision for 


| those who die from disease contracted on 


active service. That is a case in which | 
think it will be very difficult to make 
definite provision by Act of Parliament. 
It seems to me you must give a certain 


| discretion to the Commissioners of Inland 


Revenue, and my proposal is that the 
Commissioners may extend the provi- 
sion of exemption to cases of death 
from disease where the circumstances 
are such as to warrant the adoption of 
that course. I think you may be per- 
fectly satisfied that the discretion will be 
exercised in a proper manner. I heartily 
support the general view embodied in the 
new clause of my hon. friend, but I would 
suggest that it should be amended in the 
way I propose. 


Captain) PRETYMAN (Suffolk, 
Woodbridge): I think the speech of the hon. 
Member for East Mayo surprised some on 
this side of the House, because the Irish 
Members for a week have been asking 
exemptions. Now the hon. Member 


argues that all exemptions are to be con- 


demned. I should have expected the 
sympathy of the hon. Members from 


2F 
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Ireland, rather than opposition. 
hon. Member said that the richer the man 
killed the larger would be the exemption. 
I should hardly say that a man who only 
leaves £5,000 to his widow and children 
comes under the designation of a very 
rich man, 


Mr. DILLON: I only called him rich 
in comparison with a man who left 
nothing at all. 


CapTaAIN PRETYMAN: That does not 
make any reason why we should not have 
some sympathy for the man who leaves a 
little. [ hope the Committee will deal 
with this matter on reasonable lines. The 
reason the limit of £5,000 is fixed upon 
is that a large number of the poorer 
officers in the Army make provision for 
death, whether on active service or not, 
by paying out of their scanty income a 
small monthly sum to regimental or other 
societies. On their death annuities are 
paid to the widows. I happen to have in 
my mind the case of the Royal Artillery 
Widows’ Society. In that particular 
society the officers put by out of their 
pay so much a month in order that 
on their death the society shall pay 
to their widows an annuity. In that case, 
supposing the widow to be twenty-five 
years of age and the annuity to be worth 
£200 a year, the value would be between 
£4,000 and £5,000. Under the Death 
Duties Act such a widow would be asked 
to pay a lump sum of money which she 
does not possess. What, no doubt, was in 
the minds of the Committee when they 
first heard of this sum of £5,000 was 
simply the case of a man who leaves 
£5,000 in cash. In this case there is no 
cash at all, but merely an annuity, which 
is valued for the purposes of the death 
duties at something under £5,000, and on 
which the widow would have to pay a 
lump sum. In such a case the money has 
never belonged to the person. Does that 
man come under the hon. Member's 
designation of a rich man? Do we not 
coustantly hear Members on either side of 
the House asking the Government to 


encourage thrift? What can be more 
thrifty or more desirable than an 
action of this kind, by which a 


man provides for his widow and children ? 
So desirable is it that a case has been 


placed in the hands of the Chancellor of | 
| dependants. 
| has entirely failed to make out any case 
| 


the Exchequer, quite apart from this 
question of active service, to see whether 


Capt. Pretyman. 
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he could not make some special provision 
to lighten the burden on these widows 
in connection with the Royal Artillery 
Widows’ Society. They would, how- 
ever, receive great benefit by the passing 
of this clause, and it would deal with 
the cases, at any rate, of officers who were 
killed in action or who died on active 
service. I quite allow you must draw 
the line somewhere, and it may be said 
that there is really no difference in the 
case whether a man is killed on active 
service or dies an ordinary death. But 
I think there is a very great difference. 
A man who dies an ordinary death in 
time of peace, whether he be a common 
soldier or an officer, takes no more risk 
than an ordinary member of the popula- 
tion, and there is no reason why a 
special exemption should be made in his 
case. But when on active service it is 
entirely different. The man is employed 
by the country, and it is his trade to 
take imminent risk of death. But that 
the country in whose service he was 
taking that risk should on his death exact 
a heavy penalty from his widow and 
children is most unreasonable and unjust. 
I quite agree that the exemption should 
be confined to the widow and children. | 
put this forward quite apart from any 
question of grants. Give them a grant 
as well if you like. Considering that the 
common soldier and the officer are laying 
down their lives side by side in South 
Africa, I think the endeavour to set up 
the case of the former against the case 
of the latter is unworthy of the House 
of Commons. 


Mr. DILLON: I said that both ought 
to be treated justly. 


Captain PRETYMAN: I am afraid 
the hon. Member’s idea of justice is very 
different from mine. His idea of justice 
is that because a soldier in the ranks is 
probably not in a position to make a pro- 
vision of £5,000 for his widow and chil- 
dren, who in his life-time would not 
expect any such sum, therefore we are to 
make no recognition whatever of an 
officer who is leaving for his widow and 
children, who have been brought up in a 
different rank of life, a provision as barely 
sufficient to maintain their position as the 
small provision the man in the ranks 
might have been able to make for his 
I think the hon. Member 
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against this clause, and I venture to ask} Mr. BROADHURST: The Chancellor 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer to take | of the Exchequer agrees, and surely the 
the matter into his most favourable con- | hon. Member for the Woodbridge Division 
sideration. All these clauses may really | will accept the opinion of the Chancellor 
be dealt with together, and I would ask | of the Exchequer as one worthy of con- 
the right hon. Gentleman to consider the | sideration. He shakes his head and says 
point in the proposal which stands in my | the opinion of the right hon. Gentleman 
name. I have included every person | is not worthy of consideration. 


subject to military or naval law under! ,., jee hed 

i keeny Act, or the Navy Discipline “om tap HICKS BEACH: My gesture 
Act, thereby bringing in the member of “#8 uly intended to imply that I thought 
the auxiliary forces as well as the regular officers and men should be treated alike. 
soldier. The clause brings the matter Mr. BROADHURST : That is exactly 
into consonance with the terms of the the point I am raising, and thereon | 
Army Act, and is therefore wider and agree with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
more workable. It ineludes also deaths chequer, My reason for rising was that 
from disease or any other cause | could not imagine that the Chancellor 
while on active service. With regard | of the Exchequer would be caught 
to the case of persons who may napping in the manner suggested by 
die possessed of more than £5,000, these Amendments, and be induced to 
I do not press that part of the clause if give special advantages to certain members 
the right hon. Gentleman does not feel | of the Army. 

himself able to grant it, but I think it is eines. « 

worthy of consideration. I think the, Mr. BARTLEY: No one proposed to 
House may fairly be asked to make this do so. 


concession without : — accused of | Mr. BROADHURST: This will be an 
assing legislation induced by sentiment). 70 eer oe 

callin than proper and reasonable senti- phen Ae the corgi and caphate ct 
tian einai ss sin s killed or dying in connection with 

ment ; and not only now we are at Ws es wae, and I suggest that the right 
but when the war is over, the House will hon. Gentleman cannot allow this to pass 
feel that it has done what is right, and without some assurance that the widows 
this decision will stand as a good action |, 14 children of the rank and file, who 
for all time. have no real estate to leave, who have no 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): [ fortunes of any kind, should be provided 
take it for granted that if the Chancellor hy the State with some corresponding 
of the Exchequer is going to give favour- advantage. Surely that is only even 
able consideration to this proposal he will justice. I hope the House will not say 
certainly embody the limitation suggested that the soldier of the rank and file who 
by the hon. and learned Member for gives his life for his country is not 
York. At the same time, [ think it right | equally with his officer entitled to the 
to remind the right hon. Gentleman that | consideration of the State. The hon. 
he cannot accept this proposal without | and learned Member for York referred to 
being in a position to guarantee to the the fact that the widows and children of 
House that the widow and orphans of the the soldiers killed at the front are being 
common soldier or sailor should have largely provided for out of charitable 


some equal compensation in their case. funds collected by and from the public. 
Caprain PRETYMAN: They are But that is a very unsatisfactory condition 
exempt already. of things. There is a limit to the charit- 


Mr. BROADHURST: They — are able resources of this country, and that 

provision might cease at any moment. 
Apart from that, I hold that the State is 
responsible, and that the widows and 
children should be provided for wholly 
and liberally by the State, and that they 
should not have to depend on the Lady 
' Bountiful who distributes parish or dis- 
trict public funds. We are drifting 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH was under-/| to-night into an entirely new channel of 
stood to assent. | public provision. This is a matter which 


2F 3 


exempt because they have no real 
estate or fortune in the funds or in the 
bank. It would be manifestly unfair to 
enact a special exemption in the case of 
the officer, without some special and cor- 
responding advantage being given to the 
common soldier or sailor. 
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cannot stop at this present motion, if 
carried. There are a number of dangerous 
employments other than war. The 
Government itself is introducing a Rail- 
way Accidents Bill which has reference 
to a dangerous employment. The loss of 
life and limb in connection with the rail- 
way service is enormous and is a matter 
for grave consideration. The miners, 
too, are subjected to enormous risks. 
There is not a miner who leaves his home 
in the morning who has any considerable 


guarantee that he will return whole and | 


sound to his family at night. I will not 
attempt to exhaust the list of dangerous 
employments; I will only mention one 
other—that of seamen. Look at the 
hundreds of fishermen’s lives which are 
lost in the course of a year. These are 
all dangerous employments, from the 
exercise of which the State as well as the 
community gains great advantages. If 
you legislate for one class of dangerous 
employment you must legislate for the 
others. You cannot make preferential 
provision by Act of Parliament for one 
particular section of the community. I 
would repeat that [am not necessarily 
speaking against the motion if it is limited 


in the manner which has been sug- 
gested 

Mr. BARTLEY: It sounds rather 
like it. 


Mr. BROADHURST : I hope the hon. 
Men ber for North Islington will curb his 
bomlardment of objectionable interrup- 
ttons with which he has been so free of 
late. Surely this is a reasonable and just 
view to bring under the notice of those 
who are responsible for Treasury expendi- 
ture and those who are responsible to the 
country for Government measures. The 
hon. Member for North Islington is not 
responsible for those measures. [An Hon, 
MEMBER: Not yet.| “hat is one of the 
misfortunes— 


*THeE CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 


Mr. BROADHURST: I might have 
ended in a complimentary manner to the 
hon. Member, but I will leave the subject. 
I hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will give his best consideration to the 
points I have brought under his notice, 
and that if this motion is agreed to he 
will see that corresponding advantages 
are given to the rank and file. 

Mr. LOWE (Birmingham, Edgbaston): 
I wish to associate myself fully with and 
Mr. Broadhurst. 


{COMMONS} 
' to join in the appeal which has been made 


‘the duty. 





Bill. 736 


to the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
incorporate this Amendment in one form 
or another into the Bill. It seems to me 
that it is enough for a man to have laid 
down his life for his country and for his 
family to have given to the service of 
the nation that which was most 
valuable to them, without their being 
called upon to make a __ further 
sacrifice in the shape of this duty 
on the little property he has left behind 
him. It appears to me that this applies 
to any soldier of whatever rank he may 
be, and that the hon. Gentleman opposite 
is quite under a delusion in thinking the 
clause applies only to officers. If the hon. 
Member desires to give some special 
bounty to the family of the common 
soldier, the proper course is for him to 
propose to confer sucha grant. But the 
present is not the proper occasion on 
which to do that, because we are not dis- 
cussing the question of conferring grants 
upon anyone. The question before the 
Committee is whether the property of a 
deceased soldier up to a certain amount 
should be exempted from duty, which is 
a very different question. I think if this 
principle is once admitted, there is a great 
deal to be said in favour of exempting 
such property, whatever its value, from 
At the same time, I entirely 
agree that it would be wiser under all the 
circumstances to limit the scope of this 
clause so that it will apply only to cases 
in which the value of the property is 
under £5,000. I think it is wise so to 
limit the clause, because in the case of 
large estates the burden of having to pay 
the duty would be comparatively small, 
and, therefore, the hardship would be 
proportionately less. It is also wise to 
confine it to the widow and _ lineal 
descendants of the deceased _ soldier, 
because in the case of those in a more 
remote degree of relationship they would 
not, like the nearer relatives, be dependent 
for their maintenance and support upon 
the property which descended to them. 
Moreover, the burden which would be 
cast upon the national exchequer by the 
exemption being limited in this way 
would be a mere flea-hite compared with 
what it would be if the duty were 
remitted on all estates, without reference 
to value or those to whom the property 
descended. The proposal is a very 
moderate and reasonable one, and the 
exemption might be conceded. without 
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imposing any appreciable burden upon | sities. I do not think it is quite fair to 
the public funds. Indeed, it is only at an argue that grants of that kind are on 
exceptional time like the present that it the same footing as exemptions from 
would impose anything worth calling a a tax which is levied on the property 
burden at all upon the general body of the a person may happen to leave behind 
taxpayers ; but [am surethatany littlesac- him. The two things do not seem to me 
rifice itmight involveon their part wouldbe | to stand in exactly the same position. 
most readily and cheerfully borne, seeing , That is the present state of the law. There 
that it would constitute a just and fitting, | isan exemption from taxation of this kind 
but a very small, recognition of the splen- in favour of common soldiers and sailors. 
did gallantry and self-sacrificing patriotism At the present moment there are 
and devotion which have been invariably to my knowledge serving in Africa, 
displayed by our soldiers and sailors' in the position of privates in some 
throughout the whole of the present war. of the forces, persons having means 
far in excess of the bulk of officers. 
*sir_ M. HICKS BEACH: These The position is that the estates of such 
questions of exemptions are always diffi- men losing their lives in the military 
cult and sometimes invidious. There is | operations will be free from estate duty, 
one thing which I think the House of | while the widows and children of officers 
Commons cannot be too careful of, and | serving by their side, who may be left 
that is to remember that the grant of an/ with only a few hundred pounds, will 
exemption is practically a grant to the | have to pay duty. That is not fair, and 
person in whose favour the exemption is | the question arises how to deal with the 
made, at the expense of all the other tax- matter. I cannot agree to the clause of the 
payers. That view, I think, is taken in | hon. Member tor North Islington, because 
the alternative amendment dealing with | it exempts others than widows and _chil- 
the same subject as that now under dis- dren of officers, nor can I accept the 
cussion which the hon. Member for King’s | clauses standing in the names of the hon. 
Lynn has placed on the paper. The hon. and learned Member for York and 
Member for Leicester alluded to cases of | the hon. and gallant Member for the 
heroism ending in death on the part of | Woodbridge Division, because they 
miners and other persons engaged in deal with property beyond the limit of 
private employment. Ido not think it | £5,000. I will not at the present 
is quite fair to put persons of that kind) moment express any definite opinion as 
on the same footing as soldiers and | to what the limit of exemption should be, 
sailors who devote their lives to the! but £5,000, I am sure, is as high as it 
service of their country in time of war. | ought to be put. I have been in com- 
I may say that, as a matter of fact, Parlia-| munication with my noble friend the 
ment has not taken that view. I think the | Secretary of State for War on the sub- 
hon. Member for East Mayo in discussing | ject, because it has occurred to me that 
this question has not quite recollected | it may be possible to achieve the same 
that there is at present an Act of Parlia- end by some system of increased grants 
ment in foree which does confer an|to the widows and children of officers 
exemption of this kind upon common! who might be killed in the war, 
soldiers, seamen, and marines. For the} and if that is possible I should 
last hundred years, ever since the time of | prefer to assist them upon that basis. I 
the great French war, that Act has | cannot say at the moment whether such 
existed, and it is the fact, I believe, that | a system can be devised or not. If it 
at the present time if a person in any one | cannot, then, after the opinions which have 
of those three positions dies, leaving pro- | been expressed, I am sure it will be the 
perty to the amount of a million behind | general view of the House that something 
him, that property would not be subject | else should be done. I will myself  pre- 
to estate duty. But ifsuch a person is an| pare a clause, and move it at the proper 
officer that Act does not apply. Is that | time, if a clause is necessary. The matter 
equal treatment of officers and soldiers? | requires further consideration, and I 
No; it is not. After all, it must be | would prefer to deal with it myself. 
recollected that in the case of the widows, | 
and I believe of the children, of officers) Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
who are killed in action, Parliament does | Hamlets, Poplar): [ feel quite confident 


provide grants to aid them in their neces- | no hon. Member would object to such a 
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clause as has been suggested by the Chan- | 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer | 


cellor of the Exchequer if it is confined to 
a compassionate allowance in the case of 
the widow of an officer who, in conse- 
quence of the alteration in the death 
duties, has been left not so well off as 
before. I feel the strongest objection to 
the alternative which hon. Members who 
have spoken have suggested, because it 
will be very unequal and unjust if carried 
out, and it would benefit unequally cer- 
tain persons and not others who are 
equally deserving. I wish to put this 
point to the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
in regard to the subject of exemption. 
The question of a compassionate allowance 
is a different case, because the War Oftice 
would deal with each individual case in 
proportion to the distress involved. But 
supposing the alternative proposal is 
accepted, this anomaly will then arise. 
Nobody objects to the death duties as 
such. Suppose an officer dies a few years 
earlier than he would otherwise have 
done under the ordinary operations of 
nature. It is not fair that an officer of 
sixty years of age should receive the 
same allowance as an officer who is killed 
at the age of forty. You propose that the 
estate of an officer who diesat forty is not to 
pay death duty on this particular sum, and 
the successor or the widow of an officer 
who dies at sixty years of age is also to 
be exempted. Surely the officer at forty 
has a much longer probability of life than 
the officer at sixty. I think you must 
put it on a fair basis in considering your 
compassionate allowance, and you should 
take into consideration how many years 
would probably have elapsed before the 
death duty would have had to be paid. 
I have no objection to these individual 
eases being dealt with upon their merits, 
but I should object very strongly to any- 
thing in the nature of an exemption from 
death duties through being killed on the 
field, because I think there are many 
other trades and occupations in which 
chances of sudden death are equal or even 


greater than those of an officer in the | 


Army. 
*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Not in the 
service of the State. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON: One man 
may be sent to a climate where his life is 
injured at a much earlier period than it 
otherwise would be, and in cases of 
that kind exemption would be just as 
reasonable. 


Vr, Sydney Buxton, 


{COMMONS} 


| 
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Mr. BARTLEY : After the statement 


shall be quite satisfied to leave the matter 
in his hands, and [| will withdraw the 
clause. 


Clause, by leave, withdrawn. 


Caprain PRETYMAN : I only wish to 
say that I accept what the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer has offered. Speaking for 
myself, I do not prefer the system of a 
compassionate grant. That appears to 
me to be a very offensive term to employ. 
I entirely dissent from the views expressed 
by the hon. Member for Poplar, and the 
niggling spirit in which he has treated this 
subject. To come here and make such a 
comparison between a man of sixty anda 
man of forty is nothing short of a scandal. 
It is one thing to relieve the savings of an 
ofticer of the payment of death duty, and 
quite another thing to make him a com- 
passionate grant. I most strongly ap- 
prove of the system of exempting the 
small savings left to the widow and chil- 
dren from taxation, instead of giving a 
compassionate grant just as if they were 
paupers. I desire to strongly impress 
upon the right hon. Gentleman—and | 
think my view will be shared by the hon. 
Member for York and a large majority of 
hon. Members on this side of the House— 
that we regret that he has not approached 
this question in a better spirit than it has 
heen approached. All we ask is that the 
State should not take advantage of the 
death of a man in the service of the State 
to come down and demand the death duty 
upon the provision he had made for his 
widow and children. That is all we ask, 
and I think it ought to have been 
accepted in a better spirit. I beg to 
formally move the clause standing in my 
name. 


New clause 

“Section 7, Sub-section 1, of the Finance 
Act, 1894, shall be construed as if there were 
added at the end thereof the following en- 
aetment :— 


1. Where on the death of any person 
subject to military or naval law under the 
Army Act or the Naval Discipline Act when 
on active service (within the meaning of 
that expression as defined in the Army Act, 
and extended to a person subject to naval law 
or engaged in naval operations against the 
enemy), the principal value of the property 
passing on the death of such person to orm 
trust for his widow, or any lineal descendant 
of such person, shall not exceed five thousand 
pounds, no death duties (as defined in 
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Section 13, Sub-sevtion 3, of the principal 
Act) shall be leviable in respect of such pro- 
perty, and where on the death of any such 
person the principal value of the property so 

sing shall exceed five thousand pounds in 
etermining the value of the property so pass- 
ing for the purpose of estate duty, an allow- 
ance of tive thousand pounds shall be made 
and deducted from the value thereof, in respect 
of which five thousand 
duties as aforesaid shall be leviable. 

2. Nothing in this section is to preclude any 
exemption from taking effect which would 
have been applicable if this section had not 
been enacted. 

3. This section is to apply and have effect 
with respect to any death since the eleventh 
day of October, one thousand eight hundred 
and ninety-nine.” —(Captain Pretyman.) 


—brought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, ‘“ That the clause 
be read a second time.” 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): | desire to associate myself with 
the views expressed by hon. Members 
on this side of the House with reference 
to these proposals. The hon. Member 
for the Woodbridge Division of Suffolk, 
ina rather heated speech, pleaded for a 
higher tone of debate on this question. 
Ido not think you can have a higher tone 
inany debate than a demand for justice. 
No hon. Member on this side of the 
House has pleaded for anything more 
than justice, and | therefore submit that 
the “ niggling policy ” to which reference 
has been made does not exist in fact, and 
that the Chancellor of the Exchequer and 
my hon. friend the Member for Poplar 
put the case in its proper position. ‘The 
“niggling policy” referred to is neither 
more nor less than a_ desire to 
secure equality, and I venture to 
submit that the Amendment now before 
ws would not secure equality. The hon. 
Member would have us believe that he is 
more concerned about the widows and 
orphans of these officers than we are who 
think his Amendment unjust and un- 
equal. According to the Amendment it 
would be possible if an ofticer left an 
estate worth £5,000 that it would be 
exempted from death duties. 


Captain PRETYMAN: I have with- 
drawn that. 
*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Gentle- 


man did not explain that to me. 
whole clause has been put from the chair. 


Captain PRETYMAN: Perhaps I 


went too far in saying that I had with- 


{29 Marcu 1900} 


younds no such death | 


The | 
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|drawn it. I mean that I do not wish ta 


| press it. 


Mr. MADDISON: I understood that 
the whole clause was before us, but 
evidently the hon. Gentleman is endea- 
| vouring to give it a decent appearance 
by dropping some of the cargo over- 
| board. I will confine myself to the sub- 
| stantial part of the Amendment. The 
inequality would work out in this way. 
In case an officer left £5,000, no death 
duty would be payable, but his widow 
may have £5,000 or £10,000 in her own 
name, whereas another officer's widow 
may not have anything in her own right 
at all. The inequality would arise as 
between officer and officer, and the 
Treasury could not differentiate in a case 
like that. There is also an inequality as 
between officers and men. I am perfectly 
well aware of the law relating to men 
serving in the ranks, and that law is often 
used as an argument in favour of the 
wretched pay given to private soldiers. 
At any rate, the law which was passed at 
the beginning of the present or the end 
of last century was in keeping with justice, 
because it made a distinction between 
officers and men. I desire to support 
very heartily the proposal that if anything 
is done in this direction it should be by 
way of compassionate allowances. It has 
been assumed that we on this side of the 
House are indifferent to the splendid 
bravery of our officers equally with the 
bravery of our men. Although it has 
been displayed in what we believe to be 
an unjust and unnecessary war, we 
naturally realise that a man can serve 
his country in fighting in a cause on the 
merits of which we differ. The soldier 
does not enter into our controversies at 
all. We can recognise heroism either on 
our own side or the side of the enemy, 
and I protest against the idea that 


we have no regard for the bravery 
of our officers and = men _ in 
South Africa. I do more. I pro- 


test against the idea that we are not 
willing to recompense the widows of the 
men who have died or the men them- 
selves who will return in a crippled and 
mutilated condition. But I submit the 
proper way to do that is, as I understand 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer sug- 
gested, by way of compassionate allow- 
ances. What is the objection to them ? 
| The hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
; Woodbridge Division of Suffolk used a 
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very significant phrase when he asked, 
‘‘Do you want to pauperise the widows 
and orphans of these brave men who have 
died for their country?” That shows 
the old spirit of caste, because when the 
case of the private soldiers was first men- 
tioned the hon. Member said they had 
been provided for by various charitable 
funds. You may pauperise the widow of 
the private soldier, but not the widow of 
the officer. 


Captain PRETYMAN: It is a case 
of pauperising a person who has got 
something. You cannot pauperise a 
person.who has nothing. 


Mr. MADDISON: I could not have 
imagined that any hon. Member of this 
House was so completely ignorant of the 
mindsof the people of this country as tosay 
that capacity for pauperism depends on 
the amount of money a man has, and that 
when he has nothing he cannot be 

: : : : 
pauperised. If the hon. Gentleman’s 
language means anything it means that. 

would ask if you do no 
In reply, I Id ask if ) do not 
pauperise a private soldier's widow by 
giving her money out of charitable funds, 
how can you pauperise an officer's widow 


who gets money direct fromthe War Ottice? | 


With reference to soldiers of industry 
mentioned by my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Leicester, the right hon. Gentleman 
said they were not in the service of the 
State. Technically they may not be, but 
in whose service are the hundreds of 
thousands of miners, of railwaymen, and 
of seamen in this country? Do they not 
contribute their labour to the State? By 
this policy you differentiate between dif- 
ferent kinds of service to the State, not 
by special grants, but by altering the 
system of taxation in favour 


class and not in favour of another. 


{COMMONS} 


of one, 


I say these proposals are proposals for | 


grants of the worst kind, because you in- 
crease the amount in proportion to the 


| than another set of people. 


wealth of the officer’s widow, and I object, | 
under the plea of patriotism, which just | 


now covers 
tampering 


a multitude of sins, to 
with the taxation of the 
country. After all, what are these death 
duties ! If the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer did not get the money in that 
form he would have to get it by other 
means. ‘They are part and parcel of our 
system of taxation, and should not be 


fill. 


taxation by such an Amendment as that 


744 


now before us. The hon. Member for 
the Woodbridge Division of Suffolk told 
us of officers who had insured their lives 
so that their widows would have a small 
annuity. He mentioned £200 a year, 
and he proceeded to say that in case that 
widow was called On to pay death duties 
she would not have the money to do 


it. That is no doubt a_ hard 
case, but it happens in thousands 
of instances in ordinary civil life, 


It is part and parcel of your system. 
You cannot cover every exception and 
you cannot make your laws suit every 
peculiar circumstances, and I ask why a 
widow who, unfortunately, her 
husband in the war should be treated 
differently from other widows. I am 
prepared to deal generously not only to 
the men, but the officers. I think it would 
be a burning shame and disgrace to this 
nation if we did not make proper allow- 
ances in every case where a man has losta 
limb, or a wife her husband. There is no 
difference on that point between us on 
either side of the House. I venture to 
say that compensation in that direction 
must be put very high indeed. We are 
prepared to do all that is necessary, but not 
in the way suggested by this Amendment. 
I hope the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
will resist all attempts to alter the 
definite system of taxation to suit a set 
of particular circumstances. The proper 
way to deal with exceptional cireum- 
stances is by exceptional measures, 
which will not in any sort of way make 
inequality with other people in civil life. 
For my own part I will resist any 
attempt in the direction of the Amend- 
ment now before the Committee, which, I 
think, is not justified on the grounds of 
justice or equality, and is impregnated 
with the vicious principle which seeks to 
set up a higher claim to consideration for 
one set of people who serve the State 
I venture to 
say that the time will come when we 
shall not hear so much of the military 
services of the State, but when we shall 
realise that civilians, like railway men 
and seamen, do their everyday duty in 
the face of difficulties and dangers not 
surpassed by those of soldiers in the 
field. [Hon. MempBers: Oh, oh !} 
Why, the shunters of England ru 
greater risks than the troops who have 


li ses 


interfered with, and I maintain that it is| been fighting the Boers during the last 
altogether wrong to attempt to alter our three or four months; and I venture to 


Mr. Maddison. 
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say that the percentage of killed and | 


wounded amongst shunters, in any one 
year during the last two decades, is 
greater, and the shunters stand more 
chance of losing life and limb than sol- 
diers on active service. And yet if a 
shunter has saved, say, £200, throngh his 
puilding society, his widow would have 
to pay the death duties. I hope the right 
hon. Gentleman will stick to his sound 
system of finance and reject the Amend- 
ment. 


CapTaAIN PRETYMAN: After the 
assurance given by the right hon. the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer that he him- 
self will bring up a clause to deal with 
this matter, I beg leave to withdraw the 
Amendment. [HON. MEMBERS: No, no !] 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I desire to 
speak on this clause, because it embodies 
in a very specific manner a_ suggestion 
which [ make in regard to the death 
duties. No doubt the Committee and 
everybody else must feel the highest 


degree of sympathy with the man who | 


loses his life in the service of the State, 
and must also feel that his wife and 
family have established a very special 
claim on the country. But let us consider 
whether the suggestions proposed are 
proper, and such as should be properly 
allowed. These suggestions can only 
really refer to ofticers ; for the Committee 
will remember that every private soldier, 
every marine, every common seaman 
who loses his life in the service of the 
State is already exempt from death duty. 
[An Hon. Member: No!]_ Every half- 


penny of it; and therefore, if it were | 


possible to conceive of a millionaire dying 
in the ranks in the service of Her 
Majesty in South Africa, the whole of 
his million would be exempt from 
death duty under the law as it stands. 
I do not know but that 
may be millionaires in the ranks. 
There is certainly going to be a duke 
among the lieutenants, and therefore there 


may be an equally remarkable case in| 


regard to privates. These three Amend- 


ments consequently touch exclusively | 


officers. Let it be further understood by 


the Committee that in the case of every 
officer, both in the Army and Navy, dying | 
In action, a very special pension is awarded | 
to the widow—a pension that has been | 
assumed to be adequate to the circum- | 
If that pension is not adequate, 


stances. 


(29 Marcu 1900} 


there | 
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then, in God’s name, let it be increased ; 
but let it be increased in the proper de- 
partment of the Army and Navy. That 
is a proposal which no Member of the 
House wouid oppose. But it is an entirely 
different thing to make a special remission 
of general taxation in special circum- 
stances, in the case of officers in the Army 
and Navy. Now, is that a proper thing 
to agree to? I confess that it has been 
my ambition always to attack the death 
‘duties; and I have resisted, as far as I 
could, the attempts of the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer to screw them up. But 
on this occasion I must rank myself on 
the side of the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer. In the first place, if you are 
going to make a remission of the death 
duties on the ground that a man has _ lost 
his life in active service in the service of 
the State, why on active service alone ? 
Those 300 men who went down in the 
“ Victoria” lost their lives in the service 
of the State just as much as those who 
died in the field. There have been even 
men on these front benches who have 
given their lives in the service of this 
House and the country as truly as those 
soldiers and sailors in South Africa. Ido 
not see how you can draw the line here. 
Just consider how unequally the remis- 
sion would work. You ave to remit the 


duty in the case of an officer who leaves 


£5,000. The amount of that duty would 
be £150, and you therefore make a 
present of £150 to his wife and family. 
But take the case of an officer who leaves 
nothing ; you make no remission to him 
at all. Surely his wife and family would 
need assistance far more than the wife 
and family of a man who leaves £5,000. 
My hon. and gallant friend can scarcely 
have considered the effect of his proposal. 
He proposes that the £5,000 should be 
deducted in every case. Now in certain 
cases the deduction of £5,000 from the 
total amount left would be to limit the 
death duties to 3 per cent., and in 
other cases to 5 per cent. Sees 
PRETYMAN dissented.] Well, won't 
press that point; I only wanted 
to show that a remission of this nature 
must necessarily act in favour of 
the officer who leaves most. If 
an officer left £5,000, that money 
might go on his death perhaps to 
strangers, or to cousins, or to nephews. 
Well, these are not materially disad- 
vantaged by his death; they in fact get 
'an advantage: and yet, by this proposal 
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the death duty would be remitted in 
this case too. Take a son who has a 
young father, and who therefore does not 
expect to get his £5,000 soon. If his 
father was an officer and killed in the war, 
the consequence would be that he would 
really be advantaged. [Hon. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh!] Certainly he would be 
materially advantaged. But take the 
case of a poor man, a man destitute of 
£5,000, who leaves a widow and children 
who had been entirely depending wpon 
him. In consequence of the death of that 
officer it is quite possible the widow and 
children would have to go to the work- 
house, It is manifest that the advantage 
goes all the wrong way. The plan would 
give nothing to him that hath nothing, 
and to him that hath something it would 
give something more. No; in my belief 
this is not the fund from which these 
allowances should be made. They should 
he made out-of the funds provided for the 
Army and Navy, and then make them as 
large, as splendid, and as generous as 
vou like. Do not deal with them out of 
the death duties, which should he levied 
on some consistent and consecutive prin- 
ciple, and not on the principle of dealing 
with hard cases as they arise. I do not 
think this is a right plan; but if my 
right hon. friend wants a right plan, I 
commend to him an Amendment which I 
have ventured to put down, which goes to 
this, that the widow, and everybody 





*THE CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 


cannot anticipate his Amendment. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: To tell the 
truth, I was anticipating it because I was 
afraid my Amendment would be ruled 
out of order. I will, however, follow your 
ruling, Sir; but I am informed that a 
suggestion has been made in an unautho- 
rised quarter which would fully meet the 
case by making the same allowance all 
round. I believe the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has practically adopted, in his 
reply, the suggestion which the unknown 
person to whom I have referred has put 
on the Paper, and I believe the right hon. 
Gentleman is right. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): I should 
say that the hon. and gallant Gentleman 
in moving this Amendment did not take 
the right way to gain support for it when 
he made a quite uncalled for attack on 


the Front Opposition Bench. Then he 
Mr. Gibson Bowles. 


{COMMONS} 
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made an attack on the hon. Member for 
East Mayo, because that hon. Gentleman 
had expressed an opinion against the dole 
to be given to officers. I consider it 
nothing short of a dole, and I am sure 
these men who are going to be killed in 
South Africa would be ashamed to ask 
the Treasury for a dole, either in an 
indirect or direct form. All these new 
clauses have been put down for the pur- 
pose of gaining a little cheap popularity 
in the country. There is nothing in the 
Press nowadays but jingoism from top to 
bottom. I am very pleased that the right 
hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer is 
not going to accept the Amendment, 
although suggested from the other side 
of the House ; but I may remind the Com- 
mittee that the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has treated the proposals made 
on the other side of the House very dif- 
ferently from those made on this side by 
the Members from Ireland. I oppose the 
clause because the relief given will fall on 
the taxpayers. The most comical thing 
about it is that an officer who has £5,000 
would get relief to the extent of £150 to 
£200, but an unfortunate officer who has 
no money at all simply gets nothing. 
That is part of the system of helping the 
rich in every direction. I have heard 
great praises given for the self-sacrifice 
made by the gentlemen who are going 
to the front; but all these gentle- 
men, when they return, will be candi- 
dates for every situation open. I think 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer should 
see his way to make some provision for 
the unfortunate soldiers from Ireland who 
come home without legs or arms, and are 
disabled for life. 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The hon. Member 
is wandering from the clause under dis- 
cussion. 


Mr. DALY: I admit that; but, at 
the same time, I was looking forward to 
the time when it is quite possible that 
some of these soldiers who come home to 
Ireland maimed for life will be a charge 
on the rates; and I think that if pro- 
vision is made for the officers it should be 
made for the soldiers. I find there 1s 
£8,335-— 


*THE CHAIRMAN : That is really not 
germane to the subject ; and I warn the 
hon. Member that he must not wander 
from the clause under discussion. 
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Mr. DALY: I did not wander from 
the clause. I expect we shall go to a 
division on this clause, and not allow 
the hon. and gallant Gentleman to with- 
draw it. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
Committee will not prolong the discussion. 
It will only delay the consideration of 
the remaining clauses of the Bill if a 
debate be continued which will lead to no 
practical result. 


(Question put and negatived. 
Question proposed :— 


New clause— 

“Section 20 of The Customs Consolidation 
Act, 1876 (which has reference to the effect 
of changes of duty on existing contracts), shall 
apply to the imposition of new duties as well 
as to increases, decreases, or repeals, and as so 
amended shall apply to duties of excise as well 
as to duties of customs, with the substitution 
in the case of the excise duty on beer of the 
time of the charge of the duty for the time of 
the clearance and delivery from the ware- 
house.”—(Mr Lough.) 


Brought up and read the first and 
second times, and added. 


New clause— 

“A conveyance on sale made for any con- 
sideration in respect whereof it is chargeable 
with ad valorem duty, and in further con- 
sideration of a covenant by the purchaxer to 
make, or of his having previously made, any 
substantial improvement of or addition to the 
property conveyed to him, or of any covenant 
relating to the subject matter of the convey- 
ance, is not chargeable, and shall be deemed 
not to have been chargeable with any duty in 
oat of such further consideration.” —(V/r. 
sond. ) 


Brought up and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That the clause 
be read a second time.” 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : I 
should like to hear the views of the Right 
Hon. the Chancellor of the Exchequer on 
this clause. 


*Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) said the 
object of the clause was to remove an 
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inconvenience which had been recognised 
Doubts had arisen as 
to whether duty should be charged on 
covenants relating to improvements in 
addition to the ad valorem duty on con- 
veyances. Although the practice of the 
Inland Revenue Department had been 
not to charge anything in respect of these 
covenants, last year an attempt was made, 
owing to some too minute scrutiny of the 
matter, to charge stamp duty upon the 
covenants as to improvements. The in- 
convenience was especially felt in the 
case of building estates, where a company 
or an individual divided a large property 
into small lots and disposed of them at 
from £5 to £50 a lot. The «ad valorem 
duty on a £50 lot would be 5s., but if 
every covenant relating to the land, such 
as those regarding fences, gates, etc., were 
to be charged as well, it would be seen 
that the burden would be very excessive 
indeed. He believed that the right hon. 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer was 
prepared to accept the clause, and he 
trusted that the Committee would recog- 
nise the justice of it. 


Mr. HALDANE believed there was a 
good deal in what the hon. Member had 
said. He thought, however, that the 
words of the clause were wide, and de- 
served consideration. The Chancellor of 
the Exchequer was very careful about 
these matters, and he should like an 
assurance from the right hon. Gentleman 
that in accepting them he was not parting 
with any portion of the public revenue. 


*Smrr M. HICKS BEACH: I have 
looked into the matter myself, and I am 
quite satisfied that the provisions of the 
law as they now stand are unfair and 
unreasonable ; and that the duty is one 
that should not be charged in these cases. 

Question put. 

The Committee proceeded to a Division; 
but the doors of the No Lobby having 
been opened before the Tellers in the No 
Lobby were present, the Chairman directed 
the Committee to proceed again to a 
Division :—Ayes, 218; Noes, 37. (Divi- 


| sion List No. 91.) 


AYES. 


Allison, Robert Andrew 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 





Bainbridge, Emerson 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barlow, John Emmott 

Barry, ktHn AHSmith-(Hunts 
Bartley, George C. T. 


Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H. (Bristol 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
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Bond, Edward 

Boustield, William Robert 
Bowles, T. G. (King’s Lynn) 
Brassey, Albert 

Brigg, John 

Broadhurst, Henry 

Burns, John 

Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 

Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C.W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J.(Birm. 


Finance 


Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 


Chaplin, Kt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John C. Ready 
Colville, Johu 

Cook, Fred. Lucas (Lainbeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow 


Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. | 


Cox, Irwin Edw. Bainbridge 
Cross, Alex. (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Denny, Colonel 

Dewar, Arthur 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield 
Doukin, Richard Sim 
Dorinyton, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Kt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord. SirWilliamTheodore 
Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred 

Fellowes, Hon. AilwynEdward 
Fenwick, Charles 

Field, Admiral : Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Flower, Ernest 

Foster, Harry S. (Suffolk) 
Foster,Sir Walter,(Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 

Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. lege 

Gibbs, Hon. Vicary (St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 

Gilliat, John Saunders 
Gladstone, Rt Hn Herbert John 
Godson, Sir Augustus Frederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir JohnEldon 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 


Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
Billson, Alfred 

Cawley, Frederick 
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| Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 


| Greville, Hon Ronald 


Gurdon,Sir WilliamBrampton | 


Haldane, Richard Burdon 


Hamilton, Rt. Hon. LordGeorge 


| Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W. 


Hanson, Sir Reginald 
Hardy, Laurence 
Hare Thomas Leigh 


' Haslett, Sir James Horner 


| Hedderwick, Thomas C. H 





Heath, James 


Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Chas. 
Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, E. Brodie (Hampstead) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 
Horniman, Frederick John 


Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 


Howard, Joseph 


| Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
| Jetireys, Arthur Frederick 
| Johnston, William (Belfast) 


Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, William (Carnarvon) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 
Llewelyn,SirDillwyn(Swansea 
Lockwood, Lt.-Col. A. R. 
Long, Rt. Hn. Walter (Liverp’]) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W. 
M‘Killop, James 

Maddison, Fred. 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 

More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morton, Ed.J.C.( Devonport) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray,Rt HnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Chas. J. (Coventry) 


NOES. 
Channing, Francis Alliston 
Condon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 
Crilly, Daniel 
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Newdigate, Francis Alexander 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Oldroyd, Mark 

Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, George Wm. (Reading 
Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbert Pike(Darlingt’n 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northumb.) 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, RtHn Horace Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman. Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, I.t.-Col. Edward 
Purvix, Robert 

Rankin, Sir James 

fenshaw, Charles Bine 
Richards, Henry Charles 
Richardson, J. (Durham, s.E.; 
Rickett, J. Compton 
Ridley, Rt. Hn. Sir MatthewW. 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye 
Round, James 

tunciman, Walter 

Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, J. Parker (Lanarks.) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Stewart,SirMarkJ. M‘Tageart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 
Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Thomas, David Alfred(Merthyr 
Tomlinson, W. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips _ 
Walton,JohnLawson(Leeds,5. 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. | 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E(Taunt'n 
Welby.Sir CharlesG. E. (Notts. 
Wharton, Rt. Hn. John Lloyd 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, Wm. H.( Yorks) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.(Bath) 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hudd’sf'd 
Woods, Samuel 
Wrightson, Thomas 
Wylie, Alexander 
Wyndham, George : 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 
Yoxall, James Henry 
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TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr. 
Fisher. 


Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
Curran, ‘Thomas (Sligo, 5.) 
Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Dillon, John 
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Doogan, P. C. , Lloyd-George, David | Samuel, J. Stockton-on-Tees) 
Flavin, Michael Joseph | Macaleese, Daniel ____ | Sehwann, Charles E. 

Flynn, James Christopher | MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
(ioddard, Daniel Ford | M‘Dermott, Patrick | Wilson, John (Durham, Mid) 
(iriffith, Ellis J. M‘Ghee, Richard _ | Young, Samuel (Cavan, East) 
Hayden, John Patrick | O'Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 


ayne, Rt. Hn. Charles Seale- | Pinkerton, John 
Aeon Power, Patrick Joseph 


Hogan, James Francis 


TELLERS FOR THE NOEs — 
Mr. Daly and Mr. Patrick 


an, Jeremiah Redmond, William (Clare) O’Brien. 
ree Denis { Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 


Clause added. 


on the Paper— 
Mr. J. F. X. O'Brien (Cork). 
To move the following Clause : 


“Where, before the sixth day of March 
nineteen hundred, any person shall have con- 
tracted for the sale of tea without reference 
to the duties of customs thereon granted by 
this Act, it shall be lawful for that person, and 
he is hereby authorised to receive from the 
purchaser, and sue for and recover the 
equivalent in money of the excess of those 
duties over the duties which would have been 
payable if this Act had not been passed.” 


Mr. Grpsen Bow Les 


To move the following Clause : 


“The Commissioners of Inland Revenue 
shall pay, out of the proceeds of the estate 
duty, to the representatives of any person 
subject to military or naval law, who has died 
while on active service since the eleventh day 
of October, one thousand eight hundred and 
ninety-nine. 

“(1) If such person leaves any dependants 
woolly dependent on him at the time 
of his death, the sum of one hundred 
and fifty pounds ; 

“(2) If such person does not leave any 
such dependants, but leaves any de- 
pendants in part dependent upon him 
at the time of his death, such sum 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty 
pounds as may be determined by the 
Treasury to be reasonable and propor- 
tionate to the injury to the said 
dependants.” 


*Tue CHAIRMAN: The next Amend- 
ment on the Paper is covered by a 
clause inserted in place of Clause 8 struck 
out of the Bill. The last Amendment, 
which is in the name of the hon. Member 
for King’s Lynn, is outside the scope of 
the Bill, and therefore out of order. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I submit to 


you, Sir, most respectfully that my 
The following Amendments stood next | ‘Amendment, which among other things 


| 
} 
| 





proposes to amend the law, comes within 
the terms of the resolution to that effect 
in the Committee upon which this Bill 
was founded. It has been an unbroken 
rule on the Finance Bill to allow general 
Amendments to be moved to the law 
relating to Customs and Inland Revenue. 
If we refer to the ruling of Mr. Speaker 
on the 23rd of May, 1895*, we find 
that he used these words 

“It was true that the land tax and the 
estate (luty were not taxes which were levied 
by virtue of the Finance Bill, but there was a 
long series of precedents which showed that in 
Customs and Inland Revenue Bills reductions 
of taxes which were not levied actually by 
virtue of the Bill might be opposed in Com- 
mittee on the Bill. The Bill, it was to be 
observed, was founded on Resolutions in Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, one of which con- 
tained the words ‘it is expedient to amend the 
law relating to Customs and Inland Revenue.’ 
The presence of those words had been held to. 
cover general Amendments to the Finance 
bill.” 


*THE CHAIRMAN : Order, order ! 
I am perfectly familiar with that ruling ; 
but the hon. Gentleman has not convinced 
me that the proposed Amendment is in 
order. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Is no gene- 
ral Amendment admissible in the Bill ? 


*THE CHAIRMAN: I have nothing to. 
add to what I have already said. 
Schedules 1 and 2 agreed to. 
Question put, “That the Chairman do. 
report the Bill, as amended, to the House.” 
The Committee divided :—Ayes, 229 ; 
Noes, 28. (Division List No. 92.) 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxxiv., page 127. 


Allison, Robert Andrew | Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r- 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | Banbury, Frederick George 
Arnold, Alfred | Baillie, James E. B.(Inverness | Barlow, John Emmott 

Asher, Alexander Bainbridge, Emerson Barry, RtHnA HSmith-(Hunts. 
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Bartiey, George ©. T. 
Beach, RtHn Sir M. H. (Bristol) 
Beckett, Ernest William 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Billson, Alfred 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bond, Edward 
Boustield, William Robert 
Brassey, Albert 
Broadhurst, Henry 
Butcher, John George 
Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Cameron, Robert (Durham) 
Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, E.) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. 
Chamberlain,J.Austen( Wore’r 
Channing, Francis Allston 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coughill, Douglas Harry 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colville, John 
Cook, Fred Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A.Cameron (Glasgow) 
CornwallisFiennes Stanley W 
Cox, IrwinEdward Bainbridge 
Cross, Alexander (Glasgow) 
Cubitt, Hon. Henry 
Curzon, Viscount 
Dalkeith, Earl of 
Denny, Colonel 
Dewar, Arthur 
Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Digby, John K. D. Wingtield- 
Dilke, Right Hon. Sir Charles 
Dorington, Sir John Edward 
Doughty, George 
Donglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Douglas, Chas. M. (Lanark) 
Doxtord, Sir William T. 
Duckworth, James 
Dyke, Rt. Hn.SirWilliam Hart 
Emmott, Alfred 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, George H. 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fison, Frederick William 
Flannery, Sir Fortescue 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 
Flower, Ernest 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Foster, Sir W, (Derby Co.) 
Fry, Lewis 
Galloway, William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 
Gibbons, J. Lloyd 
Gibbs, Hn AGH (City of Lond.) 
Gibbs.Hon. Vieary(St. Albans) 
Giles, Charles Tyrrell 
Gilliat, John Saunders 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Godson, SirA ugustusF rederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 
4xoschen, George J. (Sussex) 


, Parkes, Ebenezer 
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Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, W. D. (Wednesbury) 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Griffith, Ellis J. 

Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 

Haldane, Richard Burdon 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. R. Wim. 

Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Laurence 

Hare, Thomas Leigh 

Haslett, Sir James Horner 

Heath, James 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 

Henderson, Alexander 

Hoare, Edw. Brodie (Hampstd 
, Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Holland, William Henry 

Horniman, Frederick John 
Houldsworth, Sir Wm. Henry 
Howard, Joseph 

Jebb, Richard Claverhouse 
Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex 
Joicey, Sir James 

Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kearley, Hudson E. 

Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 

Langley, Batty 
Lawrence,SirE Durning-(Corn 
Lawrence, Wm. F. (Liverpool) 
Lawson, Jolin Grant (Yorks.) 
Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Leng, Sir John 

Llewelyn Sir Dillwyn (Swan. ) 
Lockwood, Lieut.-Col. A. R. 
Long,Rt. Hon. Walter (L’pool) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Lopes, Henry Yarde Buller 
Lough, Thomas 

Lowe, Francis William 
Lowles, John 

Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Mac irtney, W. G. Ellison 
Macdona, John Cumming 
M‘Arthur, Chas. (Liverpool) 
M‘Arthur, William (Cornwall) 
M‘Iver, Sir L. (Edinburgh, W) 
M‘Killop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Meysey-Thompson, Sir H. M. 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
Monk, Charles James 
More, Robert Jasper (Shrops. 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Newdigate, Francis Alex. 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Oldroyd, Mark 
Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Palmer, Geo. Wim. (Reading) 


Bill. 


Pease,Herb. Pike (Darlington) 
Pease, Joseph A. (Northum),) 
Perks, Robert William 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Plunkett, Rt. Hon.H. Curzon 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Price, Robert John 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edwar 
Purvis, Robert 


tankin, Sir James 

Rickitt, Harold James 
Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Richardson, J. (Durham, $.E,) 
Rickett, J. Compton 

tidlev, Rt. Hon. Sir Matthew 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, Edmund (Dundee) 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Rollit, Sir Albert Kaye ~ 
Round, James : 
Runciman, Walter 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 


Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Schwann, Charles E. 

Seely, Charles Hilton 
Sharpe, William Edward T. 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinelair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, James P. (Lanarks) 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stewart, Sir M. J. M‘Taggart 
Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strauss, Arthur 

Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Tomlinson, Wim. E. Murray 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 


Walton, John L. (Leeds, 8.) 
Wanklyn, James Leslie 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Wason, Eugene 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt.-Col. A.C.E.(Ta’nt’n 
Welby, Sir C. G. E. (Notts.) 
Wharton, Rt. Hon. John Lloyd 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams. Joseph P.- (Birm.) 
Wilson, Frederick W. (Norf’k 
Wilson, John (Durham, Mid.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Woodhouse,SirJ.T.(Hnddersf. 
Woods, Sainuel 

Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrightson, Thomas 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Yoxall, James Henry 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES :— 
Mr. Anstruther and Mr, 
Fisher. 
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Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Dillon, John 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) | 
Bowles, T Gibson( King sLynn | 
Burns, John 

Cawley, Frederick 

Coadon, Thomas Joseph 
Crean, Eugene 

(rilly, Daniel 

Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
—. Thomas (Sligo, 8.) 
Daly, James 


Bill reported, as amended, to be con- ; 


sidered upon Monday next, and to be 
printed. [Bill 159. ] 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 


Doogan, P. C. 

Flavin, Michael Joseph 
Flynn, James Christopher 
Hayden, John Patrick 
Hogan, James Francis 
Jordan, Jeremiah 
Kilbride, Denis 
Macaleese, Daniel | 
MacNei!l, John Gordon Swift | 
McDermott, Patrick 
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M‘Ghee, Richard 

O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Pinkerton, John 

Power, Patrick Joseph 
Redmond, William (Clare) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 


, TELLERS FOR THE NOES— 
Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Patrick O’Brien. 


authorities of the country. If the syndi- 


cated interests of the country, the pro- 


Motion made, and Question proposed, | low. , \ } 
affecting an important subject of this 


“That a Select Committee of five mem- 


hers of this House be appointed to join | 


with a Committee of the Lords to consider 


and report as to the principles which | 


should govern powers given by Bills and 
Provisional Orders to municipal and other 
local authorities for industrial enterprise 
within or without the area of their juris- 
diction ; that a message be sent to the 


Lords to aequaint their Lordships that | 


this House hath appointed a Committee 
of five members to consider and report as 
to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within 
or without the area of their jurisdiction ; 
and to request that their Lordships will 
be pleased to appoint an equal number of 





Lords to be joined with the Members of | 


this House.”—(Mr. Anstruther.) 

Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : 
rather surprised that an important Com- 
mittee of this kind should be moved with 
out an explanation as to what its object 
isand at whose instance it was suggested. 
[am not aware that any of the municipal 
hodies of the country have petitioned in 
favour of this Committee, and I am not 
aware of any other public representative 
institution that has asked for its appoint- 
ment. It certainly would have been 
more respectful te the House had some 
statement been made by some Member of 
the Government as to why it is to be 
appointed and by whom it was suggested. 
It appears to me that there may be at the 
bottom of this people, whoever they may 
he, who instigated the Government into 
this action, and who are opposed to the | 


to earn them. 
Tam | 


moters of private companies, who have so 
much interest in the Government, are the 
people at the bottom of it, we ought to 
know. When a_ mysterious motion 


kind is moved we should get some infor- 
mation, but in this instance one of the 
whips, making a profound bow to the 
Speaker, tries to set in motion a piece of 
machinery which undoubtedly may be 
fraught with the greatest interest to the 
country. Iam not in a position to say 
that the municipal authorities object to 
it. My opinion is that the municipal 
authorities have very little to fear at the 
hands of this or any other Committee. 
I have no authority to speak for the cor- 
porations, but I am able to state with 
respect to the great industrial concerns 
which are carried on by the corporation 
of the town for which I sit in this House, 
that they are the source of enormous 
profit to the ratepayers, and that the 
profits go to the relief of rates instead of 
in dividends to persons who do nothing 
If it is to strike a blow 
at that class of trading by municipal 


| corporations I think the Government have 


| been 


works carried on by the various municipal them who know anything of the local 


ill-advised indeed, and will get 
themselves into considerable trouble and 
discredit by having anything to do with 
the stirring up of a matter of this sort. 
This proposed inquiry has been promoted 
by those who are jealous of the trading 
capacity of our municipal authorities. On 
these grounds I protest against the ap- 
pointment of the Committee. I cannot 
imagine why it is suggested. We are asked 
to appoint a Committee of five to meet a 
similar number of Members of the Upper 
House. Who invited the Members of 
the other House to join in the inquiry 
into corporation work?! The Members 
of that House know nothing whatever of 
|municipal life. There are very few of 
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government of the country either in 
corporate bodies or in country districts. 
Why we should be linked together with 
members of that branch of the legislature 
Iam ata loss to understand. Why are 
corporations, so to speak, to be carpeted 
before a Committee which they have no 
part or parcel in selecting? What is the 
charge against them? What is, so to 
speak, the genesis of this Committee ? 
Surely we ought to know if the Cor- 


porations of the country have mis- 
conducted themselves, betrayed the 
interests of the ratepayers, or com- 


mitted some illegal act. There is nothing 
of the kind stated. If there is to bea 
Committee appointed I presume the 
trial will not be held in their absence. 
Surely they will be invited to 
be present and to offer evidence. It is 
time the corporations should be told 
what it is about, that they may be ina 
position to prepare themselves with their 
defence, if they are to be called up on 
their defence. I believe all prisoners are 
supplied with some statement of the 
nature of the charge brought against 
them. I have not heard a word of what 
the charge is against the corporations. 
Before we proceed further I hope we will 
be favoured with a statement by some 
member of the Government. Much will 
depend on that statement whether a 
division will be taken against the 
appointment of a Committee. If the 
Government are determined to have a 
Committee, let us have a little more time 
for the consideration of it, and let notice 
be sent round to the local authorities so 


that they may not be taken by surprise, | 


and, as it were, attacked from behind by 
some influence which we cannot trace 
and of which we know nothing. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, S.W.): 
The corporations look upon themselves as 
persons accused, and they do not think it 
would be right to adopt the position of 
seeking in any way to burke full investiga- 
tion. They accept with reluctance the 
Committee the right hon. Gentleman is 
going to appoint, though they think it 
unnecessary. They say, “ We are 
arraigned before this Committee, and 
it would be an improper position to 


object in any way to a_ thorough 
and full investigation.” There was 


a case last week at Huddersfield 


where a great injury was done to the 
corporation by this motion being put 
Mr. Broadhurst. 
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| on the Table. That injustice will, I hope 
be removed by this motion being put 
down and discussed. The hon. Gentle- 
man the Chairman of Committees upstairs 
told me that they had very great diff- 
culty because the decisions of the House 
are not uniform in regard to this matter, 
I know one case where an Electric 
Lighting Bill was accepted by the House, 
and a similar one from another part of 
the country was thrown out. I do not 
think anyone, whether representing the 
views of a corporation or those of private 
promoters, could defend such a position of 
affairs, and it is because this position is 
going to be removed that we accept the 
motion before us. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): I apprehend that the object of this 
is to secure, through this Committee, the 
framing of a series of common clauses 
which should be inserted in Bills brought 
before the House. I[ see no objection to 
that. I should like to ask the Govern- 
ment if they will kindly say what they 
propose to do as to the calling of evidence 
before this Committee. 


THE PRESIDENT or tHE BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcute, Croydon): The 
hon. Member for Dundee has accurately 
described the position taken up by 
the Government, and so has the hon. 
Member for South - west Manchester. 


It is quite a mistake to sup 
pose that this motion has been put 
down with the smallest intention of 


making any attack whatever on corpora- 
tions. Nothing was further from the 
thoughts of the Government. It is ex- 
tremely desirable that inquiry should be 
made with the view of seeing whether 
some conclusions cannot be arrived at as 
to the general lines which should be fol- 
lowed not only with regard to Bills of 
this kind before the House, but also with 
regard to Provisional Orders. I may say 
that we at the Board of Trade require to 
have some kind of direction, such as that 
suggested, in order to enable us to deal 
properly with the constant applications 
that are being made to us by corpora- 
tions. The hon. Gentleman opposite has 
asked why we haveaskeda Committee of the 
other House to join. Whether the powers 
asked by corporations are asked by Bill 
or by Provisional Order, they have to pass 
through the Houses of Parliament, and 


!therefore in connection with matters 
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where both Houses have to take action it 
has always been the custom that the two 
bodies should sit together and arrive at a 
common conclusion. With regard to the 
question of the hon. Member for Dundee, I 
have to say thatit is very desirable and ne- 
cessary that this Committee, when formed, 
should have the power of calling witnesses. 
When the Joint Committee is nominated 
[ understand a motion of that kind will 
he made. With regard to this matter, 
the Committee should be empowered to 
vet such evidence as will enable them to 
come to a proper conclusion in the 
matter, 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): The 
right hon, Gentleman has forgotten in 
making his appeal to the House for the 
appointment of this Committee that this 
proposal does not emanate from a Govern- 
ment Department like the Board of Trade, 
neither did it spring from the Local 
(overnment Board, which is the proper 
Department to have municipal enterprise 
within its purview. The suggestion for 
this Committee sprang from a private 
Member last year. It was down for 
three months, and I, with a number of 
other Members, had the pleasure of sitting 
up until twelve o'clock, and we were 
successful in preventing the motion 
coming on. What we ought to know is 
why it is that the Government have 
suddenly undertaken the responsibility of 
hacking a Committee which last year 
they would have nothing at all to do with, 
and which they left to the irresponsibie 
care of a private Member who had very 
little support even on his own side. Why 
was it put down last year’? I think I 
can throw a little light upon that point. 
The Government brought in a Bill, and a 
very good Bill, for nationalising the tele- 
phones in a large direction. The hon. 
Member who put the motion down put it 
down with a view to hanging up the 
Government Bill. It was supposed to 
have served its purpose for that session. 
But it did not succeed, and all at 
once we found it removed from the Paper. 
But chis year this skeleton Committee 
is introduced in order to be used against 
corporation Bills and municipal enterprise 
with precisely the same object as it was 
intended to have with regard to the 
Government Bill for dealing with the 
telephone service. We have heard not a 


single word in explanation of why the 
Government have accepted the parentage 
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of this bastard Committee. The Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade says the Board 
of Trade want guidance. If that is so let 
the President of the Board of Trade and 
the President of the Local Government 
Board and the Selection Committee, with 
representatives of the House of Lords, 
meet together and give us some respon- 
sible reasons for the appointment of a 
Joint Committee. If it is for uniform 
treatment of similar Bills on similar sub- 
jects in different Houses in order to secure 
consistency in regard to municipal enter- 
prise, that is a reason one can respect, and 
such a reason may contain arguments that 
we can understand. But when we find 
that a Committee which was put down 
last year to block a Government Bill, and 
which was ineffectual for its purpose, is 
now turned on to the general field of 
municipal enterprise, I am indeed sur- 
prised that the Government should have 
shown such poverty of reasons and such 
paucity of argument in favour of the 
appointment of a Committee which the 
state of municipal enterprise does not at 
this moment warrant. What is the reason 
for this Committee? Not a word has 
heen given to tell us. What is the argu- 
ment in favour of it! We have heard of 


none. What is the necessity for it from 
the point of view of municipal en- 
terprise ! Is municipal — enterprise 


in this country incompatible with the 
ratepayers’ interests or with public 
policy ? We have had neither speech 
nor argument to contend that it is. 
Where is the evidence that municipal 
bodies ought to be put upon their trial ? 
In the absence of evidence is there to be 
a rambling inquiry, a fishing expedition, 
to last four or five years, as did the 
Labour Commission, so that in the mean- 
time municipalities like Leicester, Bir- 
mingham, Glasgow, Manchester, Dublin, 
and other places should be prevented 
from promoting Bills which have for their 
object the benefit of the ratepayers, and 
the promotion of which has the full 
approval of the overwhelming majority 
of the inhabitants /—-beeause the House 
must remember that no Bill can be intro- 
duced under the Borough Funds Act un- 
less it has three-fourths of the ratepayers 
in favour of it. The delay caused by 
this Committee will impose upon the 
public great inconvenience. The gentlemen 
who met at the Society of Arts will then 
he able to say, “Oh, the municipalities 
are doing nothing for electric traction ; 


2G 








Municipal 


wae 
765 


they are doing nothing to link up the 
urban districts with the outside local 
areas ; they are supine and indifferent. Let 
private enterprise come in.” Through this 
Committee sitting for three or four years 
private enterprise will get an unfair ad- 
Vantage over municipal enterprise. In 
a word, this Committee is to be a hang- 
ing Committee—-the kind of Committee 
the Royal Academy appoint a week 
hefore the Academy opens. This Com- 
mittee is to he for hanging up the pro- 
jects of municipal enterprise with their 
faces to the wall, so that the company 
promoter and a number ot gentlemen 
of Oriental mind and Kasteri expression 
and Babylonish tastes can do with 
electric lighting as they have been doing 
with certain portions of the English Con- 
stitution and the British Empire, con- 
verting legislative spheres of influence 
into spheres of private interest. When 
| heard this Committee first spoken about 
I thought we were going to have an in- 
dictment of the big corporations. — Are 
our municipal corporations corrupt | No. 
Then why an inquiry? Are they ineffi- 
cient? The test of efficiency is the profit 
that municipal enterprise makes for the 
reduction of the general rates. [tis 
hecause they are efficient, and 
duet their concerns with economy an 
large profit, they are to be assailed. Is the 
inquiry necessary ? Absolutely no. Why 
do | say that? Beeause every municipal 
enterprise undertaken by a local authority 
is subject to the best of all inquiries— 
the eriticism of the ratepayers who pay the 
rates. Then there is the Provisional Order, 
which has to run the gauntlet of both 
Houses, at First, Second, and Third 
Reading, and also go through the ordeal 
of the Committee upstairs. Then there 
is the audit of the Local Government 
Board—not a single shilling can be spent 
on electric lighting, water, tramways, or 
markets unless it is passed by the auditor 
appointed by either the Local Govern- 
ment Board or the municipality ; whilst, 
tinally, the test of election every 
vear is the best safeguard. In_ the 
absence of inefliciency, extravagance, and 
corruption in our municipal life, | strongly 
protest against the appointment of this 
Committee as a slur upon our municipal 
lite —a municipal life which deservedly 
occupies the highest position of any 
municipal life in the whole civilised 


conh- 


world. Now I come to the Committee 
itself. This Committee ought to be 


Mr. John Burns 
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appointed not by the Selection Com- 
mittee, but by this House itself. T have 


a great respect for the House of Lords 
when it contines itself to its proper work, 
[“Oh, oh! "] Yes, | have ; [ believe that 
if private euterprise tries to bull-dose 
and chloroform the House of Commons, 
of which this motion is an evidence, we 
may have to look for the purity of our 
public life and the preservation of our 
municipal rights to the [louse of Lords as 
asecond line of defence against monopoly 
that abuses its power and subordinates 
Governments to its ends. But I am 
quite prepared to wait until the necessity 
for that condition of things arises. In 
the meantime, the House of Lords is not 
the body which knows most about muni- 
cipal government and municipal enter- 
prise. [| venture to say that this is a 
revolution in private Bill procedure which 
ought to be demanded from the House 
only by strong facts and irresistible argu- 
ment. I could quite understand the 
appointment of this Committee if Gias- 
gow were riddled with corruption as 
Tammany Hall is in New York. [* Oh, 
oh!”| That is my view, and I express 
that view having examined that institu- 
tion at close quarters, and so far as Tam 
concerned, speaking generally of municipal 
life, | know nothing outside this country 
to equal the municipal life of Creat 
Britain and Ireland. [am surprised that 
the First Lord of the Treasury, whose 
knowledge of nearly every phase of 
national life does him eredit, and_ has, 
perhaps, placed him where he is, should 
lend himself to a suggestion of this kind. 
His own city of Manchester is opposed to 
this Committee, and many of the Man- 
chester councillors regard it as a slight 
upon the local life of their district. Many 
ot the municipalities, the bulk of the 
members from which support the right 
hon. Gentleman, say that this is a super- 
fluous inquiry and that it can reveal 
nothing which the Government cannot 


know more clearly without its aid. 
Except for deferring to that — body 
of company promoters = in cacelsis, 


the Liberty and Property Defence League, 
and except for pandering to the ignorant 
prejudices of the Lord Wemysses and 
the gang of company promoters who met 
at the Society of Arts three months ago, 
I can see no reason for this Committee. 
1 do appeal to the First Lord to 
recognise that if this Committee is ap- 
pointed and sits for a long time great 
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harm will be done to the ratepayers’ in- 
terests of this country. The municipalities 
of the country object to this Committee, 
not because they are afraid of inquiry, 
but because they object to having their 
town clerks and mayors and committees 
being summoned to the House of Com- 
mons or the House of Lords to 
interrogated unnecessarily by a Com 
mittee that cannot know as much about 
the matter as the auditor of the Local 
Government Board. It is because the 
appointment of this Committee is dan- 
gerous, unnecessary, and is merely 
demanded by a small cliqne who have 
made too much fuss in the country about 
municipal enterprise, that I appeal to the 
House of Commons not to support the 
creation of this Committee. 


he 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): | 
cannot see that the Committee proposed 
by this motion is in the slightest degree 
hostile to the interests of the munici 
palities ; im my opinion it is very greatly 
in their favour, and I am sure the decision 
of the Committee will be for the guidance 
of the Committees upstairs. [ have been 
Chairman of one of those Committees, 
and have had the greatest trouble in dis- 
criminating where municipal — trading 
should cease. In former days, munici- 
palities no doubt undertook great enter- 
prises which were very useful for their 
ratepayers, but those undertakings were 
always confined within the boundaries of the 
corporation. Now schemes have been 
started for constructing electric tramways 
outside the borough boundaries altogether, 
and how can a Committee upstairs tell 
where this should end? We want the 
guidance of the House upon this subject, 
and if the House is pleased to appoint 
this Committee, [ think some conclusion 
will be come to in the matter which will 
he in the interests of the corporations 
themselves, because they will he saved a 
great deal of money in promoting schemes 
which they will know, from the decision 
of this Committee, could not get through 
the House. In reply to one remark of 
the hon. Member opposite, let me instance 
the case of a corporation which brought 
forward a scheme for a large system of 
electric tramways within a six mile radius 
of the corporation. The scheme may be 
good, or it may be bad, but why should 
it stop at the six mile radius! Why not 
have a twelve mile radius? Why not 
work a system of clectrie tramways or a 
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That is an intelligent position. 


to inquire into. 
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| railway to connect the corporation with 
| some other town 2? On all these matters 
| Committees upstairs require direction. 
| They cannot get that direction from the 
Orders of the House. It is most im- 
portant in defence of the ratepayers 
that the House should lay down definite 
rules as to whether the corporations are 
to bring forward these schemes, and 
therefore I hope the House will pass this 
motion. 


Mr. HALDANE (Haddingtonshire) : | 
must congratulate the hon. Member for 
North Hampshire on having given the first 
approach to an intelligent reason for the 
appointment of this Committee. I quite 


admit that in the specific case which 
he has given it is quite — proper 


that there should be certain well-defined 
considerations which should be taken into 
account by each Committee, and that the 
practice upon that point should be uni- 
form. But the motion before the House 
goes iniles beyond anything of that kind. 
We are asked to appoint a Select Com- 
mittee “to consider and report as to the 
principles which should govern powers 
given by Bills and Provisional Orders to 
municipal and other local authorities for 
industrial enterprise within or without 
the area of their jurisdiction.” I agree 
with my hon. friend the Member for 
Battersea in the suggestion he has made 
as to the origin and genesis of this motion. 
I cannot bring myself to believe that it is 
the spontaneous idea of the right hon. 
Gentleman opposite. Like the hon. 
Member for Battersea, I have lively recol- 
lections of the origin of this motion. The 
right hon. Gentleman, as he was then, but 
who is now a distinguished ornament in 
another place, and takes a strong interest 
in this question, because he holds very 
strong views on the subject of muni- 


cipal trading, was the real author 
of this motion. He had a_ very 


definite idea in his mind; he knew what 
he meant by asking for a Committee to 
inquire into the principles which should 
regulate embarking on industrial enter- 
prise by corporations. He held that all 
embarking on industrial enterprise should 
he discouraged and prohibited by the 
legislature and that it should be confined 
within the very narrowest possible limits. 
But that 
is not a question for any Committee, still 
less a Joint Committee of the two Houses, 
That is a question for 


767 
this House to determine after debate, 
and it may turn out to be a very large 


Municipal 


question, in regard to which the House | 


will not come to its full conclusion at 
once. For my part, [| object very much, 
on a subject in regard to which there 
may be the greatest conflict of policy 
hetween this House and the other, to our 
finding ourselves hereafter, whenever a 
question arises ona Private Bill as to the 
course to be taken, bound by a decision 
of a Joint Committee over which we have 
no control a decision which would be 
thrown in ow teeth upon all such 
occasions. The right hon. Gentleman said 
that the Board of Trade thought guidance 
was wanted, not only for Select Commit- 
tees but also for the Board itself. What 
guidance are they likely to get! This 
Committee will sit and take evidence, 
and hear objections by counsel if neces- 
sary. I quite see that it might get a large 
amount of useful information. But what 
is the sort of question we have to con- 
sider!) This is not a Committee whose 
function it will be to frame clauses or to 
draw up some code of restrictions on 
legislation such as those embodied in the 
model clauses dealing with Provisional 
Orders, etc. The province of this Com- 
mittee is something very much wider ; it 
is to consider general principles —general 
principles which will apply to the very 
class of Bills out of which these general 
clauses and sections have arisen. Take a 
single illustration which is in the minds 
of hon. Members who have been present 
through this sitting. We have had a 
debate upon the question of whether 
the London County Council should have 
the control of its water supply. ‘That 
debate would have assumed an entirely 
different form had we been discussing the 
question of whether Glasgow should have 
the control of its water supply. In the 
case of Glasgow, just as in the case of 
Birmingham and many other places, the 
«question of the control of matters, which 
is refused for special reasons to the 
London County Council, assumes an 
entirely different form. It is not 
a question which can he settled by 
any decision of « Committee—whether 
these corporations should be allowed to 
indulge in industrial enterprises, such as 
that of running tramways. It is a ques- 
tion to be decided with reference to the 
circumstances of each municipality, and 
that can only be determined by the House 


after debate on the Second Reading of | 


Mr. Haldane. 
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the Bills, with such assistance as may he 
obtained from a Select Committee. Take 
another illustration. We have had a 
great deal of difficulty in settling the 
question of whether the power of supply- 
ing electricity in bulk should be given to 
private companies or reserved for muni- 
cipal corporations. Why was that! 
Because it was considered by the House 
of Commons that supplying cleetrical 
power in bulk was a very different thing 
from supplying electric light. One was 
something in the interests of the public 
generally, while the other would be stip- 
plied to a comparatively few firms, and, 
therefore, in the view of many members, 
a proper thing for private persons to under- 
take rather than a municipality. That, 
again, is not a question of principle which 
ean be settled by a Committee. You 
have to cousider the enterprise, the state 
of development in which the enterprise 
is-—matters which may be entirely dif- 
ferent in five years time—and it is 
impossible for us to bind — ow- 
selves by any hard-and-fast rules, whether 
they are laid down by ourselves or by a 
Committee, no matter how eminent, sitting 
upstairs. The whole history of the prac- 
tice of this House with regard to these 
matters seem to show that this is a matter 
which cannot be consideredas one of abstract 
principle, but which must be considered 
upon its merits. [| have heard nothing 
inteliigible from the right hon. Gentle- 
man as a justification of the appointment 
of this Committee. There have been two 
intelligible reasons put forward in the 
debate. One is the question of whether 
there should be an extension of tramways 
beyond the municipal limits. That is a 
very narrow point, and much too small 
to justify this motion. The other is the 
question of referring the whole subject of 
municipal trading to this Committee. 
Against that suggestion [ certainly pro- 
test on behalf of the proper functions of 
this House. I cannot help thinking that 
this motion is one which, if carried into 
effect, will lead to the sort of thing with 
which we have become far too familiar 
within the last five years—namely, the 
practice of the Government saying “There 
is the Report of a Royal Commission, or 
of a Select Committee, or of a Joint 


Committee which lays down _ the 
principles on which this case must 
be decided”—by which means we 


are prevented from giving full considera- 
tion to the principle of Bills which come 
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769 Municipal 
before us. 
is growing up of the Government shelter- 
ingitself behind Reports of Commissions 
and Committees. That practice has heen 
carried too far, and this is an instance in 
which the House should say that the 
matter proposed to be referred to this 
Committee is a matter which it is for the 
House itself to determine, and with the 
jurisdiction over which the House will 
not part. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): | venture to hope that this discussion, 
which has been a very instructive one, will 
not be unduly prolonged. [“ Oh, oh! "| I 
may express a pious hope, at all events, 
that it will not be unduly prolonged ; 
hecause, after all, we are only asking for 
an investigation by a competent tribunal 
intoa problem the importance of which 
isdenied by nobody. The hon, Member 
for Battersea stated that the Government 
had taken up a Committee — originally 
moved tor in this House by a private 
Member. My memory for details is not 
very good, but L believe in that statement 
the hon. Gentleman is inaccurate. [| have 
heen given a reference in Hansard which 
shows that on March 2nd last year [ was 
asked by my hon. friend the Member for 
North Islington whether a Committee 
could not be appointed to inquire into 
this question, and my reply was* — 

“In answer to the hon. Member | have to 
say that the important question to which he 
refers isone which deserves early investigation, 
and we, the Government, think the proper 
method of that investigation would he by a 
Joint Committee of the two Houses.” 

That is the policy which I stated on 
behalf of my colleagues on the 2nd March 
last year, and it has been the policy to 
which we have ever since steadily adhered. 
The hon. and learned Member who has 
just sat down objects to this policy, as | 
think other Members also have objected 
to it, on the ground that a Committee of 
this sort appears to mean the passing of a 
prime facie condemnation upon municipal 
trading, and that it appears to prejudge 
the question of whether municipalities 
are to be allowed to go beyond the 
hare necessities of life, as it were, 
which they have to provide for their 


inhabitants, and to launch out into the | 
illimitable field of commercial enterprise. | 


_* See The Parliamentary Debates [ Fourth 
Series}, Vol. Ixvii., page 1053. 
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The Government do not desire to pre- 
judge that question. We do not desire 
to lay down any principles for the 
guidance of the Committee. We do not 
say whether it is right or whether it is 
wrong, that, in addition to supplying 
proper highways, proper police protection, 
gas, water, and so forth, municipalities 
should go further, and, either within their 
own area, or still more, without their own 
area, deal avith these larger commercial 
concerns. | believe myself that in many 
cases these commercial undertakings may 
very properly be entered into by munici- 
palities. That is my own personal opinion. 
But what we ask for is not a judgment 
upon that abstract, or more or 
abstract, question ; it is for some general 
guidance for this and the other House as 
to the method by which we are to deal 
from time to time with the innumerable 
practical problems which come before us 
in connection with private Bill legislation, 
and also in connection with matters for 
which the Government are responsible. 
As has been pointed out by one of the 
Chairmen of these Committees, the Com- 
mittees of this House have no guidance 
upon the general principles which should 
regulate their action. Is that a fair posi- 
tion into which to put four gentlemen 
chosen trom among Members of the House 
by the Committee of Selection, and ask 
them thus to deal with great complicated 
questions! ‘They are competent to deal 
professionally with evidence placed before 
them, but it is too much to ask them, 
without any mandate from this House, 
and without any general principles laid 
down for them by this House, to deal 
with what are after all great questions of 
policy. The hon. and learned Gentleman 
who has just sat down appears to think 
that a Joint Committee of the two Houses 
would have some coercive action in the 
policy which this House or the other 
House should pursue. That is really not 
the case. This House would have betore 
it the Report of that Committee, and the 
evidence upon which that Report was 
founded. It would neither be obliged to ac- 
. ceptthe Report in general nor inaparticular 
| instance give application to it. The House 
might even reverse it. Our freedom of 
action will be wholly unimpaired, but 
some machinery will be provided by which 
| the arguments and the evidence on either 


less 


| side will be put before us in some intelli- 
_ gible and assimilable form. The hon. and 
{ . . . 

learned Member says this is a question 
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upon which the House itself should decide. 
How isthe House to decide and by what 
machinery can the House decide particular 
issues now? <A particular case comes 
before us. On that particular case no 
doubt we can decide now, and on that 
particular case we should still be able to 
decide after the Joint Committee has 
reported. But how can we come to any 
decision upon the broad question of policy 
to which the hon. and learyed Member 
has referred ¢ [t is something to produce 
an abstract resolution on a Tuesday 
afternoon, but isthe Government to come 
forward and lay before the House an 
abstract resolution in regard to municipal 
trading? Is that to be debated all night, 
and finally to be voted upon, and is such 
# debate and division to be any guidance 


Mun cipal 


as to policy ? Such a debate and 
division would not be of any value 
unless we came to it armed with 
all the assistance which the Report 


of a Joint Committee is so well quatitied 
to vive. [ confess it to me that 
those who wish to refuse this Committee, 
to closure this investigation, are deliber- 
ately giving their verdict for chaos rather 
than for order. They are asking the 
House to proceed to deal with enormous 
questions affecting the corporate rights 
and interests of immense bodies of rate 
pavers in a piecemeal fashion and at 
haphazard. That is not a course which 
the Government can recommend, and I 
earnestly ask the House—not bin 
themselves to follow the Report which a 
Joint Committee of both Houses may come 
to, net to bind themselves blindly to 
acquiesce in a decision which five repre- 
sentatives of this House and five repre- 
sentatives of the other House may come 
to, but to give themselves the chance of 
having the evidence collected and decided 
upon by a competent tribunal. If after 
that investigation the House should differ 


sees 


to 


from the Report of the Joint Committee , 


(and the House of Commons very often 


dloes differ from its Committees), at all | 
events we shall do it with knowledge and | 


not In ignorance, knowing what is alleged 
on either side. If we differ, even in that 
case our action will be incomparably more 
profitable to the community at large, to 
the great corporations of this country, 
and to the work of private enterprise, 


than the haphazard and random dealing | ( 
| panies, and private enterprise as against 


with great interests with which we have 
got familiar in recent years, and with 


which, unless this Committee is appointed, | 


Mr. A. J. Balfour. 
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we are likely to become more and more 
familiar as time goes on, 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): In support- 
ing this proposal the right hon. Gentle. 
man described it as having for its chief 
object the protection of the ratepayers. 

Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: | 
that. 


never said 


Mr. DILLON : [ want to ask any hon, 
Member who supports this, what evidence 
he can lay before this House that the 
ratepayers have asked for this protection, 
Before we are asked to consent to this 
measure, Which has been deseribed by an 
hon, Member opposite as a measure foi 
the protection of the ratepayers, ought we 
not to have from supporters some 
statement that a considerable minority of 
the ratepayers are anxious for this pro 
tection! The very reverse is the fact. It 
is not a proposal which emanated 
from wy hody ot ratepayers outside this 
House. [t had its origin in a band of 
Gentlemen in this House who are inter- 
ested in the promotion of great schemes 
of private enterprise. What are the facts 
which are known to the citizens of muni 
cipalities in great Britain and Treland. 
Every year they are beleaguered and beset 
by syndicates and private companies who 
are endeavouring to grasp those enter 
prises which ought to he a legitimate 
ticld for municipal trading, such as electric 
lighting and tramways. Ilive in a city 
where the tramways have passed into the 
hands of a company which is now 
making excellent: profits. [ should have 
preferred to see those profits going to 
the relief of the rates in the city. Kvery 
municipality in the country is besieged 
by these syndicates and companies who 
are endeavouring to get hold of the 
valuable monopolies. What do we hear 
from the President of the Board of Trade ! 
He declared, in a very extraordinary 
speech, that the Local Government 
Board wanted guidance. But this ques- 
tion only turned up last year, when the 
right hon, Gentleman the Member fo 
the London University and the Member 
for North Islington made a proposal in re- 
gard to the telephone monopoly. The pro- 
posal before the House is manifestly one 
made in the interests of syndicates, com- 


its 


has 


municipal enterprise. No attempt has 
been made to show that the ratepayers 
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die 
of the country are interested in this pro- 
wal. Has any attempt been made to 
show that the ratepayers of the great 
municipalities of this country — have 
affered by the municipalities getting 
hold of and extending their grip over 
industrial enterprises? It is quite the 
contrary, and, so far as I am aware, in 
every instance in whieh a great munici- 
yality has got hold of some great industrial 
andertaking, the result has been beyond all 
question a great saving to the ratepayers. 
There ix not a single shred of founda- 
tion for this extraordinary new depar- 
ture in favour of private enterprise. In 
Dublin we provided ourselves twenty 
years ago W ith of the best water 
supplies in the country, and there is no 
doubt that we have saved our ratepayers 
eormons sims of money by having got 
this great industrial enterprise in our 
hands at the very beginning. Our 
experience goes to show that the growth 
of these municipal enterprises, and the 
gradual extinetion of monopolies in gas, 
water, eleetric lighting, and tramway 
companies has been a growth of progress 
marked by immense saving to the rate- 
pivers of the country. And what do 
’ 1 never heard a 
more kume defence. All they say is that 
we had chaos, and now we want order 
If you had had order 
vidanee in this matter twenty 
should) have made no 
progress at all. Why have these great 
principles gradually been established 4 
They can only be established piecemeal 
iy applying yourself to the particular 


one 


the Government say 


and) guidance. 
inc 
we 


Vears ago 


circumstances of the case. | say it is 
lecause you had chaos that you sue- 
ceeded, and because you were not bound 
vy the rales of a Committee of the 


House of Lords. After half a century of 
free action in dealing with this municipal 
yuestion, suddenly the Board of Trade and 
the Local Government Board awake to 
the fact that are in the midst of 
haos, and that we cannot proceed any 
tuther without guidanee. And remember, 
the guidance sought is not to come from a 
Committee of this House, but the House 
ft Lords is to be asked to teach us how to 


Wwe 





leal with municipal affairs. I do not 
pthink that the record of the House of 
j Lords in connection with municipal 





levelopment is so brilliant that we ought 
its assistance. The House of 
Lords is permeated with company directors 


to seek 


and company promoters, and there is no 
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hope in that direction. We are told that 
we want guidance and enlightenment 
from a Committee that is to investigate 
this matter in an abstract sense. In my 
opinion the proper guidance on municipal 
development should be sought from the 
experience of the Board of Trade and the 
Local Government Board. Even if such 
a proposal is necessary, I do press upon the 
Government and the House that the 
proper way to lay a foundation for such a 
measure would be to appoint » Committee 
of this House and not a Joint Committee. 
Why did hon. Members opposite during 
the telephone struggle suggest a Joint 
Committee of the two Houses! They 
suggested that because they knew that 
the friends of private enterprise would be 
found on that Committee in a sweeping 
majority. Whatever chance there might be 
for private enterprise ina Committee of this 
House, a joint Committee would be bound 
to give the syndicates and the company 
promoters a majority. It is ridiculous 
for the Government to tell us that no 
harm ean be done by this innocent. in- 
vestigation, and that we shall be just as 
free afterwards to reject its decisions if 
we choose. That statement might do 
very well for an hon. Member elected 
vesterday, without experience in this 
House, but for those who have been here 
fifteen years it is rather absurd to try 
and throw dust in our eves in that fashion. 
Every hon. Member who knows the prac- 
tice and customs of this House knows 
very well that the Report of such a Com- 
mittee would be thrown in our teeth in 
every debate upon this subject. Such a 
Report would inevitably have great weight, 
and would affect the votes of many hon. 
Members of this House. Undoubtedly 
the Committees upstairs would accept the 
decisions of the Joimt Committee as their 
guiding principles, and it could have no 
other possible effect than to limit the 
freedom of the Committees of this House. 
It is because [ believe that such a limiting 
of the Committees of this House would be 
a distinet evil and a retrograde step that 
I am opposed to the appointment of this 
Joint Committee altogether. I believe 
that the true principle to adopt in 
approaching the consideration of — this 
of municipal enterprise — is 

the present machinery, 


question 
to allow 


which has worked admirably, to work 
still, and to allow the Committees of this 
House to apply their intelligence, free of 
any more fetters than those which already 
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exist in the Standing Orders of the House, | 


to the consideration of the circumstances 
of each individual case’; to allow 


hers of this House; and to proceed un- 
checked and unfettered until the time 
arrives when it may be desirable to in- 
troduce some general measure which 
ought to orginate in this House and over 
which this House ought to have full con- 
trol. I object to this proposal because | 
think the time has not come by many 
vears for any investigation of the kind. 
There is no call for this proposal outside 
this House, and there is not a shred of 
evidence to show that it is demanded by 
the public outside this House. But even 
if it were proved and admitted that such 
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There are many 


| private companies which have tramways in 


their. 
decisions to be freely reviewed by Mem- , 


an investigation is required, such investi- , 


gation ought to be carried out, in the 
first instance, by a Committee appointed 
by this House, and it should not be a 
Joint Committee appointed at the request 
ot Gentlemen who have made no secret 
of their desire to promote and increase 
the sphere and the development of com- 
panies and syndicates 
municipal effort. Hon. Members opposite 
have made no secret of their hostility to 
municipal effort, and they desire to refer 
it to a Joint Committee, because they 
helieve that by so doing they will secure 
a majority in favour of private enterprise. 


Mr. JONATHAN SAMUEL (Stock- 
ton): After listening to the speech of the 


hon. Member for North Hampshire, [ have 
my doubts as to the wisdom of this House 
passing this motion to-night without 
further discussion. [am certainly alarmed 
at the prospect, because I know some cor- 
porations that have eae gn their gas 
works under Bills as far back as 1858. The 
hon. Member for North Hampshire pressed 
for « Committee last week which rejected 
a Bill because it extended the tramways 
beyond the borough, 
heen the universal practice. There 
hardly a corporation in this country which 
hasbeen granted private Bills for the supply 
of water or gas which has not the power 
to go beyond the horough bound: ary. 
What would be the position of many of 
our rural districts near our large towns if 
corporations were preve nted from supply- 
ing them with pure water and with gas ? 
I believe that in 
House of Commons has given the power 
to a corporation to pureh: ise the gas or 
water supplies, such supplies go beyond | 


Mr. Diilen. 


is 





although that has | 


every case W here. the 


as compared with | 


| 


These private companies 

to run through the 
borough, and are connected with the 
suburbs of the town. If this Joint Com- 
mittee were to report to the House that 
in no Bill in future should a corporation 
he allowed to go beyond the borough 
boundary, then the very power whieh 
has been given to many corporations to 
purchase the tramways will be nullified, 
As the hon. Member for East Mayo has 
pointed out, you cannot draw a hard- 
and-fast rule, and you must treat every 
Biil upon its merits. You must judge 
every private Bill, whether for the supply 


our large towns. 
have the right 


of water, gas, electricity, or tramways, 
upon its merits, because hard-and-tast 


rules will not apply to different private 
sills. I know that there is a feeling on 
the other side of the House against 
municipalities, and particularly — the 
London County Council, having the 
right which has been conferred upon 
almost every municipality in the country 
of supplying water to the people within 
the London area. I do appeal to the 
First Lord of the Treasury to at least 


adjourn this debate to-night before 
coming to any decision, because the 
Association of Municipal Corporations 


are holding a meeting on Saturday, and 
they are very much opposed to this reso- 
lution. If they learn on Saturday that 
it is the intention of the Government to 
appoint this Committee with a view of 
restricting 





It being midnight, the debate stood 


adjourned. 


Debate to be resumed upon Monday 


next. 
ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[Mr. Grant LAwson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


Clause 1 agreed to. 


»). 


as 


Clause 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) said 
‘he wished to point out that in the Act of 
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last year the forces mentioned 
184,853, whereas in this Bill the number 
was put at 430,000. He merely desired 
to ell attention to the enormous in- 


crease. 
Clause agreed to. 


Clause 4 :— 


Question proposed, “That the Clause 
stand part of the Bill.” 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Chairman do report progress ; 
and ask leave to sit again.” —(Mr. F/ynn.) 


sut it appearing to the Chairman that 
the motion was an abuse of the Rules of 
the House, he declined to propose the 
Question thereupon to the Committee. 

Mr. CALDWELL asked the Under 
Secretary for War to give him an ex- 
planation of the words “from time to 
time.” The clause provided that the 
Secretary of State might from time to time 
vary the condition of service and extend 
the term of the original enlistment up to 
twelve years. 


Tue UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. Wynpuam, 
Dover): I have already announced to the 
House in respect to artillery that we pro- 
pose to take enlistments for one year, As 
the law stood before, if an artilleryman 


wanted to re-engage after one year’s 
wrvice he could only re-engage for 


another eleven years. That is the inter- 
pretation placed upon those words by 
lawyers. I think the hon. Member is 
confusing service with the colours with 
the service of the Reservists. All we are 
wking for now is more elbow-room in 
dealing with a new problem. 


Clause agreed to. 
Clause 4 agreed to. 


Clause 5 -— 


Mr. CALDWELL said he desired to 
know from the Under Seeretary what was 
weant by this clause. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: Our object is to 
161 consistent 
Sub-section 79 
that if a man is convicted 
fraudulent enlistment 
shall forfeit his previous service, but the 


with 
lays 
of 


he 


make Sub-section 
Sub-section 79. 
down 
desertion or 


Secretary of State may give it him hack 
again. At the present time the Secre- 
tary of State has not the power to give 
him back that service. Sub-section 161 
deals with cases of crime discovered after 
three vears service. If a soldier behaves 
in an exemplary manner for three years 
he can have extended to him the benefit 
of Sub-section 79, and he ean have also that 
service which he had previously forfeited. 


Mr. CALDWELL contended that the 
forfeiture was only in regard to fraudu- 


,leut enlistment, and desertion did not 


He had studied 
the enormous number of alterations and 
amendments to this Act, and he would 
defy anybody but an expert to make 
either head or tail of the Army Act. 
He had asked before that the Aet should 
he consolidated and put into a convenient 
form. 


come into the section. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : [ do not profess to 
be an expert upon the interpretation of 
legal documents, and I leave that to the 
hon. Member opposite. Upon the ques- 
tion of proper legal phraseology we are 
bound to be guided by our legal counsel. 
This Amendment has been very carefully 
devised to effect an object to which every 
single person in this House agrees, and I 
cannot accept the interpretation which 
the hon. Gentleman puts upon this section. 
I think I may take it that every hon. 
Member of this House would wish the 
Secretary of State to have power to for- 
give this forfeiture of service. 


Mr. CALDWELL contended that. it 
was no answer to say that the section had 
heen carefully prepared. It did not need 
experts to interpret language of that 
kind, and if the Government intended to 
give the Secretary of State the power he 
asked for, a reference was required as to 
where the forfeiture came in under the 
Act. 


2H 
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THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHarp Wesster, Isle of Wight): | 
have not had my attention drawn to that 
point, but I will undertake to look it up 
before the Report stage is reached. 


Mr. CALDWELL said it was no use 
trying to put him off in that way, and he 
begged leave to move to report progress. 
sit 


Committee report progress; to 


again upon Monday next. 


CENSUS (IRELAND) BLLL. 


Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee. ) 


{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk), in the Chair. | 


Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): What provi- 
sion is made in the Act as to the form the 
census is to take ! 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
IRELAND (Mr. Arktyson, London- 
derry, N.): The hon. Member will see 
that it is the same form as used hitherto. 


Mr. FLYNN: I know that provision 
is made, but my point is whether the 
number will ascertained in each 
barony, or what area will be enumerated. 


he 


Mr. ATKINSON : The number will be 
ascertained in each area of local adminis- 
tration. 


Mr. FLYNN: That means district 


councils districts. 
Mr. ATKINSON : Yes, that is so. 


Bill reported without amendment; read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARITABLE LOANS (IRELAND) BILL. 


Motion made, and question proposed, 
“That this House will, upon Monday next, 
resolve into Committee on the Bill.” 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): We have 
been waiting here mght after night 
watching this Bill, and many hon. Mem- 
bers interested in it are leaving for Ire- 
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land. I do wish the Attorney General 
for Ireland would put it down for some 
day after Easter, to enable those who lost 
their chance of speaking on the second 
reading to have a reasonable debate upon 
it. I put it to the Attorney General 
that it is very unfair to bring it on in this 
way, 


Mr. ATKINSON: [propose putting 
it down for Monday. [ should be very 
reluctant ta put it off until after Easter, 
I hope the hon. Member will consent to 
that course, 


Mr. DILLON: Our experience goes 
to show that there is very little chance 
of reaching it on Monday, and the 
Attorney General gives us no pledye that 
it will be taken upon that day. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): The chances are that the Bill will 
not come on for discussion on Monday. 
We do not want to block the Bill, and 
perhaps the right hon. Gentleman will 
give us the assurance that he will put this 
Bill off until after Easter. 


Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.): The 
Second Reading of this Bill came on last 
Thursday night, and we had not a fair 
opportunity of considering it. As the 
right hon. Gentleman got the Second 
Reading through without opposition, I 
hope he will agree to what we ask him 
to do. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Does the hon. Member 


; 


object to Monday ¢ 
Mr. DALY: I do object. 


Mr. SPEAKER having ascertained by 
the preponderance of voices that the 
majority of the House desired that the 
Committee should be deferred till Monday 
next, Committee deferred accordingly till 
Monday next. 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 


Adjourned at twenty-live minutes 
before One of the clock. 
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‘al HOUSE OF LORDS. | with the consideration of the Bill, the 
he ee . opposition thereto having been with- 
st Friday, 30th March, 1900. drawn; read, and ordered to lie on the 
ud scenes Table: The orders made on the 27th of 
m i ae Boe ica February last and 8th instant discharged ; 
al PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS, and Bill committed for Tuesday next. 
is re 
HAMMOND (G. H.) COMPANY BILL SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. J [U.1.], 
Ig Committed. NORTH-EASTERN RATLWAY BILL (it...) 
: SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT NORTH-EASTERN RATLWAY (STEAM 
0 COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [1.1.|. VESSELS) BILL (H.1.}. 
A. petition of Messrs. Faithfull and Report from the Committee of Selection, 
— Owen, of Dacre House, Victoria Street, That the Earl of Harewood he proposed 
fb Westminster, solicitors, praying that t the House as a member of the Select 
OR Standing Order No. 91 may be dispensed Committee on the said Bills in the place 
“OAR with, and that the Bill may be read a Of the Lord Blythswood ; read, and agreed 
ie Ree : 
m ¢ second time ; read, and ordered to lie on ©. 
: * the Table ; and Standing Order No. 91 ils aaa ox) 
= ty he considered on Monday next in order MOTHERWELL WATER BILL (H.1.. |. 
§ to its being dispensed with in respect of CHURCH'S PATENT BILL [#.1. |. 
oe the said Bill. Read 3°, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons, 
: LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 2 
‘ _ COAST RAILWAY BILL [it.})  ArReDREIE, COATBRIDGE, AND DISTRIC! 
, The Queen's consent signified ; and Bill WATER TRUST BILL. 
IS FF reported fr he Seleet C ittee wi ° 
3 eee rire oo HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
q : MORECAMBE URBAN DISTRICT 
i FE PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER COUNCIL (GAS) BILL. 
t BILL [u.1.}. 
ir HE The consent of the Prince of Wales in OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 
ic TR right of his Duchy of Cornwall, signitied ; SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
«1 HE and Bill reported from the Select Com- WAYS BILL. 
| mittee with Amendments. as ats bas 
an SOUTHPORT CORPORATION TRAM 
4 KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA. a 
en ee ey WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 
PR Reported from the Select Committee BILL. 
a owi ’ mts . P 
B with Amendments. WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 
} RHYMNEY TRON COMPANY BILL Brought from the Commons ; read | : 
i [H.1.. J. and referred to the Examiners. 
i i NEWTON AND LLANLLWCHATARN 
ui } URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILE [H.1.}. MILITARY LANDS PROVISIONAL 
© EE corRK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST ORDER BILL. 
3 RAILWAY BILL [.1.). Read 3° (according to Order), and 
i GUN BARREL PROOF ACT, Is6s, Passed. 
AMENDMENT BILL [1]. ee 
GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN RETURNS. REPORTS, ETC. 
D IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT celpasia. 22 ‘ ; 
BILL [H.1.}. MERCANTILE MARINE COLOUR 
” Reported with Amendments. ' paiva : 
Report on the sight-tests used in the 
LONDON SEA WATER SUPPLY BILL Mercantile Marine for 1899 (in continua- 
[H.1.}. ‘tion of Parliamentary Paper [C.—9248)) : 
4 Report from the Select Committee, Presented (by command), and ordered to 





That the Committee had not proceeded 
VOL. LXXXI. [Fourru Series. ] 














lie on the Table. 


2] 





783 Private Bill 
MILITIA ACT, 1882 (DEPUTY 
LIEUTENANTS). 


I. Return of descriptions of qualifica- 
tions of deputy lieutenants lodged during 
1899, as furnished to the Chief Secretary 
for Lreland. 

Il. Return of deputy lieutenants dis- 
placed during 1899, as furnished to the 
Chief Secretary for Treland. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION, 


INEBRLATES AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL [H.1.}. 

favour of, of County 

read, and ordered 


Petition in 
Council of Rentrew ; 
to lie on the Table. 


CENSUS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 3“ ; 


and to be printed. (No, 42.) 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the 


clock, to Monday next, Eleven 
of the clock. 


HOUSE COMMONS. 
Friday, 30th March, 1900. 


OF 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


(STANDING 
IN- 


PRIVATE BILLS — [Lords] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 

tious for Private bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bill, originating in the 

Lords, and referred on the First Reading 

thereof, the Standing Orders not  pre- 

viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, namely 


Higham Ferrers Water Bill [Lords]. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


{COMMONS} 
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HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL, 


SOUTHPORT EXTENSION AND TRAM. 
WAYS BILL. 

STOCKPORT CORPORATION 

WAYS BILL. 


TRAM. 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 
BILL, 

WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. 

Read the third time, and passed. 
BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL, 
As amended, Clause 


added ; Amendment to he 
read the third time. 


considered: a 
made; Bill 


MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 

As amended, considered; a Clause 
added : an Amendment made; Bill to be 
read the third time. 

ST. DAVIDS RAILWAY (ABANDON- 
MENT) BILL. 

To be read a second 

Thursday, 26th April. 


time upon 


UNIVERSAL 
SOCTETY 
DUTIES}. 

Resolution reported © That it is ex- 
pedient to authorise the imposition of the 
following Stamp Duties upon certain 
Memorials under any Act of the present 
session relating to the Universal Life 
Assurance Society, namely, for and upot 
the First Memorial enrolled of the names 
of persons who shall be deemed, held, ani 
taken to be Trustees of the Society, the 
sum of Five pounds ; and wpon every such 
Memorial in which the name of any per 
son shall for the first time be inserted as 
a Trustee of the Society, the sum ot 
Five pounds. 


LIFE 
BILL 


ASSURANCE 
[Lords] [STAMP 


Resolution agreed to. 


Ordered, That it be an Instruction to 
the Committee on the Universal Life 
Assurance Society Bill [Lords] that they 
have power to make provision therein 
pursuant to the said Resolution,—(//’. 
Furquharson.) 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 3). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Allerton, Much 
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Private Bill 


Barnet, Barnstaple, 
tension), Bonchurch, Boston, Brierfield, 
Evremont, Hyde, and Sudbury, ordered 
to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie and 
\[r, Hanbury. 


ELECTRIC. LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (NO. 3) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
nade by the Board of Trade under the 
flectrie Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
wating to Allerton, Much Wool- 
on, Little Woolton, and Childwall, 
farnet, Barnstaple, Birkenhead (Exten- 
jon), Bonchurch, Boston, Brierfield, 
kvremont, Hyde, and Sudbury,”  pre- 
vented accordingly, and read the first 
ime; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, aid to be 
printed. [Bill 160. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 


WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 





Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
w lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 3). 

Mr. HopHoUSE reported from the Com- 
nittee on Group 3 of Railway, ete., 
hills, That for the convenience of parties, 
Fihe Committee had adjourned till Wed- 
esday next, at half-past eleven of the 
lock. 
Report to lie upon the Table. 

q HAMILTON, MOTHERWELL, AND 

f WISHAW TRAMWAYS BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 

Av lie wpon the Table, and to be printed. 





ee: 


RAILWAY BILLS (GROUP 2), 

q Mr. Jerrreys reported from the Com- 

Guttee on Group 2 of Railway and Canal 

Gbils, That for the convenience — of 

Arties, the Committee had adjourned 

Hcl Tuesday next, at half-past eleven of 

Gite clock. 

. Report to lie Mpon the Table. 

LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (COMPUL,- 
SORY PURCHASE OF LAND) BILE. 
Reported [Parties do not proceed] ; 
leport to lie upon the Table. 

PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP A). 
Sir Wittiam HoULDSWorTH reported 
tum the Committee on Group A of 


{30 Marcy 1900} 


Woolton, Little Woolton, and Childwall, | Private Bills, That Sir George Pilking- 
Birkenhead (Ex- | ton, one of the Members of the said Com- 
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mittee was not present during the Sitting 
of the Committee this day. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Corporation of the City of Lincoln 
with respect to tramways, and to authorise 
the Corporation to construet new tram- 
ways, and to work tramways within and 
without the city ; and to borrow money ; 
and for other purposes.” Lincoln Cor- 
poretion (Tramways) Bill [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 
for rendering valid certain Letters Patent 
granted to Melvin Batchlor Church for 
the manufacture of an improved com- 
pound for coating and decorating walls 
and other surfaces, and for the production 
of casts or mouldings, and for analogous 
purposes. Church’s Patent Bill [Lords]. 

Great Southern and Western! and 
Waterford and Central Ireland Railway 
Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords), 
Great Southern and Western and Water- 
ford, Limerick, and Western Railway 
Companies Amalgamation Bill [Lords], 
and Midland Great Western Railway of 
Ireland Bill [Lords],—That they have 
come to the following resolution, viz. : 
“That it is desirable that the Great 
Southern and Western and Waterford 
and Central Ireland Railway Companies 
Amalgamation Bill [Lords], the Great 
Southern and Western and Waterford, 
Limerick, and Western Railway Com- 
panies Amalgamation iil [Lords], and 
the Midland Great Western Railway of 
Ireland Bill [Lords], be referred to a 
Joint Committee of hoth Houses of Parlia- 
ment.” 
LINCOLN CORPORATION 

BILL [Lords]. 

CHURCH'S PATENT BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


TRAMWAYS 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Mr. OLDROYD reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group B of Private Bills, That, 
to meet the convenience of parties, they 
had adjourned till Tuesday, 3rd April, at 
Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 


212 
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PETITIONS. SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 

ON SUNDAY BILL AND SUNDAY 

CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. 

PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS. Petition from Neweastle-on-Tyne, jn 


Petition for Bill; referred to the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders. 


COLONIAL SOLICITORS BILL. 
Petition of the Incorporated Society of 
Law Agents in Scotland, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Brechin, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


GOVERNMENT PROPERTY (EXEMP- 
TION FROM RATES). 
Petition from Plumstead, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL, 
Petition from Edinburgh, against: to 


lie upon the Table. 
LICENSING ACTS AMENDMENT (SCOT- 
LAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against: to 
lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Alnwick, against ; to lie 

upon the Table. 
Petition from Peterborough, in favour : 
to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 


Petition from Plumstead, for alteration 
of law ; to lie upon the Table. 


IS99. 


OLD AGE PENSION SCHEME. 
Petition from Baildon, for adoption : 
lie upon the Table. 


to 


PETROLEUM BILL. 

Petition from Manchester and Salford, 
in favour: to lie upon the Table. 
HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 

OPENING BILL. 

Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 
Petitions in faveur, from 
Eastbourne: and St. Leonards : 
upon the Table. 


Greenwich : 
to lie 


favour ; to lie upon the Table. 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
TO CHILDREN BILL, 
Petitions in favour, from Haughton: 
Silksworth; Ryhope (two); Murton: 
Hylton ; Hetton (two): North Biddick ; 
Fulwell; Silksworth (two); South Hetton: 


Hetton Downs; Newhbottle ; Coxgreen : 
Easington Lane; Weston-super-Mare ; 
Burradon ;  Berwick-upon-Tweed ;  New- 


castle-on-T'yne (three); Felling; Wardley; 
Brandon ; Whitley Bay ; Forest Gate; 
and Shepherd's Bush; to lie upon the 
Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
favour, from Shettield 
and Attercliffe : to lie 


Petitions in 
(twenty-one) ; 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH 
SHIRE) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from West Kent: 
Wheatley: Churchill; Salford; Shettield ; 
and Camberwell ; to lie wpon the Table. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ET le 
IMPERIAL YEOMANRY. 


Return | presented 29th March] to he 
printed. [No. 115.] 


MERCANTILE MARINE (COLOUR 
TESTS). 

Copy presented, of Report on the 
sight tests used in the Mercantile 
Marine for the year ended 31st December. 
1899 (in continnation of [C. 9248]) [hy 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-ROMAN 
CATHOLIC) CHAPLAINS. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): [ beg to 

the First Lord of the Treasury 


ask 
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720) Questions. 


whether he is aware that Father Simon 
Knapp, a friar of the Carmelite Church 
at Kensington, has volunteered his ser- 
vices as a Roman Catholic chaplain to the 
Roman Catholic soldiers now serving in 
south Africa; and that he has been 
appointed by the War Office as a chaplain, 
and sailed in the “Briton” for South 
Africa ; and seeing that Father Knapp is 
a member of a religious community 
which under a penal statute is an illegal 
monastic order, will Her Majesty’s 
Government give facilities for the 
of a Bill now before Par- 
lament, or take such steps as may 
he necessary to remove the disabili- 
ties under which certain Roman Catholic 
religious communities are penalised in 
Great Britain and Ireland. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALroun, Manchester, 
E.): The answer to the first paragraph is 
in the attirmative. With regard to the 
second paragraph the hon. Member must 
le well aware that on general grounds it 
is neither eustomary nor convenient to 
attempt to deal with these matters by 
Private Members’ Bills. I may, perhaps, 
add that as far as I can understand the 
Bill, a copy of which the hon. Member 
was good enough to send me, the object 
he desires would not be furthered by it. 


passage 


TRANSPORT — ALIEN SEAMEN 
BRITISH SHIPS—THE ** CASPIAN.” 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 

rough): I beg to ask the Secretary to 

the Admiralty whether he can state if the 

British steamer “Caspian” has been 

chartered by the Government for the 

purpose of conveying stores to South 

Africa; whether he is aware that this 

vessel carries a crew of thirty-two hands 

all told, the only British subjects employed 
onthe vessel being the officers, seven in 
umber, the remainder being foreigners of 
eight different nationalities ; whether he 
is aware that some of these foreigners are 

Germans, Belgians, and Hollanders, and 

if he intends to take steps to insist on 

vessels. which are employed by the 

Government being manned by British 

subjects or seamen who have homes in 

the United Kingdom; whether he is 
aware that the able seamen are paid at 
the rate of £3 10s. per month, whereas 
the current rate of wages for seamen 


IN 


130 Maren 1900} 


from British ports is £4 10s.; and. 
whether, in hiring transports, he will give 








790 


(Questions. 


the preference to ships carrying British 
crews. 


*THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
The answer to the first paragraph is in the 
negative. The “ Caspian” was engaged 
as a freight ship for the conveyance of a 
full cargo of supplies to South Africa, 
through the Admiralty agents, from the 
Union Steamship Company, by whom she 
was chartered from the owners. Tam in- 
formed by the owners that when she 
sailed for the Cape she had her full com- 
plement of thirty-six, of whom fourteen 
were British subjects. ‘The Admiralty is 
charged with the duty of conveying troops 
and stores when required with the utmost 
expedition to their destination. It would 
not he possible to take the action sug- 
gested in the third paragraph in the case 
of freight ships without serious and per- 
haps fatal delay. The statement as to 
the wages paid is correct, but I have no 
information as to the current rate of 
wages at British ports. With regard to 
the fifth paragraph of the question the 
answer is in the affirmative, provided the 
ships are otherwise equal. 


MARTIAL LAW AT THE CAPE — AL- 
LEGED MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE. 
Mr. HAZELL (Leicester): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether his attention has been ealled 
to the alleged miscarriage of justice in 


connection with the administration of 
martial law at the Cape; whether he will 
cause inquiries to be made into the 


matter, with a view to steps being taken 
to prevent recurrence in the future : 
whether, in particular, he has information 
as to the case of F. A. Botha, aged up- 
wards of sixty, who was arrested on his 
farm near the Modder River on 27th 
November last, and sent thence about 
700 miles to Cape Town, whence he was 
returned to the Modder River ; whether 
he was kept in gaol till 9th January, when 
he was convicted by a military court on 
the evidence of four native servants, who 
said the accused had told them that he 
would lend a wagon and oxen to the 
Free State burghers, though it was not 
alleged that he ever did lend them, and 
whether the accused denied the charge : 
whether on this evidence Botha was 
sentenced to two years hard labour, and is 
now treated as an ordinary convict, doing 
hard labour in the Hope Town Gaol 


191 (Juestions. 


under the guard of Kaffir 
«nd whether similar cases 
brought to his notice. 


*THE UNDER 
STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHAw, 
Dover) : The Secretary of State for War 


have been 


cannot undertake to question the decisions 


of competent military tribunals in areas 


within which martial law has been pro- | 


claimed ; but if the hon. Member will 
place a question on the Paper, I shall be 
glad to explain the constitution and 
procedure of such tribunals. 


INDIA’S CONTRIBUTION TO THE WAR 
FORCES —- ROYAL COMMISSION ON 
INDIAN EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for India, whether he is in a_posi- 
tion to give in detail the contributions of 
India to the war in South Afriea as re- 
gards men, horses, and military equip- 
ment ; and whether, in view of the value 
of India in the militarv defence of the 
Empire demonstrated in this war, the 
(sovernment will give an opportunity for 


the discussion of the claim of the Govern- , 


ment of India for relief from some portion 
of its home military charges, before the 


Indian Budget discussion at the end of | 


the session. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middlesex, 
Ealing): As far as Iam able to furnish 
details, the contributions of India to the 
war in South Africa up to date are 
approximately as follows :—-Officers and 
men (British), 8,215 ; natives (non-com- 
hatants), 5,717; horses, 6,700; mules 
and ponies, 1,510 ; field guns, 50 ; Maxim, 
naval, and machine guns, 15. There are 
hesides, artillery waggons, ambulance 
carts, and a large supply of boots, saddles, 
haversacks, warm coats, tents, and other 
equipment. All supplies of Indian 
material and animals were paid for on 
terms not unfavourable to the factories or 
agencies furnishing them. The subject 
of the home military charges was specially 
referred to the Royal Commission on the 
Administration of the Expenditure of 


India, whose Report has not yet been | 
|relief of the gallant defenders of Mate- 


| 


received, 


Sir HENRY FOWLER (Wolverhamp- 
ton, E.): When does the noble Lord ex- 
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constables ; 


SECRETARY — oF 
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Lorp G. HAMILTON: I have no 
control over the Commission. I under- 
stand that we are very shortly to receive 
the Report, with the subsidiary Reports 
of the individual members of the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS: Is there 
any chance of the Report being received 
before Easter ? 


HAMILTON: I know 


I have no control in 


Lorp) G. 
nothing about it. 
the matter. 


~ TELEGRAMS TO AND FROM SOLDIERS 


ON SERVICE. 

Mr. HENNIKER HEATON (Canter- 
bury) : I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether, in order to 
allay the anxiety of thousands of families 
in this country who have relatives at the 
war in South Africa, he will open negotia- 
tions with the directors of the Eastern 
Telegraph Company and its allies for 
sending messages and replies (prepaid) by 
telegraph not exeeeding ten words at a 
total cost of half a guinea, or evena 
guinea ; and whether he will represent to 
the cable companies that the concessions 
they have already made in this direction 
for the soldiers would be greatly enhanced 
if arrangements for these social or family 
messages were embodied in a reply mes- 
sage of the kind indicated at a_ fixed 
charge. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM:; The Eastern Tele 
graph Company recently of their own 
accord reduced the charges for telegrams 
from four to two shillings a word, and the 
Secretary of State for War is not pre- 
pared to call upon the company for any 
further concession. I ought to add that 
the number of telegrams is already so 
great as to lead to frequent blocks on the 
line. 


CONDUCT OF THE WAR—MEASURES 
FOR THE RELIEF OF MAFEKING. 
Sir J. LENG (Dundee): I beg to ask 

the Under Secretary of State for War if 

he can inform the House whether, since 

Kimberley and Ladysmith were relieved, 

any expedition has been sent or special 

measures taken by Lord Roberts for the 


king. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am precluded on 


pect that the long delayed Report will be | military grounds from giving any indica- 
tion of Lord Roberts’ plans. 


received 4 
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GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS—BOOTS. 


Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : | 


{30 Marcu 1900} 
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| was not only an offer from the 3rd Welsh 
Battalion, but an offer from the 2nd 


| heg to ask the Under Secretary of State | Welsh Battalion, including the services 


for War whether, of 226 pairs of boots | 


supplied by a well-known Government 


contractor for the use in South Africa | 


of the volunteer contingent of the 
Worcestershire Regiment, over forty pairs 
were condemned as utterly unfit for use 


within four days of delivery, whether 100 | 


more pairs were shortly afterwards con- 
demned for the same reason, and whether 
the remaining pairs were of an inferior 
quality usually sold for one-third the 
price paid in this case; and whether a 
report to this effect has been received by 
the War Office ; and, if so, whether the 
contractor who supplied such defective 
goods is still on the War Office list, and 
whether, if a report to the above effect 
has not yet been received, an inquiry 
will be made into the circumstances of 
the above contract. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: A report has been 

received of the unsatisfactory character 
of the supplies furnished by Messrs. 
Samuels to the Volunteer contingent of 
the Woreestershire Regiment. The order 
was given by the Volunteer Corps, and 
not through the War Office. The Con- 
tract Branch was not consulted. 
goods would be paid for out of the corps 
tunds. In consequence of their conduct 
in this matter the contractors have been 
removed from the War Office list. They 
have not had any dealings with the 
Department for some years. 


THE QUEEN’S VISIT TO IRELAND 
WELSH GUARD OF HONOUR. 
CoLONEL PRYCEJONES = (Mont- 
yomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War, in 
view of the fact that the 3rd Volunteer 
Battalion, Royal Welsh Fusiliers, fur- 
nished guards of honour on the occasion 
of the visit last year of their Royal High- | 
lesses the Duke and Duchess of York to | 
Wales, and that this battalion has a com- | 
pany now at Holyhead, and that the | 
officer commanding the battalion offered 
a guard of honour to consist of 100 men, 
whether he will explain why arrange- 
ments are being made to convey men of 
the Derbyshire Militia to act as guard of 
honour; and, whether it is possible to | 
alter these arrangements. 


Mr. ELLIS GRIFFITH (Anglesey) : | 


Is the hon, Gentleman aware that there | 
if 


The | 


of 118 men now waiting orders for service 
|in South Africa? Why were these two 
offers set aside and the Derbyshire Militia 
chosen? Was the selection made on 
military or personal grounds ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This matter rests 
entirely in the hands of the general 
officer commanding the district. He, 
however, has detailed a guard of honour 
of the 3rd Volunteer Battalion Welsh 
Fusiliers as well as of the 3rd Battalion 
Derbyshire Regiment. In reply to the 
hon. Member for Anglesey, I have to say 
that I have no knowledge as to the offer of 
the second battalion. I must remind the 
hon. Member that Her Majesty is travel- 
ling privately from this country to 
Ireland, and therefore there are no guards 
of honour at all by command. The pre- 
sence of any guard is a matter of local 
arrangement Yetween the residents and 
the general officer commanding the dis 
trict. I think this will show the hon 
Member that* these are matters which 
should be left to the general officer com 
manding the district and that we should 
not endeavour to take them out of his 
hands. I may also point out that 
Derbyshire is in the north-western district 
command, 


CoLoNEL PRYCE-JONES: Can fifty 
men form a guard of honour for the 
Queen ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have explained 
that there is no regulation guard of 
honour in question. Her Majesty is 
travelling privately through the north- 
western district, and the inhabitants 
have represented to the general ofticer 
commanding that some of the troops in 
the district should be present, and that 
the honour has been allocated between 
one district in England and one district 


in Wales. 


ROYAL ARTILLERY OFFICERS AT 
HYDERABAD. 


*Sirn CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 


‘shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 


Under Secretary of State for War 


| whether, in the existing dearth of trained 


artillery officers, it is possible to obtain 


| the services of Royal Artillery officers at 


present employed with the Nizam’s 
forces in Hyderabad, and especially of 
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those attached to Hyderabad contingent 
batteries armed with smooth-bore guns. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. The 
Royal Artillery captain and four subal 
terns employed with the field artillery of 
the Hyderabad contingent are not avail- 
able for service elsewhere. 
ARMY PENSIONS—CASE OF TIMOTHY 

COUNIHAN. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
heg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether his attention has been 
drawn to the case of Timothy Counihan, 
who served thirty years in the Third 
Brigade, South Irish Division, Royal 
Assit y (Militia), and was then (in the 
vear 1887) discharged as an invalid six 
ions before his engagement terminated, 
after having received five good conduct 
badges, and with his character certified 
“very good”; is he aware that he was 
invalided owing to an injury to his foot 
hy a shell whilst in the execution of his 
duty ; and whether, in view of the fact 
that this man is unable to follow his 
trade owing to the injury thus received, 
and that he has since been several times 
in hospital from the same cause, and is 


over sixty-three years of age, a pension , 


will now be allowed to him or some 


compensation made to him for the injury. | 


Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 
tHE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowE.t- 


WiLiiAMs, Birmingham, 5.): This case 
was thoroughly and repeatedly considered 
hoth before and after the man’s discharge 
from the Militia. I regret that it cannot 
now be reopened. 


‘ sioners for 


CRIMEAN PENSIONS — CASE OF 
PATRICK HENNESSY. 
FLAVIN: I to 
Secretary of 
whether he is aware 
Hennessy, whose regimental 
1780, enlisted in 1846 in the 95th Foot, 
and served through the Crimean war, 
and was engaged in all the battles, and 
wounded at the battle of Inkerman ; also 
that he served throughout the Indian 
Mutiny, and was specially noted for his 
bravery in action by General Sir H. 
Ricse, and in China for four years, and 


ask the 
State for War 
that Patriel: 
number is 


Mr. 
Under 


beg 


day 


atter years of active and 
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his attention has been 
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foreign service, the War Oftice authorities 
will now consider his case with the view 
of increasing substantially his present 
pension of only &d. per day. 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
Sir. I have told the hon. Member 
before* that the case cannot be recon- 
sidered. 


Mr. FLAVIN: Did not the hon. Gen- 
tleman request me to again put this 
) 


question to him ? 


*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I do 
not remember doing so. [| told him the 
case could not be reconsidered ; that we 
had looked carefully into it, and that 
nothing more could be done. 


Mr. FLAVIN: But does the hon. 
Member not remember that last October 
he asked me to put off the question, in 
order that it might be reconsidered ! 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: I 
have no recollection of it. But I repeat 
the case of this man has been looked into 
over and over again, and nothing more 
can be done. 


Mr. FLAVIN: 
old soldier ? 


Who is to support this 


[No answer was given. | 


THE PARIS EXHIBITION -SUNDAY 
OPENING. 

Sm MARK STEWART (Kireud- 

bright): I beg to ask the Under Seere- 


tary of State ‘for Forei ign Affairs w hether 
called to the rule 
recently created by the British Commis- 
the Paris Exhibition which 
has made it imperative on all English 
exhibitors to uncover and display their 
goods on every day when the exhibition is 
open, and for ‘all hours of the day, inelud- 
ing specifically the Lord’s Day ; whether 
he is aware that in the Paris Exhibitions 
of 1867, 1878, and 1889, exhibitors from 


Great Britain have as a rule steadfastly 


refused to exhibit on Sundays ; whether 
the President of the United States of 
Awrerica has directed the United States 
Commissioner to prevent as far as pos- 
sible the exhibition of goods from America 
on the Lord’s Day. And whether the 


also in Egypt, Malta, and Africa; and | Government will use their efforts with the 
whether, seeing that Patrick Hennessy | 

is now aged 77 years, and was discharged | 
in 1868 with a pension of 8d. per 
twenty-one 


* See Zhe Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxvii., p. 731 (26th October, 
1899): Vol. Ixxviii., p. 712 (6th February, 
1900). 
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British Commissioners to secure as far as | pany, respectively, pay to Her Majesty's 
wssible the non-exhibition of goods on | Government, in accordance with the 
the Lord’s Day. | terms of the Tuternational er 
5 chil i a . | vention, the sum of 2d. per word as. 

THe UNDER  SECRE TARY OF terminal tax on all extra- py weit tele- 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. grams intended for the United Kingdom 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : = The and reaching this country by the above- 
matter has been brought to the notice of | named companies’ cables, and what is the 
the Secretary of State, but it isa ques- total amount due to Her Majesty's 
tion for consideration by the Royal Com- | Government from. these companies indi- 
mission, and does not fall within the com- | , idually during the year 1898-9 for this 
petence of the Foreign Office. Theatten- | terminal tax; and’ whether he would 
tion of the Secretary’ of the Royal Com- | state the nature and terms of any agree- 
mission has, however, been drawn to the | ment which, as indicated in the evidence 
subject. of the Eastern Telegraph Company’s re- 
HONG KONG—REPORTED ABDUCTION ae ae pom re 
a connection ‘with this terminal tax between 
Pha Sines fowl xara the Post Oftice authorities and this com- 
N.K., barnsiey) : I beg to ask the Under pany, as well as the number of extra Euro- 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs whether pean messages, and the average number 
Kang-Yu-W ei, the Chinese reformer, is | of words in each such message having 
living under British protection at Hong peached this country through the cables 
Kong, and whether he was abducted on | of the Eastern Telegraph Company and 
Mesday last from Hong Kong and taken the Indo- European Telegraph Company 
to Canton ; and whether ‘he can state respectively, and the amount. actually 
what steps Her Majesty’s Government | peceived from each of them during 
propose to take in order to secure his | jgg9x.9 : 


immediate release. ’ ee 
a a + aad Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. Andrews 
Mr. BRODRICK : The Gov ernment } Burghs) (for Mr. HANBURY) : My hon. 
have received no information, but we, friend has been misinformed. The Inter- 


have telegraphed to inquire. ,national Convention does not require 
iaiei iinet wea rere the companies to make the payment he 
‘BANCES IN SHANTUNG describes, and no agreement in connection 


mn ee ee with it has been come to with the Post 
Mn. HERBERT ROBERTS: I heg to | Office. As to the extra-European_tele- 
ask the Under Secretary of State for | grams reaching this country by the com- 
Foreign Affairs whether he will state Hanies’ lines, the Post Office is not in 
whether the country round Tien-tsin is | possession of the particulars he indicates. 
greatly disturbed ; and whether concerted | Pa as i 
action by the Powers is contemplated. Sir EDWARD SASSOON: I beg to. 
4 ask the Seeretary to the Treasury whether 
Mr. BRODRICK : Disturbances have! the Eastern Telegraph Company and the 
taken place in the provinces of Shantung| Indo-European Telegraph Company pay 
and Pechili stated to be due to the action} to Her Majesty’s Government the cove- 
of secret societies. Representations have} nanted transit rate of three halfpence per 
been made to the Chinese Government on| word on all extra-European messages 
the subject by the foreign representatives,’ reaching the United Kingdom by the 
including Her Majesty’s Minister, and the above-mentioned companies’ cables and 
Government of Shantung has been re- destined to Transatlantic addresses ; the 
called and a new one appointed. Two of total amount due to Her Majesty’s 
Her Majesty’s ships have been sent to Government during 1898-9; the total 
Taku for the protection of British lives number of such messages; the average 


and property. number of words per message for this 
period ; and in the event of any agree- 

‘ > . ‘ » ao ‘ ‘pa ‘ . ¢ 
CABLE COMPANIES’ CHARGES. ment having been come to between the 


Sir EDWARD SASSOON (Hythe): I Post Office authorities and these two cable 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury companies individually, whether he would 
whether the Eastern Telegraph Company state the nature and particulars of such 
and the Indo-European Telegraph Com- | agreement, and the amount received by 
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Her Majesty’s Government from them on 
account of these transit taxes for the year 
1898-9. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): The answer is in the negative. 
The messages are handed over direct to 
the Transatlantic companies, and are 
neither handled, counted, nor charged for 
by the Post Office. 


(Juestions, 


DIVIDENDS OF GOVERNMENT SECURL- 
TIES—DATES OF PAYMENT. 

Mr. M‘LAREN (Leicestershire, Bos- 
worth): I beg to ask Mr. Chancellor of 
the Exchequer if there is any reason 
founded on public advantage why the 
Government should adhere, for Govern- 
ment payments, and in the case of Crown 
leases for receipt of rent, to the ancient 
quarter days of 5th January, 5th April, 
Sth July, and 5th October, seeing that 
the Gregorian Calendar was adopted by 
Act of Parliament in the reign of George 
II., under which the quarter days uni- 
versally recognised by Her Majesty's 
subjects fall twelve days earlier in each 
case ; whether he is aware that there is 
always at the end of June and December 
a demand for money in London, and that 
the market in order to tide over the turn 
of the half year has to borrow from the 
Bank of England until the Consol 
<lividends are paid on the 5th July and 
oth January ; and whether he can see his 
way to modify the present system so that 
money arising from dividends on 
Government securities may be available 
for market purposes just before the close 
of each commercial half year, and so 
diminish the stringency that now prevails 
at these periods. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ BEACH, 


Bristol, W.): I do not think the proposed 
change would be desirable. It could not 
he introduced without legislation, as the 
<dlividend days are fixed by Act of Parlia- 
ment, and it would give rise to a great 
<leal of trouble and complication. One 
of the results would be the imposition of 
a very heavy charge on the finances of 
the year of change, as in that year there 
would practically be, roughly speaking, 
tive quarterly payments to be made. 


FACTORY ACTS—P 
CLAUSE 


*Sir CHARLES DILKE: I beg to ask 


RTICULARS 


the Secretary of State for the Home | 
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Department whether he can state to how 
many trades the Particulars provisions 
under the Factory and Workshops Acts 
have been extended since 1895, and how 
long the inquiries have taken in each 
case. 


*TueE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir MM, 
WuireE Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) ; 
Six orders extending the Particulars pro- 
visions of the Factory Act of 1895 have 
been made, and another is at the present 
moment under consideration. I am 
afraid I cannot say how long each of the 
inquiries has taken. Having regard to 
the number and complexity of the points 
involved in these cases, the inquiries may 
reasonably be somewhat protracted. 


GUYS HOSPITAL — PRESCRIPTIONS 
ORDERED BY UNQUALIFIED STU- 
DENTS—CASE OF MABEL BLANCH. 
Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 

E.): I beg to ask the Secretary of State 

for the Home Department whether his 

attention has heen called to the evidence 
given at a coroner’s inquest at Bermond- 
sey, on Friday, 15th March, on an infant 
named Mabel Blanch, that the child was 
seen and prescribed for by an unqualified 
student at Guy’s Hospital, and subse- 
quently died ; and whether he will make 

a representation to the authorities of 

Guy’s Hospital that effect should forth- 

with be given to the rider of the jury 

that patients should in every case be 
examined by a qualified medical man and 

a record kept of the prescriptions. 


Sir M. WHITE RIDLEY : I find that 
the facts are as stated in the question, 
except that the jury do not appear to 
have believed that any prescription was 
given. Iam assured by the authorities 
of Guy’s Hospital that it is entirely 
against the regulations for unqualified 
students to treat patients on their own 
responsibility ; and that on the day fol- 
lowing the child’s death the case was 
brought before them and the student 
dealt with by them. 


PORTSKEWETT SEVERN TUNNEL 
SCHOOL. 
Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): [beg to 


_ask the Vice-President of the Committee 


of Council on Education whether he is 
aware that the Portskewett Severn 
Tunnel School was closed about three 
months ago, owing to the death of a sub- 
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scriber on whose contributions the school 


had almost entirely depended for local 
support; whether since the school was | 


elosed more than 200 children have had no 


opportunity of securing education ; and | 


whether he can state what steps the 
Department propose to take in order to 
provide suitable school accommodation, 


and whether, 


if another small 


school 


board be formed, he can give the popu- 
lation of the district over which such 
board would have jurisdiction. 


THE VICE-PRESIDENT 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU-, 


OF 


THE 


CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge 
University): The answer to the first 


wragraph 
parag 


the 
200 


of 
affirmative. 
children 


the question is in 
Since the closing 
have had no_ public 


elementary school to which they could 
reasonably have access. 
course open to the Education Department 


but to establish a school board. 
will be done forthwith. 


SCHOOL 


BOARD 


There is no 


This 


The population 
of the Portskewett school district was 
1,190 at the census of 1891. 


JURISDICTION. 


Mr. GRAY: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Committee of Council on 
Education how many school boards are 
now existing in England and Wales, and 
of them how many have jurisdiction over 
districts containing a population of less 
than 500 persons ; and can he state how 
nany school attendance committees there 
are, and of them how many have jurisdic- 
tion in districts having a population of 
less than 500 persons. 


sir J. GORST: In England there are 
2184 and in Wales 343 school boards— 


total, 2,527. 


Of these 531° in England, 


wid 62 in Wales have jurisdiction over 


populations 


not 


exceeding 


500. In 


[ngland there are 740 school attendance 
committees for boroughs, urban district 


wuncils, and poor law unions ; 
there are 52 such committees. 


in Wales 
None of 


them has jurisdiction over less than 1,000 


ppulation, and most 


of 


them have 


ppulations of from 2,000 to 20,000, and 


uowards. 


OF LEAVE 
FICERS. 


POSTMEN’S FEDERATION — REFUSAL 
TO EXECUTIVE 


OF- | 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
Ibeg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- | comparatively high point (40s. a week), 


x02 


(Questions. 


‘General, whether he is aware that the 
application of the general secretary to the 
Postmen’s Federation for leave of absence 
to enable him to attend meetings of the 
executive of the Federation, to be held on 
the 29th, 30th, and 31st instant, was 
refused, although leave of absence was 
given to other members of the executive 
who reside in London districts; «and 
whether, in view of the fact that the 
General Post Office authorities always 
profess a readiness to give facilities to the 
officers of the various associations of em- 
ployees to conduct the business of these 
bodies, and in view of the importance of 
the secretary of the executive being 
present, he will see that leave is given 
them to attend. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Havy- 
BURY): It is the case that the application 
referred to was refused, under well under- 
stood rules, which my right hon. friend 
will be glad to explain to the hon. 
Member 
BIRMINGHAM TELEGRAPH CLERKS 

GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I begto ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post 
master General, will he explain on what 
grounds Mr. Lacon, a telegraphist in the 
Birmingham Post Office and secretary 
to the local branch of the Postal 
Telegraph Clerks’ Association, has been 
stopped in the efficiency barrier; and 
whether as it is admitted that Mr. Lacon 
is a capable operator, the Postmaster 
General will investigate the case with a 
view to discover the eause which has led 
to this punishment. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han 
BURY): When the question of Mr. Lacon’s 
increment came up for consideration in 
July last the postmaster felt unable for 
for the time being, to furnish the neces- 
sary certificate to enable Mr. Lacon to 
pass the efficiency bar on the ground that, 
although a capable officer, he had hahi- 
tually exhibited a spirit of insubordination 
and indisposition to submit to authority. 
Under the recommendation of the Twee«- 


/ mouth Committee, no officer is allowed to 


‘wy, as representing the Postmaster | the Committee stated that they held in 


pass the efficiency bar without a certificate 
of the excellence of his conduct as well «is 
his ability to perform the highest duties 
of his class, and in fixing the bar at the 
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special view the purpose that it should he 
rigorously enforced. 
LIVERPOOL POST 


OFFICE -FINES FOR | 


LATE ATTENDANCE. 
Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 


Secretary to the Treasury, 
the Postmaster General, if he is aware 
that the new arrangement for the dis- 
posal of the fines inflicted on Liverpool 
postmen for late attendances, whereby the 
staff have no longer a voice in the decision | 
as to how the money shall be appro- 
priated, has resulted in breaking up the 
men’s organised effort to help the local 
Saturday  Hospit: al Fund: and if so, will 
he consider the advisability of repealing 
the new regulation. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for 
bury): The Tweedmouth 
stated in their Report— 


Mr. Han- 
Committee 


“Weare informed that it is the custom to 
distribute the fines among the employees, and 
it often happens that they are returned to the 
very men from whom they haye been exacted. 
For the future it is reeommended that fines 
levied by way of puni-~iiment be applied to 
some purpose for the general benetit of post 
office servants or of their families, to be 
approved by the Postmaster (eneral.” 


In carrying out this recommendation the 


Postmaster General issued instructions 
that the money was to be administered 
by the local postmasters and to be 


devoted, subject to his approval, to (1) 
some charitable or benevolent institution 
for the general benetit of Post Oftice 
servants; (2) to local institutions of 
benefit to the statf; (3) to the relief of 
members of the statf -whether on the 
establishment or not--who through no 
fault of their own are in necessitous cir 
cumstances, or to afford temporary relief 
in cases of distress among widows and 
orphans of deceased members of the 
staff. At Liverpool the postmen have 
not recommended to the postmaster that 
any of the money should be devoted to 
the Hospital Saturday Fund, and it. is 
not quite clear whether such a method of 
disposing of it would be altogether con- 
sistent with the directions above laid 
down. But the postmaster would no 
doubt give due weight to any representa- 
tion from the staff on the subject. 


LIVERPOOL ASSISTANT POSTMEN. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, will he explain 
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as representing | 
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why two assistant postmen at Liverpool, 
hitherto in receipt of 15s. weekly while 
engaged on hoist duties, have been re- 


moved in order to make room for 
pensioned sailors, and are now only 
receiving 12s. 6d. and Ils. 3d, respec- 


tively per week, although one is twenty- 
two and the other twenty-three vears of 
age; and whether steps can be taken to 
allow the men at least 


in inerease of 

wages, 
Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Hay- 
BURY): The two assistant postmen 


referred to were temporarily employed on 
hoist duties only until permanent arrange 
ments for those duties could be made, 
They were then returned to their former 
duties, but in a week’s time they were 
employed as substitutes for postmen with 
wages of 18s. a week, and they are still 
so acting. 


SCOTTISH COMMISSIONER OF 
LUNACY. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
if he will state under what  cireun- 
stances the Commissioner in Lunacy for 
Scotland, who recently retired, was 


, granted superannuation allowance on the 


basis of thirty-five years service, although 
his actual service was only twenty-eight 
years. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Hay- 
BURY): Seven vears were added to this 
otticer’s services wnder Section 4 of the 
Superannuation Act of 1859, which 
enables a number of years, not exceeding 
twenty, to be added for pension purposes 
to the actual service in the case of officers 
requiring “ professional or other pecul:ar 
qualifications, not ordinarily to be acquired 
in the public service.” 


SCOTTISH POLICE ALLEGED NEG “ont 
GENCE — CASE OF LAWRENCE 
HENDERSON. 


Sin CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I beg to ask the Lord Advo- 
cate whether Lawrence Henderson, 
merchant, Leith, against whom a charge 
was made of falsifying the books and 


embezzling the funds of Lawrence 
Henderson, Sons, and Co., Limited, ot 


which he was the managing director, who 


absconded from this country in conse- 
quence of that charge, and for whose 
arrest a reward was offered, returned to 
this country on 25th February, and spent 
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several days in Glasgow without any steps 
being taken for his arrest, and whether 
the Procurator Fiscal of Midlothian 
issued instructions that the warrant 
which had already been issued for his 
apprehension was hot to be put in 
force ; if so, Why was not this done ; why 
instructions were not given to watch 
Henderson’s movements so as to prevent 
his again leaving this country; and 
whether information of |Henderson’s 
being in this country was communicated 
tothe Procurator Fiscal on 28th February ; 
if so, why instructions were not again 
issued to put the warrant in force until 
6th March, and whether the original 
information against Henderson was lodged 
with the police authorities while he was 
still residing in Edinburgh ; if so, why 
steps were not taken to prevent his 
leaving this country. 

*THe LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): By tele- 
gram of 17th February, and again by 
jetter dated Philadelphia, 16th February, 
and received 26th February, Henderson, 
for whose apprehension a warrant had 
heen granted, informed the Procurator 
Fiseal of his intention to surrender, 
stating that he would sail from New York 
on 24th February for Glasgow, reaching 
Kdinburgh eleven days later. In these 
circumstances it was not thought neces- 
sary to put the warrant in foree in the 
meantime. 
Fiscal was informed by the police that 


Henderson had reached Liverpool on the , 
This excited suspicion, | 
and after inquiry instruction was given | 


25th February. 


for his apprehension, which, however, has | 


not been effected. Henderson had left 
Edinburgh before the original warrant 
was issued, and no information has been 
obtained that he was subsequently seen 
in Glasgow. 

Sin CHARLES CAMERON: Were 
any steps taken to watch him at Liver- 
pool 4 
*Mr A. MURRAY : 


GRAHAM As 


soon as it transpired that he had arrived | 


a day before the one announced, inquiries 
were made, and when the warrant was 
about to be put in foree he was gone, 
We have no information that he was 
enabled to get hold of any money. 

SCOTTISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS 

BOARD. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 

Advocate, in view of the fact that aiding 
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and developing spinning, weaving, and 
other home industries, the breeding of 
live stock, and poultry rearing, and the 
aiding and developing of dairy farming 
are amongst the duties of the Congested 
Districts Board, will he state what means 
are adopted to make known amongst the 
people living in the congested area the 
facilities which the Board are prepared to 
offer ; and whether any Circulars dealing 
more especialy with stock breeding, 
poultry rearing, and bhee-keeping are 
issued by the Board for distribution 
amongst the people ; and, if not, will he 
consider the expediency of issuing some 


such Circulars printed in) Gaelic and 
English. 
*Mr AL GRAHAM MURRAY: [am 


informed by the Congested Districts 
Board that they have used) their best 
endeavours to make known their objects 
hy sending a copy of their first Report to 
all county and parish councils, by distri- 
buting seed and bill posters in’ various 
parishes, by conference with representa- 
tive men, and in other ways. They re- 
cently issued +a pamphlet upon potato 
spraying, and are about to issue one on 
poultry, as well as leaflets about stock 
management and ordinary cattle diseases, 

Mr. WEIR: Was the pamphlet in 
English or Gaelic ? 

*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : As my 
hon. friend knows, there are very few 
people there who cannot understand 
English. 
| MIGRATIONS OF SCOTTISH CROFTERS 

AND COTTARS. 

Mr. WEIR: IT beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state how many 
crofters and cottars have been migrated 


with the assistance of the Congested 
Districts Board, from the congested 


‘districts of the Highlands and Islands of 
Scotland to other districts. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | am 
informed that up to the present time no 
erofters have been actually migrated. 
The whole difficulties connected with the 
; subject will be dealt with in the forth- 
coming Report of the Congested Districts 
Board. 


FISHERY HARBOURS—COLLIESTON., 


| Mr. CROMBIE (Kineardineshire) : | 
beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether his 


| : 3 
| attention has been directed to the fact 
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that most of the fishermen of Collieston 
have deserted that village and migrated 
to Torry, because, amongst other things, 


the harbour is not adaptable to the larger 


class of boats now indispensable to success- 
ful line fishing; whether the Fishery 
Board has spent a sum of about £3,000 on 
the harbour now deserted ; whether it has 
heen the policy of the Fishery Board to 
refuse help to the larger class of harbours, 
such as Stonehaven, which could with 
some improvement be admirably adapted 
to the modern class of boats, on the 


ground that these were not purely fishing | 


harbours ; and whether this policy would, 
in the light of such eases as Collieston, be 
still continued, 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: | am 
informed hy the Fishery Board that it is 
not a fact, as stated by the hon. Member 
in the first paragraph of his question, that 
most of the fishermen of Collieston have 
deserted that village. The Fishery Board 
are assisting the fishermen and their pro- 
prietrix, at their most urgent request, to 
erect. a harbour at Collieston, which is 
how approaching completion, and the 
tishermen appear satistied that the 
harbour will be quite sutticient and suit- 
able for their boats. The Secretary for 
Scotland sees no reason why the Fishery 
Board should alter their present policy, 
which is, to a large extent, guided 
statute. 


ABERDEENSHIRE FISHERIES—OLD 
SLAINS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is aware 
that the entire population of the fishing 
village of Old Slains, Aberdeenshire, re- 
cently migrated to Torry, Aberdeen, in 
consequence of the difficulty which they 
have experienced in prosecuting their 
calling for the want of suitable harbour 
accommodation ; and, in view of the fact 
that the fishermen of Avoch, Ross-shire, 
recently sustained loss from a like cause, 
and that demands for suitable harbour 
accommodation are continually made by 
fishermen on the coasts of the north of 
Scotland, will he consider the expediency 
of appointing a Committee to inquire into 
the question of harbour accommodation 
in Scotland. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I understand 
that my right hon. friend has answered a 
question on the subject matter of this 
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very fully.* With regard to the Com- 
mittee asked for, | am afraid I can hold 
out no hope whatever of its appointment, 


SCOTTISH LUNACY BOARD. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury, in view of the fact 
that in the past there has been no difti- 
culty in securing gentlemen in Scotland 
to undertake the duties of Chairman of 
the Scottish Lunacy Board without 
salary, fee, or remuneration beyond 
travelling expenses, will he state why it 
is proposed to pay the present chairman ; 
does he propose that all public services in 
Scotland hitherto honorary shall in future 
be remunerated ; and, seeing that the late 
chairman of the board gave his services 
gratuitously, will he say whether any 
efforts were made to secure the services 
of an honorary chairman prior to the 
appointment of the present chairman. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The assump- 
tion contained in the first paragraph of 
the hon. Member's question is not accu- 
rate. The Lunacy Board for Scotland 
remains as it was constituted in 1857, 
and consists of one unpaid commissioner 
who acts as chairman of the Board, two 
medical commissioners who are paid, and 
two legal commissioners who are unpaid. 
The duties are now far more onerous, and 
there is difficulty, of which the hon. 
Member appears to be unaware, in getting 
unpaid members. The proposal in the 
sill presently before the House is to en- 
able payment to be made to a limited ex- 
tent to the members of the Commission 
hitherto unpaid, and is not confined to 
the chairman. The reply to the second 
paragraph of the hon. Member's question 
is in the negative, and to the third, in 
the affirmative. 


RETURN OF SCOTTISH EDUCATION 
EXPENDITURE. 

Mr. CROMBIE: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether there exists any Return 
showing the objects on which local autho- 
rities spend the sum of £100,000, granted 
under Section 2 (5) of the Edue: ation and 
Local Taxation (Scotland) Act, 1892 ; and, 


if not, whether he will grant such a 
Return. 
*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 


sum granted under the sub-section re- 





* See The Parliamentar 7] “Debates . [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., p. 1191 (19th March, 1900). 
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ferred to by the hon. Member was in 
respect of the financial year ending 
3ist March, 1899, not £100,000, but 
£161,912, as shown in the summary 
Return presented to Parliament last year. 
No detailed Return of all the objects on 
which local authorities expend it has 
been obtained, but it appears from Returns 
made in this and previous years to the 
Education Department and the Scotch 
Office that about £100 is spent on tech- 
nieal education, from £1,000 to £2,000 
on miscellaneous schemes of public utility, 
and the rest in relief of rates. 


BALINTORE HARBOUR LIGHT. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
is aware that the Report of the Commis- 
sioners of Northern Lighthouses, dated 
%th February, 1899, shows that the 
light on Balintore Harbour has been so 
placed that it has been carried away by 
the sea, necessitating the use of a tem- 
porary light by the harbour authorities ; 
and will he state whether arrangements 
have yet heen made for the erection of a 
permanent light. 


THe PRESIDENT or tuk BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Rircure, Croydon): | 
should explain to the hon. Member that 
the Report to which he refers was made 
on 21st December, 1899, and not on 
27th February, 1899, which latter date 
isa printers error in the Parliamentary 
Paper. From the Report of the engineer 
to the Commissioners of Northern Light- 
houses it would appear that in December 
last the re-erection of the permanent light 
at Balintore Harbour was then under 
consideration by the local authority. 1 
have no later information on the subject. 


CORK COUNTY —FORESHORE RIGHTS. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
leg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade whether the Board of Trade have re- 
cently handed over to Lord Midleton a 
portion of the foreshore of the Midleton 
River at Ballinacurra, County Cork, and 
whether anv communication was made to 
the Cork Harbour Board before this was 
(lone; whether it is the practice of the 
Board of Trade before alienating fore- 
shore to first offer it to the harbour 
authority or to communicate with that 
authority, and why this practice was de- 
parted from in the present case ; whether, 
as regards the portion of foreshore now 
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given up to Lord Midleton, the Cork 
Harbour Board had, in or about the year 
1884, come to an arrangement with Lord 
Midleton (who then claimed it) to take a 
lease of it from him, but were prevented 
from doing so by the Board of Trade re- 
fusing its consent to the lease: whether 
the Board of Trade are aware that this 
foreshore has been commonly used by the 
public for many years, and that any value 
which it now has arises from the fact that 
it has been reclaimed by the Harbow- 
Board by depositing rubbish on it; and 
why, in these circumstances, they handed 
over the foreshore to Lord Midleton. 


Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade 
have recently sold to Lord Midleton the 
Crown right in a piece of land which was. 
formerly foreshore of the Midleton River 
at Ballinacurra. No communication was 
addressed to or received from the Cork 
Harbour Commissioners in this matter 
prior to an offer to sell having been made 
to Lord Midleton. It is the usual prac 
tice of the Board to consult harbour 
authorities before dealing with land below 
high water mark within their jurisdiction, 
but in the present case the land wasabove 
the limit of tidal influence. In 1884 the 
Board declined to consent to the Harbour 
Commissioners taking a lease of certail 
foreshore in the vicinity from Lord 
Midleton, as it was prima fucie the pro- 
perty of the Crown. The Board are 
aware that the land recently sold to Lord 
Midleton was formerly open to the 
public, but they have no information as 
to its having been reclaimed by the Har- 
hour Commissioners, and the Board gave 
no permission to the Commissioners to 
deposit rubbish thereon. As Lord Midle- 
ton claimed the ownership of the land in 
question, and wished to utilise it for de- 
veloping local trade, the Board of Trade 
decided to convey to him the rights of 
the Crown, thereby avoiding the risk of 
expensive litigation. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Did not the 
interference of the Board of Trade in this 
matter deprive the authorities of land 
which they would otherwise have ac- 
quired ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: I can only say we took 
what we believed to be the most beneficial 
course. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: Why did: 


not the Board. of Trade communicate. 
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with the local authorities in the usual 
manner ? 

Mr. RITCHIE: The practice of the 
Board of Trade is invariably to eommuni- 
e¢ate with the local authorities when it is 
a question of land below high water 


mark. But this was above high water 
mark. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: So is all 


land that is any good. 


Caprain DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is it 
not the fact that the Cork Harbour Com- 
missioners protested against the sale more 
than twelve months ago! Did they not 
say that attempts to improve the land 
would bein vain while it was in private 
ownership ! 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): Why was 
this preference given to Lord Midleton ! 
Does the right hon, Gentleman know ! 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, S.): 
Ave, does he know ! 

Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, [| do know. Lord 
Midleton claimed that this land was his 
and not the Crown’s; and after taking 
legal advice we came to the conclusion 
that, in order to prevent long, expensive, 
and probably fruitless litigation, we would 
give way. 

Mr. HAYDEN (Roscommon, S.): Is 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the 
Jand is claimed by the Cork Harbour 
Board—— 

*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! — [t is 
impossible to follow this matter further 
in question and answer. 


Mr. FLYNN: This isa flagrant job; 
and we shall eall attention to the matter 
on the Estimates. 


Captain DONELAN: Is it intended 
to take any steps to protect the public 
interest / 


*Vrn. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
DEPORTATION OF IRTSH PAUPERS. 
Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary of State for the Home Department 
if his attention has been called to the 
proceedings at Blackburn on the 27th 
inst., at which a workhouse inmate named 
Edward Murray, who said he had spent 
43 years in England, was ordered by the 
magistrates to be removed to Kilmana, 
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‘County Mayo ; and will the Government 


take steps to prevent the deportation of 
paupers (who have spent the vreater 
portion of their lives in England) to Ire- 
land, and thus burdening the rates of 
Poor Law unions. 


Tuk SECRETARY to tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. 'T. W. 
RUSSELL, Tyrone, S.): The Loeal Govern. 
ment Board have no information with 
regard to the case referred to in the (ues- 
tion: but, as | have stated on a previous 
occasion, « Bill is in preparation on the 
subject of the deportation of paupers from 
England to Ireland. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare. 
KE.) : Pending the introduetion and passing 
of the Bill, could not cases like this stand 
over ! 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: That is entirely 
a matter for the local boards of guardians, 
The Government has nothing whatever to 
do with it. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Ts it not 
the case this man was born on the 
same day as the Queen? Is that. the 
reason for deporting him on the oevasion 
of Her Majesty's visit to [reland / 


| No answer was given. | 


CASTLEBLANEY UNION 
DOCTOR. 
Mr. DALY (Monaghan, 8.) : I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he is aware that the Castleblaney 
Board of Guardians, at their meeting on 
the 7th instant, refused to pay the sul 
stitute of a doctor of one of the dispen- 
sary districts of that union when absent 
at the assizes ; and that this is considered 
a grievance by the Guardians of Castle- 
blaney Union in having to pay the sul- 
stitute of a doctor who is getting his 
salary when absent and at the same time 
earning a fee of £2 2s, per day as well as 
travelling expenses ; and whether he will 
direct the Local Government Board to 
order, when dispensary doctors are smn- 
moned by the Crown as witnesses, that 
these doctors will pay their substitutes in 
the future. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
RELAND (Mr. Arkinson, Londonderry, 
N.): The facts are as stated in the first 
paragraph. = The Local Government 
Board have been advised that a doctor 
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who is compelled under subpeena to 
attend a Court of Justice is temporarily 
incapacitated from performing his duties 
within the meaning of the Relief Acts, 
and that the Board of Guardians were 
hound, therefore, to make provision for 
the care of the sick poor during his 
absence by employing and paying a 
temporary substitute. The doctor, if 
obliged to pay his substitute out of the 
expenses he receives as witness would, 
in many cases, be out of pocket by reason 
of his obedience to the subpena. The 
reply to the last paragraph is in the 
negative. 


IRISH POOR LAW DIETARY SCALES 
CARRICKMACROSS WORKHOUSE. 
Mr. DALY: I beg toask Mr. Attorney 

General for Ireland whether he is aware 

that the average cost per inmate per week 

in Carrickmacross Workhouse for the past 
year was 3s. 9{d., while in Monaghan the 
average cost per inmate was only 2s. 8d. 
per week ; whether he is aware that the 
same Local Government Board inspector 
inspects both workhouses, and if he can 
state why such a disparity was allowed 
by this inspector in the dietary of these 
workhouses ; whether he is aware that, if 
the treatment to the paupers of Monaghan 

Workhouse be correct, the ratepayers of 

Carrickmacross Union are losing £250 

per annum owing to the high average cost 

in that workhouse ; and whether he can 
state what course he intends to take to 
relieve the ratepayers of Carrickmacross 

Union of this high average cost when com- 

pared with Monaghan. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The figures are 
correctly stated in the first paragraph. 
The same inspector is in charge of the 
Unions of Carrickmacross and Monaghan. 
Differences in the average eost of main- 
tenance in one workhouse as compared 
with another may obviously be due to 
several causes ; for example, the relative 
consumption of stimulants, the terms upon 
which contracts for workhouse supplies 
have been accepted, the proportion of sick 
patients. These are not matters in which 
an inspector of the Local Government 
Board exercises any responsibility, nor 
has he power to enforce the adoption of 
a particular scale of dietary, though he 
may make recommendations in this last- 
mentioned respect for the consideration 
of the guardians. The fact that the cost 


of maintenance in Monaghan is relatively 
3 J 
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low does not necessarily prove that there 
is a waste of £250 a year in Carrickma- 
cross Workhouse, as the question assumes. 
In reply to the concluding paragraph, the 
Local Government Board do not propose 
to interfere with the guardians in the 
matter. 


CARRICKMACROSS URBAN AND 
RURAL BOUNDARIES. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Carrickmacross Board 
of Guardians unanimously passed a reso- 
lution that the Local Government Board 
would reconsider the adjustment made by 
Colonel O’Hara between Carrickmacross 
Urban and Carrickmacross Rural Dis- 
tricts ; whether he is aware that Carrick- 
macross Urban District, with a valuation 
of £3,010, has only to pay £40 4s. 5d., 
while Carrickmacross Rural District with 
a valuation of £5,500, has to bear £102 ; 
whether he is aware that, according to 
the statement of the Clerk of the Union 
of Carrickmacross, Colone! O’Hara only 
remained there half an hour to adjust 
the affairs of sixteen electoral divisions ; 
and whether he will direct a further 
inquiry into the matters complained of. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The resolution re- 
ferred to in the first paragraph has been 
received. The figures are as stated in 
the second paragraph. It is to be ob- 
served, however, that there are many 
items chargeable wholly upon rural divi- 
sions, and others upon the urban division, 
which would affect an apportionment of 
the total debits based on valuation alone. 
I am unable to say how long Colonel 
O’Hara remained at Carrickmacross. A 
lengthened stay was apparently not re- 
quired, inasmuch as the adjustment is 
made upon figures which were certified 
by the auditor at his audit for the half- 
year ended March, 1899, and all these 
figures were obtainable in the office of the 
Local Government Board. As no error 
in the figures has been shown, it is not 
intended to hold a further inquiry as 
suggested. 


MULLINGAR COUNTY COURT HOUSE. 
Mr. T. B, CURRAN (Donegal, N.): 

I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 

Ireland whether the sub-sheriff of West- 

meath has an office in the county court 

house at Mullingar with a notice on the 

deor marked “ Private” ; and, if so, is the 
2K 
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sheriff’s office a private one or a public | 


one; whether the Distributor of Stamps 
for the King’s County District has his 
office in the county court house at 
Mullingar, with the sign ‘“ District Stamp 


Office” over the door ; and, if so, does he | 


pay a rent for such office ; and, if not, by 
what right does he use the public building 
for his private business ; and whether the 
Clerk of the Crown and Peace for the 
County Westmeath conducts part of his 
business as such clerk through the sub- 
sheriff ; and, if so, whether it is in the 
interest of the public that the sub-sheriff 
should have access to and control of the 
Peace Office. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware 
whether the facts are as stated in this 
question The allocation of the apart- 
ments in the court-house is entirely a 
matter for arrangement between the 
High Sheriff and the local authorities, 
and the Executive Government have no 
power to interfere. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN: Then may he 


let lodgings if he chooses 1 
{No answer was given. | 


CORK DISTRICT ASYLUM— CRIMINAL 
LUNATICS. 

Mr. CREAN (Queen’s Co., Ossory): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether, 
since January 1897, criminal lunatics to 
the number of twenty-six have been 
transferred to the Cork District Lunatic 
Asylum ; and whether it is legal to 
transfer criminal lunatics to district 
lunatic asylums ; and, if so, should they 
be chargeable on the rates. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. 
BALFoUR) : Since January, 1897, twenty- 
eight criminal lunatics have been trans- 
ferred to the Cork District Lunatic 


Asylum. They were nearly all cases 
of short sentence, and ceased to be 
criminal lunatics properly speaking 


within a very short time—usually not 
more than a few weeks—of their transfer. 
It is legal to transfer such lunatics to dis- 
trict asvlums under the provisions of the 
Acts 1 Vic. cap. 27, and 38 and 39 Vic. 
cap. 67, s. 15. When so transferred, 
one-half the cost of their maintenance, 
approximately, is paid by the Imperial 
Exchequer ; the balance only falls on the 
local rates. 
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Mr. CREAN : Will that be done in 
‘ connection with the cases to which I have 
‘referred ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : Certainly. 


CORK COUNTY LAND HOLDINGS— 
SUB-LETTING. 
Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in the case 
of a holding purchased under the Land 
Purchase Acts situate in the County Cork, 
the Land Commission have recently per- 
mitted the tenant purchaser to per. 
manently sublet the whole holding at a 
| substantial rent as an ordinary agricultural 
holding, thereby recreating the relation of 
landlord and tenancy in the holding ; 
whether the Land Commission intend as 
a general practice to waive the prohibition 
of sub-letting in the case of holdings pur- 
chased under the Land Purchase Acts, 
and to permit the purchasers at their 
pleasure to become landlord ; what the 
reasons for allowing sub-letting in this 
particular case were ; and whether the 
person to whom this holding was sub-let 
will himself be entitled to purchase the 
holding under the Land Parchase Acts, 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FouR): This question does not contain 
sufficient information to enable the Land 
Commissioners to identify the particular 
case to which reference is made. If the 
hon. Member will furnish me with the 
name of the tenant purchaser and the 
townland in which the holding is situate 
I will call for a further Report in the 
matter. 


FLAX GROWING IN IRELAND. 

Mr. DALY: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland whether he has taken 
any steps to instruct the people of 
Ireland in the growth of flax, or if he 
will see to this matter during the present 


season for sowing flax. 

THE VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICUL.- 
TURE For IRELAND (Mr.  PLuwy- 


KETT, Dublin County, 8.) : No steps 
have yet been taken in the direction 
indicated in the question, though in- 
quiries have been made which will 
enable the Department, when fully con- 
stituted, to give early attention to this 
important matter. 
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817 Questions. 
BALLYHEIGUE BAY—SUGGESTED 
BOATSLIP. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Vice- | 
President of the Department of Agricul- | 
ture for Ireland whether he is aware that | 
the late C. H. Smith, divisional officer at 
Ballyheigue, County Kerry, reported that | 
large shoals ot mackerel, herrings, and 
other fish appear in Bally heigue Bay ; 
and whether, with the view of dev eloping 
the fishing industry in that poor district, 
a suitable pier or boatslip will be con- 


structed, as suggested by the late Mr. | 


Smith, so as to accommodate and give 
employment to the large number of 
fishermen in the district. 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I am_ informed 
that in November, 1897, Mr. Smith, the 
divisional officer of coastguard, reported 
that small, not large, shoals of mackerel 
and herrings had been observed off 
Ballyheigue at different periods of the 
autumn season. The question of the 
construction of a pier or boatslip has on 
more than one occasion engaged the 
attention of the Congested Districts 
Board, who, however , have not seen their 
way to take any further action in the 


matter. 
Mr. FLAVIN: Is the right hon, 
Gentleman aware that this is a most 


suitable place for the pier? Will he 
not recommend the Board to undertake 
this small outlay ? 


Mr. PLUNKETT: I am afraid not. 
The matter has been fully considered, 
and the Board came to its decision after 
afull examination of the proposal. 


ROYAL VETERINARY COLLEGE FOR 
IRELAND, 

*Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agricul- 
ture for Ireland whether he is aware that 
dissatisfaction exists in connection with 
the Royal Veterinary College for Ireland, 
owing to the fact ‘that ont of twenty- 
eight governors in that institution only 
four are veterin: ary surgeons, and also to 
the fact that of the four veterinary sur- 
geons on the Board none are Roman 
Catholics ; and whether, owing to the 
very large number of Roman Catholic 
students and veterinary surgeons in Ire- 
land, steps will be taken to give represen- 
tation on the Board by the appointment 


or otherwise of a reasonable number of | 
| ton, 


Roman Catholic veterinary surgeons. 
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(Juestions. 


| Mr. PLUNKETT: A desire has been 

expressed by some members of the 
| veterinary profession to have a larger 
representation on the governing body of 
the Royal Veterinary College of Ire!and, 
_but Iam not aware that any dissatisfac- 
tion exists as to the religious complexion 
of the existing representation. At 
present twelve governors are Roman 
Catholics. Considerations of religion have 
not entered into the appointments 
referred to in the question, and it is to be 
hoped that they will not do so in any 
future appointments. 

*Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say why, with four veterinary 
surgeons on the Board, there is no Catholic 
amongst them ? 

Mr. PLUNKETT: I 
other qualifications. 


suppose through 


CLOSURE MOTIONS IN COMMITTEE 

Sir HENRY HOWARTH (Salford, S.): 
I beg to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury if his attention has been drawn to 
the occasional paralysis of proceedings 
when the House is in Committee, caused 
by the fact that in the absence of the 
Chairman of Committees it is not possible 
to invoke the closure; and whether he 
can see his way to cancelling the clause in 
the Standing Order which restricts the 
use of the closure to the Speaker and the 
Chairman of Committees, instead of ex- 
tending its use to any occupant of the 
Chair for the time being. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I recognise, as 
the House must recognise, that thisis an 
important matter which may very well 
engage the attention of the House. I do 
not think that my hon. friend can ask me 
to propose an alteration of the Standing 
Order in the present session. At all 
events, as at present advised, I should be 
disinclined to follow any such course. 


THE POSTMASTER GENERALSHIP— 
SUCCESSOR TO THE DUKE OF NOR- 
FOLK. 

Mr. SWIFT, MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he is aware that between the 
passing of the Reform Act of 1867 and 
1895 no fewer than eleven gentlemen have 
held the office of Postmaster General, 
and of these ten had seats in the House 
of Commons, and only one, Lord Wolver- 
who was Postmaster General for 


2K 2 
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six months in 1886, was a Member of 
the House of Lords; and whether, 
having regard to the duties appertaining 
to the oftice of Postmaster General and 
the constant supervision of the House of 
Commons over the Postal Department, 
the Government, in advising Her Majesty 
on the appointment of a successor to 
the Duke of Norfolk, will recommend a 
Member of the House of Commons. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I believe that 
the hon. Gentleman’s statistics in the first 
paragraph are accurate, but it does not 
rest with me to recommend to the Crown 
the person to fill the office, nor should 
the question be addressed to me. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: The gentle- 
man to whomthe question ought to be 
addressed is not inthis House. Will the 
right hon. Gentleman use his potent in- 


fluence with that gentleman ? 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : 


heen appointed ? 


Mr. A. J. 


aware, 


Mr. SWIFT 

information ! 
BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Stir HENRY FOWLER: Can the 
right hon. Gentleman now state when the 
debate on the Edueation Code will be 
taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid 
that I can give no information with 
regard to public business heyond Tuesday 
next. The amount of business we got 
through yesterday was much less than 
I expected, and I shall have to recon- 
sider the general amount of work to be 
got through before the holidays and the 
allocation of time most convenient to the 
House. 


*Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rushcliffe): In view of the lamentable 
loss of life and injuries through accidents 
to railway servants, and the recommenda- 
tions of the Royal Commission thereon, 
cannot the right hon. Gentleman place the 
Railways (Prevention of Accidents) Bill 
in such a position as will enable it to be 
effectively proceeded with—say, first on 
the Orders of the Day? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have every 
hope and expectation that the Railways 


Who has 


BALFOUR: I am_ not 


MacNEILIL: No official 
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(Prevention of Accidents) Bill will pass 
before the Easter holidays, whenever that 
may be. 


Sik HENRY FOWLER: Is it the 
intention of the Government, following 
the usual practice, to state the specific 
measures which must be got through 
before the House adjourns for Easter ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I anticipate 
that on Monday the Leader of the Oppo- 
sition, who I hope will then be able to be 
in his place, will put a question to me on 
that subject, when I will endeavour to 
the best of my ability to indicate the 
business to be got through before the 
recess. 


Mr. DILLON (Mayo, E.): When is it 
proposed to take the Charitable Loans 
(Ireland) Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Mr. DILLON: Will 


Tuesday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If hon. Members 
desire, I will not press it on that day. 


British Ships. 


I cannot say. 


it be taken on 


ALIEN SEAMEN IN BRITISH SHIPS. 
[Morion FoR ADJOURNMENT. } 


Mr. HaAveLock WItson  (Middles- 
brough) rose in his place, and asked 
leave to move the Adjournment of the 
House for the purpose of discussing a 
definite matter of urgent public impor- 
tance—namely, “the imminent despatch 
by the Government of the steamship 
‘Caspian’ and the steamship ‘ Sapphire,’ 
with Government stores for Her Majesty's 
troops in South Africa, though manned 
in large part by alien seamen”; but the 
pleasure of the House not having been 
signified, Mr. Speaker called on those 
Members who supported the Motion to 
rise in their places, and not less than 
forty Members having accordingly risen— 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I ven- 
ture to say, Sir, that this is a most 
important question. I have several times 
during the last three months called the 
attention of the Secretary to the Admi- 
ralty to the fact that a large number of 
the vessels employed in the carrying ot 
Government stores to the troops in South 
Africa have been manned almost entirely 
by alien sailors and firemen. Now, I 
want to be very clear upon this 
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pint. - am making no complaint 


whatever with regard to the vessels 
that are carrying the troops, because the 
liners that have conveyed the bulk of the 
troops are the Union, the Castle, the 
Cunard, and the White Star line, which 
are always in ordinary times manned by 
British subjects. As a matter of fact on 
all the liners conveying troops there have 
been very few foreigners indeed. But 
the vessels [ am complaining of are the 
steamers that have been employed in 
carrying guns, ammunition and stores for 
the troops, and if it is so important that 
the vessels carrying the troops should be 
manned by British subjects, then I 
venture to say it is also important that 
the vessels carrying ammunition and guns 
for those troops should also be manned 
by British seamen. Nor yetam I making 
any complaint of the employment of 
foreign seamen who have been long resi- 
dent in this country, and who have earned 
their living in Great Britain for many 
years. That is not the kind of foreigner 
fam complaining of. The class of men I 
am complaining of are the crews that 
have been engaged at continental ports, 
hecause the wages at the continental 
ports are £1 or 30s. a month less than 
those paid at the ports in Great Britain. 
I was somewhat surprised at the answer 
which the hon. Gentleman the Secretary 
to the Admiralty gave to the question 
with regard to the steamer “Caspian.” 
If understood him aright he said that 
this not chartered 


vessel was by the 
(rovernment, but had been chartered 
through the Castle line. 
THE SECRETARY to tHe ADMI- 


RALTY (Mr. Macartney, Antrim, 8.) : 
She was not chartered by the Govern- 
ment at all. She was chartered hy the 
owners to the Union Steamship Company, 
and was taken up by the Government 
trom them. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : Ido not 
see any difference between a vessel being 
engaged in that way and one engaged 
direct by the Government. The Govern- 
ment will have to pay for it, and should, 
therefore, have control over it. Conse- 
quently the responsibility for manning it 
rests entirely with the Admiralty, and if 
the Admiralty had cared togive definite in- 
structions to those who chartered the vessel 
that she should be manned by British 


subjects, I venture to say that the, 
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charterers would have seen that that was 
done. Now, how was this vessel manned ? 
I find that she engaged her crew at 
Antwerp on the 9th March. There were 
twenty-six men signed on, and of these 
twenty-five were foreigners composed of 
nine different nationalities. There is a 
German carpenter, a Belgian steward, a 
Greek mess-room steward, a Greek cook, 
and a German boatswain. Among the 
able-bodied seamen are an Italian, a Greek, 
au American, an Austrian, and a Boer 
Dutchman. Among the ordinary seamen 
I find a Belgian, and men of four or five 
other nationalities, the list ending up with 
a Spanish cook. I say that the idea of a 
vessel carrying Government stores being 
manned by natives of countries which 
have shown marked hostiity to this 
country during the war in South Africa, 
is a bad one. Apart from that I think it 
is a most dangerous practice, and one 
which the Admiralty ought to stop at 
once. How do we know that Dr. Leyds 
may not have one of his emissaries on 
board the ship? During the progress of 
the voyage out it would be quite 
possible for such a man when steering 
the vessel into one of the ports, to make 
a mistake and run her on to the rocks, 
with the consequent loss of valuable 
stores, which it would not be very easy 
to replace by the time they were required. 
With regard to the “Sapphire,” I believe 
she was chartered direct to carry stores. 
I put a question with respect to her 
yesterday,* and postponed it by request, 
but by mistake it appears to have dis- 
appeared from the Orders of the Day alto- 
gether. With regard to this vessel, she 
was lying in the Tyne. Thereare a large 
number of seamen out of employment 
there at the present time—close upon one 
thousand British seamen. Yet the owners 
of this vessel in order to get cheaper 
labour took her round to Cardiff and got 
Spaniards and other foreigners to take 
the place of British seamen. These are 
not the only vessels I have complained 
of. I have sent several communications 
to the Admiralty. 


Mr. MACARTNEY: Two others. 
Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I think 


more than two, and the hon. Gentleman 
has on several occasions promised me that 
the matter should be inquired into. With 
regard to the ‘“‘ Anglo-Germanic ”— 





* See page 680 of this volume. 








823 Alien Seamen in 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The | 
hon. Member must confine himself to the | 
cases of the two vessels named in his | 
motion. 


{COMMONS} 
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and do considerable damage to them. 
One case has already occurred where one 
of the friends of the Boers was engaged 
as a deck hand, and the circumstances 


connected with that are very suspicious, 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I think 
I have explained sufficiently how the 
“Caspian” and the “Sapphire” were 
manned, and now, with the permission of 
the House, I would just like to say that | 
this is a practice which ought to be 
stopped at once. I do not know what 
the hon. Gentleman may say in reply to 
ne. Perhaps he may tell me that 
foreigners have been engaged because 
they are more sober and steady, and that 
consequently discipline can be better 
maintained among them. If he does say 
that, I am in a position to answer him. I 
have had a look at the log-book for the 
‘ast voyage of the “Caspian.” For that 
voyage she was chartered by the Govern- 
nent to carry mules to the Cape. I find 
that the crew then engaged also consisted 
of foreigners, as now. During the pro- 
gress of that voyage six of the foreigners 
seemed to have been put in prison for 
being drunk and disorderly. ‘There are 
numerous entries in the official log of 
members of the crew being drunk and 
refusing to do duty, and I observe one 
entry on the 14th of the first month of a) 
foreigner being drunk and disorderly, of 
his using disgusting language to his 
officers, and of his having to be given 
over to the police. It is perfectly 
true that the crew of which I am com- 
plaining is not the crew on board the | 
ship at the present time, but I am 
only using the composition of that crew 
and their conduct to illustrate that they 
do not give better service than British 
seamen. I say that the log of this vessel, 
while she has been in the service of the 
Government, goes to prove that they 
cannot get better service from foreigners 
than from British seamen, and it is only 
in that sense that I am using it. The 
right hon. Gentleman may look on this 
as avery light matter. I hope he will 
not ; for I can see very clearly that if we 
were in conflict with a great European 
Power, and if the vessels conveying our 
war stores to distant parts of the world 
were manned in this way, it would be 
a very serious matter indeed. It 
would be quite possible for any of 
those Powers with which we were 
at war to put their emissaries 


' that vessel. 


on board the ships we have chartered | 


A vessel chartered by the Government 
was leaving one of our ports, and one of 
the sailors who was born a German said 
he was a citizen of the Transvaal. Two 
or three days before he was engaged he 
was boasting amongst a large number of 
seamen how he would like to see the 
British defeated in the present war, 
Well, the vessel was sent to sea, and as 
she was passing out of port this very 
man was called to the wheel. He had 
not been one minute at the wheel when 
the vessel ran ashore and became a total 
wreck. I do not say that the man did it 
deliberately, because I cannot prove it. 
But there is a good deal of suspicion 
attached to the whole affair, considering 
that he should have been speaking so 
strongly against the British in the 
present conflict, and that he should 
have been the man_ to run_ the 
vessel on shore. The. unfortunate 
pilot’s certificate was suspended in conse- 
quence, and I venture to say that the 
pilot was not responsible for the loss of 
If Dr. Leyds had been half 
as smart as he is considered io be he 
would have had a number of his emis. 
saries on board all our ships carrying 
guns and stores to South Africa; and 
had anything happened there would have 
been consternation at once at the Ad- 
miralty, and there would have been 
general orders issued at once that these 
aliens were not to be engaged on our 
transports. We have a special claim to 
ask Her Majesty’s Government to stop 
this practice of employing foreign seamen 
on board our ships carrying stores and 
war material. One of the items on their 
programme at the General Election was 
to prevent alien immigration into this 
country ; and that is one of the planks of 
their platform still. Surely, then, they 
ought, of all Governments, to put their 
foot down and say that every vessel 
carrying Government property shall be 
manned by British subjects or by 
foreigners who have been long resident 
in this country. Perhaps the right hon. 


Gentleman will say that there is 
some difficulty in getting the men, 
but if he puts that forward 


as a defence, I want to tell him that we 
inserted an advertisement in the Cardiff, 
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$25 Alien Seamen in 
Newcastle, and several other papers, and 
inside twelve hours we had no fewer than 
2,000 British seamen registered for em- 
ployment in transport ships. They were 
ready and willing to take employment, 
but could not get it, because the owners 
thought they could get foreigners on the 
cheap. It is the duty of the Government 
to enforce the fair wage resolution of this 
House ; and I do not think it is right to 
allow owners who charter ships for British 
service to engage men on the Continent 
on the cheap. I do not think I need 
labour the question more fully. I trust 
we shall have a straightforward answer 
from the Admiralty ; but I want more. 
[want the appointment of a Committee 
to inquire into the whole subject, and as 
to whether it is possible, in the event of 
aconflict with a great European Power, 


{30 Marcu 1900} 


that we should have all our ships manned , 


with British seamen, 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House do now adjourn.”—. 


(Mr. Havelock Wilson.) 
Mr. MACARTNEY : The hon. Gentle- 


man must not assume that the Admiralty 
look upon the manning of the ships of the 
mercantile marine in a light or casual 
manner, It is a matter, from every point 
of view, which has given the Admiralty 
considerable anxiety. No Department in 
the State could feel more the importance 
of the manning of the mercantile marine 
toa large extent by foreigners than the 
Department on behalf of which I am now 
replying. The hon, Gentleman, I am 
sure, did not intend to lead the House to 
suppose that in the communications which 
passed between him and myself anything 
I have said suggested that I personally 
have looked upon this as a matter which 
ought not to be remedied. Now, the 
gravamen of the hon. Gentleman’s com- 
plaint is the employment of foreigners 
on our ships. That is a matter which has 
heen felt, at least so far as the mercantile 
marine is concerned, for many years. 
Parliament has not laid it down that 
owners of ships in the mercantile marine 
should not, if they chose, 


employ | 


foreigners, and the Admiralty have there- | 


fore dealt with the question as it exists. 


There is no question raised here of un-' 


seaworthiness or undermanning. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON 


: I might 
have raised that question. 
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Mr. MACARTNEY: Now, what is 
the duty which the Admiralty have to 
carry out at the present moment? It is 
the extremely important duty of convey- 
ing, with the utmost precision and 
despatch, stores of all sorts to the troops, 
and to the transports conveying these 
troops to South Africa, and to Her 
Majesty’s ships in these distant waters. I 
think that the House will agree that the 
utmost despatch is the first duty which 
lies on the Admiralty, and that they 
should not from any other motive which 
may operate on their minds be diverted 
from that necessary and primary duty. 
Take the case of the “ Caspian.” She was 
taken up by the Admiralty on the 26th 
February, but she was not chartered by 
the Admiralty, and, therefore, the Ad- 
miralty have no direct relations to the 
owners. Her owners chartered her on a 
time charter to the Union Steamship 
Company, and under that charter the 
owners are responsible to the Union 
Steamship Company for the crew, and for 
the manning of the vessel. Our relations 
did not bring us into contact with the 
owners, and, therefore, we had no know- 
ledge of what her crew was composed. It 
was a matter of imperative urgency with 
us to get the tonnage required at that 


moment. The “Caspian,” as I have said, 
was taken up on agreement on 26th 
February. She arrived at Antwerp on 


the lst or 2nd of March. She received 
orders to proceed to London for the Cape, 
and I understand, having received these 
orders, she engaged a fresh crew, the 
former crew having been discharged at 
Antwerp according to the articles of the 
ship. Under these circumstances, every- 
thing being legal, and there being 
no reason to suppose on the part 
of the Admiralty that the Union Steam- 
ship Company, which the hon. Gentleman 
says is a company of the highest repute, 
would have offered to us a ship for Govern- 
ment service which was not perfectly 
capable of carrying out the services re- 
quired, I submit to the House that in ask- 
ing the Admiralty at this moment to put 
into operation a system of administration 
in regard to the manning of ships of the 
mercantile marine which Parliament has 


' not yet attempted to enforce in ordinary 


times, the hon. Gentleman is asking a 
thing which is utterly impracticable and 
impossible. 
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Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: Might 
I ask if it is not the fact that the Admi- 
ralty are putting that principle in opera- 
tion in regard to ships which are carrying 
troops ? 


Mr. MACARTNEY: No, sir. We 
have made certain stipulations with regard 
to the transports taken up for the con- 
veyance of troops. These vessels are 
taken up on time charter, and there is all 
the difference in the world hetween the 
conditions of a time charter and the 
agreement which was made in regard 
to the “Caspian” and other ships on ton- 
nage or freight. During the period that 
is run on a time charter the persons em- 
ployed on the chartered ships are fully 
protected by the Government, and during 
that time the remuneration is that which 
comes from Government employment. 
sut if we take up a freight or tonnage 
charter we may only take up two, fifty, 
a hundred, or a thousand tons—only a 
small part of the tonnage of the ship. 
WILSON : 


Mr. HAVELOCK This 


vessel was fully loaded. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : Quite true; but 
she was not taken up on time conditions. 
The “adventure” was not “ terminated ” 
at a port in South Africa, but the vessel 
might go on to any other part of the 
world. The hon. Gentleman asks whether 
this is a question to which our attention 
has been directed. It is; and we have 
been most anxious to make conditions 
which would carry into effect the views 
of the hon. Gentleman, views with which 
every Member of the House sympathises. 
But the hon. Gentleman knows that 
probably there never was a time when it 
was more difficult to get freight ships, 
not only for Admiralty purposes, but for 
the contractors also. Contractors have 
found the greatest difficulty in getting 
freights to carry materials to carry 
on their work, and I = am_ in- 
formed by those who are acting for 
the Admiralty in taking up freight 
ships for stores and coals that it would 
be absolutely impossible to obtain them 
as speedily as is necessary if strict regu- 
lations were put in the agreements. We 
have to buy coal in reply to telegraphic 
instructions from the Cape, St. Vincent, 
and elsewhere, and we have to get freight 
for it at the earliest moment, and in rela- 
tion to stores we have received urgent 


{COMMONS} 








British Ships. 898 
recommendations from the War Office. 
In these circumstances, however desirable 
it might be to introduce restrictions of 
the character advocated by the hon. Gen- 
tleman, I am bound to tell the House 
that it would be absolutely impossible to 
carry on with any efficiency the great 
national work the Admiralty now has on 
hand, if it were insisted on. I hope the 
hon. Gentleman will be content with the 
assurance I have given him that the 
Admiralty does not look on this matter 
in a light or negligent spirit. If they 
saw the opportunity they would be only 
too glad to encourage by their own action 
the larger employment of British sailors 
by the mercantile marine. 


*Sir U. KAY -SHUTTLEWORTH 
(Laneashire, Clitheroe) said it was not for 
the purpose of undaly prolonging the 
debate that he rose, but for the purpose 
of asking for a little further information. 
The hon. Gentleman opposite had in- 
formed the House that if the Admiralty 
were chartering a ship for the conveyance 
of troops certain conditions would be 
imposed, including some as to the consti- 
tution of the crews. But in this case, 
though the whole ship was needed for 
Government stores, no conditions of this 
kind were imposed. And the crew of the 
“Caspian,” as explained by the hon. 
Member for Middlesbrough, was com- 
posed of men of the most diverse 
nationalities, so that they would be 
unable to speak to each other. 


Mr. MACARTNEY : The crews under- 


stand English. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON: I beg 
to differ with the hon. Gentleman ; they 
do not. 


*Sm U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH said 
that unless the men did understand 
English they would be unable to commu- 
nicate with each other and with those in 


authority. There might also be among 
them some who were hostile to this 


country, who might take a favourable 
opportunity to do an ill turn, by which 
the stores and ship might be lost. He 
did not think sufficient information had 
been given to the House as to the pre- 
cautions that were taken, having regard 
to the fact that in the particular case 
to which the motion referred the cargo 
consisted wholly of stores of Her Majesty's 
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where it was of vital importance that | 


the troops should receive whatever 
was sent out in perfect safety, he 
thought the House would desire that 
some special precautions should be taken 
by the Transport Department. In saying 
this he wished to guard himself from the 
suspicion of casting any reflection on that 
department. He had already spoken this 
session of the remarkable regularity and 
despatch with which the Admiralty had 
performed transport work on an unpre- 
eedented scale; but, as this matter had 
been brought forward, he thought the 
House should be placed in possession of 
fuller information upon it. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, St. George’s, 


Hanover Square): I may frankly admit 
that I was startled when I saw the com- 
position of the crews of these two ships, 
and I regret their composition as much as 
anybody can. My right hon. friend 
asked what precautions were taken. In 
these particular cases the Admiralty re- 
lied upon the high character of the per- 
sons with whom they were contracting, 
the Union Steamship Company, and did 
not ask what was the composition of the 
crews. In the case of transports, the 
ships are under the control of the Admi- 
ralty, but it is impossible, in the case of 
the despatch of stores in response to tele- 
graphed requisitions, to inquire into the 
composition of the crews of the vessels in 
which they are sent. We are bound to 
weigh the rapidity of our transactions 
against any possible risks. We have 
been conducting this business now for 
nearly six months, and hundreds of ships 
have been chartered without any accident 
having occurred. The owners are re- 
sponsible, and I hope there are no ship- 
owners in this country conducting 
business of this kind who are not careful 
to see that their ships are properly found. 
In this case all the officers were British, 
and we were given to understand that the 
majority of the crew were. 


Mr. HAVELCCK WILSON: I can 
tell the right hon. Gentleman that the 
officers were disgusted with the crew. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : The Admiralty can- | 
not in a moment of emergency enter into | 
the composition of the crew ofa vessel. I | 


can only express my regret at the state of | 
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things that has been pointed out, and I hope 
that all owners with whom the Admiralty 
have to deal in the future will avoid the 
necessity of a case like this being brought 
before the House. I cannot go beyond 
that, but I hope I have convinced the 
House that the Admiralty by no means 
minimises the importance of the matter. 
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COMMANDER BETHELL (Yorkshire, 
E.R., Holderness) expressed the hope that 
the Government would tuke into considera- 
tion generally the practice of employing 
foreign seamen on British ships. 


Question put and negatived. 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). 
Mr. HAtsry reported from the Com- 
mittee of Selection, That they had dis- 
charged the following Members from the 
Standing Committee on Trade (including 
Agriculture and Fishing), Shipping, and 
Manufactures :—Mr. Power, Sir Reginald 
Hanson, and Sir Elliott Lees; and had 
appointed in substitution : Mr. Macaleese, 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, and Mr. Giles. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


NEW BILLS. 





SHOP HOURS ACT (1892) AMENDMENT. 

Bill to amend The Shop Hours Act, 
1892, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Steadman, Mr. John Burns, Sir Charles 
Dilke, and Mr. Woods. 


SHOP HOURS ACT (1892) AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

“To amend The Shop Hours Act, 
1892,” presented, and read the first time ; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 
161.] 


COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL. 
Bill to establish a Court of Criminal 


| Appeal, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 


Pickersgill, Mr. John Burns, Mr. Bryn- 
‘mor Jones, Mr. Richards, Sir Albert 
, Rollit, and Mr. Woods. 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL BILL. 


“To establish a Court of Criminal 
Appeal,” presented, and read the first 
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time; to be read a second time upon 
Wednesday, 2nd May, and to be printed. 
[ Bill 162.] 


VACCINATION. 

Bill to declare the Law that no prosecu- 
tion shall be commenced 
authority of the Guardians, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Pickersgill, Mr. Broad- 
hurst, Mr. Channing, Sir Charles Dilke, 
and Mr. Steadman. 


VACCINATION BILL. 

“To declare the Law that no prosecu- 
tion shall 
authority of the Guardians,” presented, 
and read the first time; to be read a 
second time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, 
and to be printed. [Bull 163. ] 


SUPPLY. 
CiviL SERVICE EsTIMATEs. 
Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Main Question [23rd March], 


“That Mr. Speaker do now leave the 
Chair.” 


Question again proposed. 


PHYSICAL AND MILITARY INSTRUC- 
TION IN STATE-AIDED SCHOOLS. 
*Sir_ J. FERGUSSON (Manchester, 
N.E.), who had on the Paper the following 

notice— 
“To call attention to the importance of 


instituting physical and military drill for boys | 
in all State-aided or rate-aided schools ; and to | 


move, That it is highly expedient for the 
physical and moral development of the youth 


of the country, and that it would conduce to | 
national defence, that boys of school age | 


should be regularly instructed in physical and 


military drill ; that this House is of opinion | 


that such instruction should be an obligatory 
part of the curriculum in all schools aided by 


public grants, except in cases of physical dis- | 


ability ; and that suitable provisions should 


be inserted in the Code for carrying out this | 


object ”— 


said that attention had been directed in | 


an increasing degree to this matter in 
recent years. 
there were organisations for strengthening 
the physique of the young by drill more 
or less advanced according to their age, 
and 
results. 
which had a distinctly military character, 
and it might be that these organisations 
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| conduced towards a greater inclination 
|for the military profession. He knew 
that many who had passed through 
church brigades and boys’ brigades had 
| proved very useful soldiers and sailors, 
but he did not propose to enter into that 
branch of the subject that night. His 
object was to obtain a more regular and 
general system of physical instruction in 
the primary schools. Great attention 
|had been called to this matter by 
the Earl of Meath, a nobleman who 
/was well known for his philanthropic 
work, and it was chiefly owing to 
him in 1895 that there was intro- 
duced into the Education Code of 
that year a direct reference to the 
giving of instruction in physical and 
military drill in schools, and it had 
| continued in the Code up to the present 
|time. In the course of last autumn a 
| correspondence was published between 
the War Office and the Education Depart- 
/ment in regard to the giving of improved 
instruction in military drill in schools. In 
answer to a letter from the Education 
Department, the Secretary of State for 
| War indicated that he was ready to pro- 
| vide instructors and appliances for drill 
in schools if the Education Council was 
| prepared to meet the expense of so doing. 
The Education Department gave a cold 
| answer to the communication of the War 
Office, and indicated that already there 
was a considerable amount of physical 
instruction given in the schools, and that 
they could not give additional funds for 
that purpose. There was published at the 
same time in the newspapers a paragraph 
in regard to the revised instructions given 
| to Her Majesty’s Inspectors applicable to 
the Code. He called attention to this 
because it indicated a retrograde policy 
of the Department, which justified him in 


| bringing it before the House. In para- 
‘graph 29 of the Revised Instructions 


issued to Her Majesty’s Inspectors and 
| applicable to the Code of 1899 he found 
| these words 


‘¢ Instruction in Swedish or other drill, or in 
| suitable physical exercises is a condition of the 
higher grant for discipline and organisation. 
Military drill for boys has been found very 
attractive in some districts, and deserves ell- 
couragement. <A healthy game, which is one 
of the best forms of physical exercise, will 
satisfy the conditions of the Code. In country 
schools such games are almost always — 
and if played during an attendance s 1ould be 
supervised by some member of the staff whe 
should teach the most skilful method of play, 
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and should encourage orderly behaviour and 
stop quarrelling.” 


Of course that was all very well, but it 
was a curious thing that in the new 
Education Code for 1900 a provision was 
omitted which was contained in Article 
100 (b) of the Code last year, and in the 
previous Codes since 1895. The pro- 
vision was as follows— 

“The higher grant for discipline and organi- 
sation will not be paid to any school in which 
provision has not been made in the approved 
time-table for instruction in Swedish or other 
drill, or in suitable physical exercises, but 
children employed in labour and attending 
school half-time, and children for whom such 
instruction is unsuitable, may be exempted.” 


The only reference that could be at all 
connected with the subject of drill was 
expressed in these words— 

“Grants are also made for the further in- 
struction of certificated teachers and assistant 
teachers (Art. 79) in drawing, experimental 
science, modern languages, cookery, woodwork, 
school gymnasties, or military drill, or such 
other subjects approved by the Department 
as may form part of the curriculum of a public 
school in receipt of Parliamentary grants or of 
a higher grade school.” 


The provision expressly indicated, he be- | 


lieved, that military drill as a course of 
instruction had been omitted from the 
present Code. The Scotch Education De- 
partment had taken an_ altogether 
different direction by encouraging the 
introduction of military drill in schools. 
The Secretary of the Scotch Education 
Department recently issued a circular to 
school boards which contained the fol- 
lowing—- 


“Tam directed by Lord Balfour of Burleigh , 


to bring under the attention of school boards 
and managers of schools a subject which is one 
of great publie importance, and which, in his 
Lordship’s opinion, concerns not less the in- 
terests of the pupils. of State-aided schools than 
the welfare and security of the Empire. _ It is 
that of physical exercise, and particularly of 
those forms of military drill which most effec- 
tively develop the physical capacities of the 
pupils, and train dom in the habit of the 
combined and dexterous employment of 
these capacities. Lord Balfour is convinced 
that such exercises, apart from any other 
consideration, would be a most important aid 
in attaining some substantial objects at which 
all education must aim. Not only do they 
tend to improve manual dexterity and to 
render more alert the faculties of observation, 
but they are also pre-eminently useful in 
developing those habits of comradeship, of 
responsibility, and of individual resource, 
which are of supreme importance, not only to 
the nation as a whole, but to the individual 
pupil. Indirectly they bring the individual 
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the foundation of national defence, and they 
bring home to him his duties and responsi- 
| bilities as a citizen of the Empire, while at 
the same time giving him an opportunity of 
| strengthening and developing his physical 
|; powers and rendering him more fit for his 
| ordinary employment. Whatever form the 
| military service of our country may hereafter 
assume, it is evident that the strength and 
' security of the Empire as a whole, as well as 
that ot every individual citizen, must depend 
upon the extent to which the moral elements 
of responsibility, duty, and readiness of 
judgment, along with the physical capaci- 
ties, may be developed. Success in this 
can only be achieved by careful considera- 
tion of the best methods, and by euploying 
these strenuously and zealously during school 
life. Attention to physical training becomes 
all the more urgent owing to the tendency of 
population to gather to the larger towns, where 
the opportunities for physical exercises are 
necessarily restricted. The grant (the 
amouut of which in proportion to the local 
effort must be based on general considerations) 
is paid on the general efficiency of the school, 
| and that efficiency is tested by the adequacy of 
the training it supplies. Lord Balfour is of 
' opinion that the thoroughness of the physical 
training must form a very important element 
in that test. He will direct the particular 
attention of the inspectors of scliaite to this 
subject ; and it will probably be felt that 
fitness to judge of it ought to form an im- 
portant qualification in those who aspire in 
future to fill such posts, and will not be found 
to be incompatible with the highest efficiency 
in other respects.” 


Instruction, &c. 


With regard to the question whether 
military drill had been given up in favour 
of physical exercises, he had been in 
communication with the superintendent 
of physical training under the London 
School Board, who had _ written as 
follows— 


“ Prior to my appointment under the London 
' School Board in 1889, military drill and the 
old extension motions were taught in all boys’ 
departments, but on taking up my duties | 
introduced a system of military exercises and 
as much military drill as was laid down in the 
Red-book from Section 1 to Section 26, exclu- 
sive of Section 8 (extension motions). This 
system is now taught in all schools under the 
School Board. The system of physical 
exercises is that sanctioned and adopted by 
the inspector of gymnasia at Aldershot, and 
taught in all Army schools.” 


This gentleman also distinctly denied 
that there had been any retrogression 
with regard to military drill. Nobody 


desired to have the boys treated as 


soldiers, or to see militarism introduced 
into the schools, but it was desirable that 
there should be such physical training ay 
was best secured by simple military 
methods of drill. By this means the 
scholars would be physically develeped 
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and their intelligence awakened. This 
system had been carried out in the dis- 
trict of East Hants and West Sussex, 
where the inspector, Mr. Burrows, was 
an enthusiast. If those who were opposed 
to this system could only see the smart- 
ness and general appearance of the 
scholars in the schools in that district 
they would be converted. Mr. Burrows 
had written as follows :— 


“The Portsmouth district under my charge 
embraces East Hants and West Sussex, 
extends along the coast from Gosport and 
Portsmouth to Bognor, includes Jersey, and is 
bounded on the north by the Southdowns from 
the outskirts of Arundel to a line about ten 
miles west of Petersfield. Within these dis- 
tricts strong contrasts exist, such as that 
between schools in the midst of Portsmouth 
and those in the remote villages of the downs 
and of the forest country round Wolmer. In 
spite of these varied conditions I am able to 
say that in all boys’ schools or departments 
throughout my district some approved form of 
military or physieal drill, with or without 
arms, accompanied by music, is regularly prae- 
tised, and that in all girls’ and intants’ schools 
or departments and in all mixed schools some 
kind of physical or Swedish drill with music 
is the rule. This has been the case for some 
years, long before public interest was aroused 
in the matter. In a considerable number of 
boys’ schools the drill is purely military, 
including extension motions and company 
drill. In other schools physical drill, based 
more or less on military methods, is adopted. 
[ have never proposed a uniform scheme, as it 
seems best that each school should take its 
own line within due limits, so long as the 
result arrived at is genuine physical and 
moral training. There is no subject so 
popular with children as drill which is 
taught during the ordinary school hours. 
The teachers are unanimous in stating 
that this training not only produces steadiness, 
obedience, smartness, and concentration, but 
certainly strengthens and brightens the intel- 
lectual power of the scholars. Throughout 
the whole of my district it is now clearly 
understood that drill forms one of the most 
important parts of elementary education. For 
much of the merely mental instruction is for- 


gotten when the short school days end, but ' 


physical and moral training, inseparable if 
taught aright, will abide, and will form the 
sturdy stuff sorely needed by England and the 
Empire. <A display of drill always forms a 
prominent feature of my annual inspection of 
all schools, whether large or small, whether in 
town or country. ‘To this custom and to the 
unfailing readiness and enthusiasm with which 
the subject has been taken up by managers 
and teachers I attribute the remarkable pro- 
vress made since their attention was drawn to 
it four vears ago. Portsmouth set such a 
zealous and successful example, as was to be 
expected from the schools of the first naval 
port of the kingdom. Much of this progress 
isalso due to the energetic formation of school 
bands to lead the exercisesand marching. All 
large schools and many smaller ones now 
possess bands of six to thirty performers, using 


Sir J. Fergusson, 
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drums and tifes in the boys’ and violins in the 
girls’ schools. These bands are composed of 
teachers of all grades and of elder scholars, 
The use of these instruments does away with 
the necessity of costly pianos, and enables the 
band to be maintained at a trifling expense, 
and to be moved into the playground to lead 
open-air drill in fine weather.” 
A very important point was that in this 
district, in which the system was such a 
great success, the teachers themselves 
were enthusiastic in the matter. Many 
of the teachers had learned their drill in 
the local Volunteer corps attached to the 
training colleges. Instead, therefore, of 
employing military instructors these 
teachers taught the children the drill, 
It was always an advantage that both 
the physical and the educational teaching 
should be in the same hands ; at any rate 
it had been extremely successful in the 
East Hants and West Sussex district. 
Moreover, the drill formed a part of the 
regular curriculum. In sume cases there 
was a certain time devoted to the subject 
every day, while in others the instruction 
was given on alternate days. It was a 
noticeable fact that the attendance on the 
days on which the drill instruction was 
given was larger than on the others, and 
nothing was a greater punishment for the 
children than that they should be deprived 
of their drill. On this subject of school 
drill, Mr. Clancy, head master of the 
Roman Catholic school at Portsmouth, 
and President of the National Union of 
Teachers, had reported as follows 

“ During the past four years I have included 
military drill in my school time-table. 
state unhesitatingly that the results have 
been highly satisfactory in every respect. 
One of the greatest obstacles to true educa- 
tional progress has been the early age at 
which pupils leave school. I have found that 
school drill is a great inducement to the boys 
to remain longer under my charge and so to 
extend their school career. Our ordinary 
lessons are apt to tire the lads and cause them 
to long for the day when school life should 
cease. No sooner did we start our school drill 
than it was evident we had infused a new 
educational spirit into the pupils, so that 
their regularity and punctuality showed a 
marked improvement. As an aid to discipline 
I can speak with no uncertain voice of its 
marvellous results. The lads are taught 
obedience, and that, in my opinion, is absolutely 
essential if the teacher is to succeed at all. 
toys love order and will respect those who 
insist upon it. Therefore every lesson benefits 
by the teaching of drill. What is more offen- 
sive than an ill-mannered, uncouth youth: 
Drill teaches us to be orderly, polite and 
prompt, hence its great value as an essential 
part of the Code. The general bearing of the 
pupils is greatly benefited by a course ol 
| physical exercises, and their ordinary appear- 
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ance is vastly improved at a most important 
period of their careers. The spirit of true 
atriotism is developed and a love of all that 
tends to make a great nation is inculcated at 
the proper moment. The good results of a 
regular course of military drill are so patent 
that one hesitates to specify them. I know of 
nothing more likely to reach the ideal of a 
‘sound mind in a sound body’ than the earry- 
ing out of a judiciously arranged programme 
of physical exercises. If carried out in modera- 
tion during school hours by a willing and 
enthusiastic body of teachers the future 
citizens of this empire will largely benetit 
thereby. I wish the movement every success, 
and trust that we may be able to carry out the 
experiment in every school in the country.’ 
Similar testimonies as to the success of 
the system and the benefit derived there- 
from came from Manchester, the West of 
England, and many other parts of the 
country. He had said it was desirable 
that some consideration should be given 
to encourage the teachers to adopt this 
subject, and his attention had been called 
to Article 83 (d) in the Code for 1900, 
which said 

“Grants are also made for the further in- 
struction of certificated teachers and assistant 
teachers (Article 79) in drawing, experimental 
science, modern languages, cookery, woodwork, 
school gymnastics, or military drill, or such 
other subject approved by the Department as 
may form part of the curriculum of the public 
school in receipt of Parliamentary grants or of 
ahigher grade school.’ 

Also to Article 91 (d), which was in the 
following terms— 

“Where courses are established by the 
county council or other local authorities, either 
within their own area or at an approved 
technical college or other central institution, 
for the further instruction of teachers as in 
Article 83 (d), according to a scheme approved 
by the Department, and under instructors 
whose competency for this special work is 
proved to the satisfaction of the Department, 
there shall be paid a grant amounting to not 
more than three-fourths of the actual ex pendi- 
ture upon the class, after deduction of the in- 
come from the fees, provided that such expen- 
diture is duly set forth in ‘ag ocd audited 
accounts and is approved by the Department.” 


It might be asked what was to be done 
with a small country school taught by an 
old woman, but a system was not to be 
condemned because it could only be 
carried out ina limited way. On Friday 
last week detachments from various 
schools gave a display before a large 
audience at Portsmouth, and it was 
delightful to see the smartness and intel- 
ligence shown by the children. The 
ordinary teachers conducted, and nothing 
could be prettier than the fixed attention 


and smartness with which little girls 
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followed the orders of their teachers. It 
was better that the drilling should be 
carried out by the ordinary teachers 
because the habits of steadiness, concen- 
tration, and ready obedience were effective 
through all branches of study. The 
results were highly satisfactory wherever 
the system had been adopted. When the 
national defence of the country was 
being considered it was important there 
should be a scheme by which the courage, 
the bravery, and aptitude for home 
detence which existed among so many 
branches of the population should be 
utilised more. Advanced drill would be 
much more easily learnt if elementary 
drill was mastered in early life. In 
Switzerland military drill was compulsory 
in every school, yet it was as free a 
country as existed, and was conspicuous 
for the industry and frugality of its 
people. Orderly habits and ideas of dis- 
cipline and obedience, which were gained 
by military drill, were an unmixed 
benefit. The whole manhood of the 
country would be improved by such a 
scheme, and he thought it would 
be a valuable addition to the edu- 
cation of the country. In this regard 
Scotland was far in advance of England, 
and he thought, looking at the impor- 
tance of the question, the right hon. 
Gentleman need not disdain to take a 
lead from the Scotch Education Depart- 
Under the circumstances, he did 
not regret that he could not move the 
Amendment he had intended, and he 
could only say that he did not desire to 
divide the House upon the question. 


*Mr. YOXALL (Nottingham, W.) 
said the matter which had been brought 
to the attention of the House by the 
right hon. Baronet was one of great 
importance. Upon the general question 
of the advantage of some kind of drill 
to the boys and girls at any public 
elementary school there could not be two 
opinions. But at all the public elemen- 
tary schools the children, from the 
youngest age up to the age of ten or 
twelve, two or three times a week, went 
through a course of drill in their own 
schoolrooms, as part of the curriculum. 
In the ease of boys it was more military 
in its nature, they, in many cases, being 
instructed by men who had been in the 
Army ; but where it did not take place 
so systematically the drill was given under 
the instruction of the teachers themselves, 
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who, in many cases, held certificates from | 


drill instructors at the training colleges 
ot their capacity to undertake such in- 
struction. At the present time there 


were in all or most of the elementary | 


schools playground drill, class-room drill, 
fire drill, and discipline drill, and the 
only question was how far the drilling 
of the children should proceed. 
to proceed just as far as the health of the 
children and the economy of noise in the 
class rooms warranted, There was some 
danger in going beyond that. Volunteer 
brigades existed in connection with some 
of the teachers’ training colleges, and there 
were boys’ brigades in connection with 
many of the schools. Some of those 
brigades had ceased to exist because the 
military spirit had been thought to have 
been carried too far. Then, again, en- 
thusiasts who had been to Scandinavia 
pressed on the Department the idea that 
Swedish drill was far superior to military 
drill, and after sufficient pressure the 
Department yielded, and Swedish drill 
became an alternative to military drill. 
Then another body of enthusiasts pointed 
out that drill was not the best form of 
physical exercise, and that gymnastics 
ought to be carried out systematically on 
every playground by means of a trapeze 
and parallel bars, and as a result the Code 
admitted that as suitable physical exer- 
cise. The present Code stated that as a 
condition of a school being efficient it 
must provide physical exercise for the 
children. A good deal of physical exer- 
cise was provided and would go on irre- 
spective of the result of that debate, but 
he hoped there would be no attempt to 
press upon the schools and the children 
too much the idea of spending time in 
military drill. He was not quite sure that 
the older forms of military drill would be 
useful—he spoke under correction—in 
actual warfare. The great thing in future 
would be not company drill and squad drill, 
close order, forming fours, and march- 
ing by rank and file, but skirmishing 
and sharpshooting, and he did not see how 
in public elementary playgrounds skir- 
mishing or sharpshooting could be prac- 
tised. He thought the great want still 
was a higher degree of intelligent edu- 
cation for the children. It was not only 
necessary for a soldier nowadays to hear | 
and obey the word of command; he | 
must have an intelligent understanding of 
the word of command and its adaptation to | 
circumstances ; and there was some risk | 


Mr. Yorall. 


{COMMONS} 


It ought | 


hon. 
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if the precious time—the far too short 
time—children spent at schoul were spent 
in mechanical drill that it would draw 
their minds from any chance of gaining 
more and more intelligence. He did not 
intend to meet the proposal of the right 
hon. Baronet in any antagonistic manner. 
We quite agree that in garrison towns 
the school teachers ought to be free, as 
they were free now, to carry military 
drill in schools to a high degree of per- 
fection, but not in rural schools where 
perhaps thirty boys were taught by g 
mistress. In seaport towns the instruc. 


‘tion ought to be of a maritime and not 


of a military character, and there ought 
to be elasticity allowed to the local 
managers and teachers. Any proposal to 
make military drill compulsory could not 
be in harmony with existing conditions 
in thousands of schools. He gathered 
that the chief object of the right hon. 
Baronet was to call the attention of the 
House and the Department to the subject, 
and not to press for any general com- 
pulsory provision. He believed that the 
Department was thoroughly in sympathy 
with the idea. He would suggest that 
the right hon. Baronet could not serve 
his case better than by leaving it 
where it was after having ventilated it. 
The proper course, if the right hon. 
Baronet wished to do more, would be to 
approach individual bodies of managers 
and school boards on the subject. They 
would be much more likely to act enthu- 
siastically if approached individually 
than if there was an article in the Code 
compelling military drill. He was quite 
sure if military drill were made compulsory 
for securing the higher grant, there 
would be an outery against it on be- 
half of the schools, and that the best 
interests of the cause which the right 
Baronet had at heart would be 
served by his not pressing the case 
further. So far as it had gone he felt 
himself very much in sympathy with the 
proposal. 


Tur VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE COM- 
MITTEE or COUNCIL on EDUCA- 
TION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): I think the House is very 
much indebted to my right hon. friend 
for having brought this important ques- 
tion under its consideration at this parti- 
cular time. I was entirely in sympathy 
with nearly everything the right hon. 
Baronet said in his. speech, and I only 
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differed from him where he rather 
suggested that the Education Department 
was less zealous in this particular matter 
than it ought to be. There are two ques- 
tions to be considered by the House, and 
they seem to have been rather confused. 
Qne is the question of physical training, 
and the other is how far that physical 
training should have a military character. 
With reference to the question of physical 
training, the Education Department has 
practically made it compulsory in all 
schools, because it is a condition without 
which the higher grant cannot be ob- 
tained, and suitable physical exercise is 
to he taught in every school. Although 
the right hon. Baronet criticises the 
language of the Code, there is, as I shall 
show presently, nothing whatever in the 
new Code to alter the practice which has 
prevailed for many years past. Of 
course the very best kind of 
physical exercise and the best way 
to develop the physical powers 
of children is by games, and in country 
districts and in schools where the play- 
grounds permit of games, no drill in the 
world can develop the muscles and limbs 
of children like a good healthy game. But 
where the conditions are not favourable for 
games the Education Code provides that 
in the school itself, under a roof and 
within doors, the children shall be given 
Swedish drill, gymnastics, military drill, 
or something by which their physical 
powers may be developed. 


*Si J. FERGUSSON: May I ask my 
right hon. friend why the only Article in 
which physical and military drill was 
mentioned has been dropped out of the 
Code ? 


Sir J. GORST: The Code of the 
present year, more than the Codes of 
previous years, has left everything to the 
local managers of schools. The principle 
of the Department is to allow the local 
managers, or the teachers of the schools, 
to decide what is the best course of in- 
struction for the pupils to be taught, and 
itis not only military and physical drill 
that has disappeared, but everything else 
has disappeared from the Code which is 
calculated to dictate to the local managers 
the particular course of instruction which 
they are to observe. But the curriculum 
practised in the schools must be one 
which the inspectors approve of, and the 
language of the instructions to inspectors 
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which I will also venture to call 
attention, is very precise on this subject. 
These instructions state that instruction 
in Swedish drill or any suitable physical 
exercise is a condition for obtaining the 
higher grant ; that military drill for boys 
has been found very attractive in some 
districts and deserves encouragement, and 
that a healthy game, which was one of the 
best forms of physical exercise, would 
satisfy the conditions of the Code. The 
instructions also state that in town 
schools such games are impossible or only 
possible in a few schools, but that it is 
incumbent on teachers to provide for the 
physical development of growing boys 
and girls by some form of drill or 
gymnastics. It is also Jaid down that half 
time children should not be made to 
drill, and that children who have walked 
long distances should also be excused. 
These instructions practically compel 
every school to have such drill or other 
physical exercise as is suitable to the con- 
ditions of the school and practicable under 
the circumstances. Now, I come to a 
further question. Should we or can we 
give that drill a military character? In 
that matter the Education Department 
has left, and intend to leave, the local 
managers to their own discretion. In the 
first place, military drill is absolutely 
impossible in a great number of schools. 
How is it possible in a village school 
where there are thirty or forty children 
under one woman teacher, with a girl 
monitress, to have military drill, unless 
the lady were an Amazon? I took up at 
random the other day in the Edueation 
Department a list of ninety-one schools, 
in fifteen of which military drill was 
taught. Of the seventy-six in which mili- 
tary drill was not taught there were only 
twenty-four which had more than one 
hundred boys or girls in the school, anda 
very small proportion of these boys were 
over ten years of age. How could it be 
possible in those schools, where there are 
less than one hundred children, and 
where very few of the boys are above ten 
years of age, to have any kind of military 
dril! ? In Portsmouth, in London, and in 
the great towns military drill is very 
common, where the local managers think 


it suitable, but it is quite clear 
that it would be impossible for 
the Education Department to make 


the system compulsory. It would pro- 
bably defeat its own end, because when 
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they try to compel teachers to take a| 
course which they had _ been accus- | 
tomed to adopt on their own dis- | 
cretion, they rather resent it, and are less | 
inclined to have military drill. All I can | 
say in answer to my right hon. friend is 
that this is a subject which has occupied, 
and willalwaysoccupy, thecareful attention 
of the Education Department ; but as a 
matter of fact there is suitable physical 
drill, better or worse, in every school in 
England and Wales. A very large propor- 
tion of those schools have of their own 
accord made that physical exercise mili- 
tary, and, having the power to exercise | 
their own discretion, have produced the | 
results which my right hon. friend has | 
referred to as obtaining at Portsmouth, 

and with which he isso pleased. I do not | 
think there is anything more that can be 
done to show the strong feeling which the | 
Educational Department has in favour of | 
physical exercise as an absolutely essen- | 
tial part of the training of the child, | 
quite as beneficial to them as reading, | 
writing, and arithmetic, and quite as 

necessary for them. But I think the sys- 

tem as established is satisfactory. I 

helieve that every school and every set of 

school managers are quite alive to the im- 

portance of this matter, but, as far as the | 
military character of the drill is concerned, 
that must be left, and can only be left, | 
to the discretion of the local managers. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS Ss taasees 1): The | 
Vice-President and the Government are 
to be congratulated on the practical and 
reasonable reply which has been given to | 
the right hon. Gentleman who opened 

this debate. I am indeed pleased, as one 

who is known to take an active part in 

athletic exercises, and to encourage gym- 

nasiums in my own district, that the Vice- 

President has decided to leave the ques- 

tion of military drill, or physical exercises | 
to the local authorities who educate our 

children. It is wise that the duty of 

educating our children in physical exer- 

cises should be left to the discretion of | 
the school boards, and to the free choice | 
of the school managers and their masters | 
and mistresses, who can best adapt the 

form of physical exercise to the physique | 
of the children and to local circumstances. 

I was also glad to near the Vice-President | 

saying that it would he defeating the end 

the right hon. Gentleman has in view 

in making what is now optional com- | 
pulsory. ‘T agree with him. 


Nir J. Gorst. 


{COMMONS} 


| by the physical exercises 
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hon. Gentleman wants to see the differ. 
ence between voluntary physical exercise 
and compulsory drill, let him go to 4 
French school, where militar y drill j is com- 
pulsory, and contrast the effect on, say 100 
boys, with a similar number of boys of the 
same age in one of our schools where 
physical exercises and old English games 
are taught. The French boys do not 
know how to box, or play football, or 


| cricket, and they do not compare even jn 
| physical smartness with our boys who 
| are 


taught gymnastic exercises. 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON: May I say that 
the physical drill is military drill. 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: No, no. I have 
known good soldiers made better warriors 
adapted from 
civilian life and now practised at 
Aldershot. The right. hon. Gentle- 
man wants to institute these mechanical, 
automatic movements, which the South 
African War shows are of | little 
use, instead of the physical exercises 
which we are giving in the elementary 
schools throughout the country. If the 
right hon. Gentleman had confined him- 
self to the first portion of his speech, | 
should not have complained ; but, like a 


| lady’s letter, the sting of the speech was 


in the postscript. He said that this 
| question of physical drill or military 
exercises is a serious matter when 


national defence is before the country. | 


| want the House to follow this argument 
| to its logical conclusion. 


The right hon. 
Gentleman declares that the military 
drill which he advocates in the schools 
would be an easy transition to cadet 
corps; from these to the Volunteers : 
and then into the Army. — His real 
objective is not gymnastics, but  mili- 
tarism. His desire is recruiting, and 
not the expansion of the chest measure- 
ment or the improvement of the physique 
of the children for its own sake. What | 
want to point out is that we should not dis- 
cuss thisquestion when we havea war going 
on and a demand for the remission of the 
death duties in the case of officers, when 


_we have an atmosphere in this House of 


military feeling, and when feather-headed 
| patriots are clamouring to go to war with 
everybody, provided they do not do the 
fighting. I prefer that we should discuss 
it in times of peace and on rational lines. 

I have another objection to the right hon. 


If the right | Gentleman’s speech. He says he wants 
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our elementary schools as a source from 


which Tommy Atkins is to be recruited ; 


but why not all schools—intermediate, 
secondary, and higher schools ? 


*Sir J. FERGUSSON : Hear, hear! 


*Mr. JOHN BURNS: The right hon. 


and gallant Baronet says “ Hear, hear ! ” | 
Does he know to what extent gymnastic | 


exercises and physical drill prevail in 
London, our largest recruiting centre? I 
should be delighted to take him round my 
own district, where he would see the chil- 
dren instructed in formation in line, 
marching, forming fours, and in all the 


elements of physical drill so far as 
they are not automatic and_ purely 
military. But if you extend that 


part of the instruction you will cause 
many fathers and mothers to with- 
draw their children from that form of 
military exercise. I maintain that every- 
thing we want in the way of physical 
exercise and gymnastics, short of military 
drill, we have in the elementary board 
schools at the present time. There isnot the 
same reason for this demand that there was 
ten or fifteen years ago. ‘Take my own 
parish. We have twenty-five board 
schools, and ten years ago every one of 
these board school playgrounds was 
locked up before the schools were open, 
and after school teaching was finished. 
Now [am glad to say the playgrounds 
are open from early morning to dark, and 
she children may go there in all kinds of 
weather to practise all kinds of games. 
That in itself is good, but many of the 
board schools have elementary gymnastic 
appliances, in the practice of which the 
children may indulge when they are not 
inschool. Let us remember what Lord 
Meath has done in the direction of pro- 
viding open spaces in London. There is 
hardly a district in London where there 
are not good recreation grounds, giant 
strides, and all the appliances of a good 
gymnasium, while ten years ago these 
many advantages were denied to the 
children. Then we have the enormous 
popularity of cricket, which is better than 
any barrack-yard drill, tennis, football, 
and all the other sports that have really 


| worked a revolution in the physique of 
» our town lads, and especially the girls of 
' the middle classes. 


is more 
in which 
without 
physique 
[FouRTH SERIEs. | 


Nothing 
pleasing to see than the way 
this growth of athleticism, 
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of the girls of the middle classes; and I 
am positively convinced that a great deal 
of good will result if allowed to develop 
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‘on rational but non-military lines. I want 


to put this point to the right hon. Baronet 
as asoldier. He made thecurious admission 
that nothing was more repugnant to the 
soldier than extra drill punishment. And 
why ? Because you are making him an 
automaton; yet he wants to carry 
that system into school life. What we 
want is that a man_ should have 
less of barrack-yard drill; that their 


heads should he educated rather than 
their feet; that they should have 
individual resource and _ adaptability. 


Our soldiers, in fact, should have the 
Boer adaptability with the quality of 
fighting at close quarters which they 
now possess rather more from games 
than by drill. What the speech of 
the right hon. Baronet really amounts 
to is that the option of school boards 
to give either military or physical 
drill to the scholars should be abolished, 
and the instruction confined to military 
drill. He says that a military training 
begets obedience. I do not think so. 
It does not always beget obedience or dis- 
cipline in the sense I understand discipline. 
I can remember when I[ went through 
the streets of London at the head of forty 
thousand or fifty thousand unemployed, 
and the men most disobedient, most 
riotous, and most ready to enter into 
conflict with the police, were the Army 
teservists whom your methods of mili- 
tary drill had not made obedient, loyal, or 
patient. That is an interesting fact and 
worth pounds of theory. Ask the Com- 
missioner of Police what is the effect of 
barrack-yard training on the recruits who 
go through the Army into the police. Ifa 
dispute occurs, say, between a cabman and 
a ‘busman, the civilian policeman, who 
has not been automatised by barrack-yard 
drill, takes out his book quietly, becomes 
a peripatetic magistrate in a blue uniform, 
and, adapting himself to the situation, 
carefully puts down all the particulars. 
But the ex-Army man looks helplessly 
around for some one to instruct him what 
to do, while the cabby accuses the ’busman 
and the *busman the cabby, and probably 
both meanwhile escape. Barrack-yard drill 
does not beget real obedience or real disci- 
pline, is opposed to initiative, resource, 
and promptitude, and has not the bracing 
influence of physical exercise. I come 
to my last point. The effect of all this 
2L 
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military drill means that you want to 
make the working class a_ recruiting 
ground for soldiers more than it is. I 
believe this is one of the best countries 
in the world. I know of no country for 


which men ought to sacrifice more of their | 
health and their wealth than for this, our | 


country. 
patriotism you are not going to make 
generals by giving men gaudy unifcrms, or 
make patriots by teaching children barrack- 
yard drill. 
you have got two great recruiting ser- 


geants—one is poverty, which procures | 


you 95 per cent., and the other is 
patriotism, which gets you 5 per cent. 
What is now being proposed, it seems to 
me, is to increase by fictitious and adven 
titious aids, by military drill in the play- 
ground, that 95 per cent. The working 
classes do not want these, and, what is 
more, they won’t have it. If. you force 
upon them the drill sergeant, as against 
the schoolmaster, in the board schools, 


the working people will withdraw their | 


children, and send them to schools 
where only physical exercises are 
taught. It has been declared that 


the Duke of Wellington said—I do 
not think he said it, but I accept it as if 
he said it—that the battle of Waterloo 
was won on the playing fields of Eton. 
That is a testimony that a good athlete 
makes a good soldier ; and I believe that 
is the case. We have seen in this war 
good cricketers distinguish themselves at 
the front, and we all deplore the loss 
of that excellent golfer, Lieutenant Tait, 
who met his death in discharging a 
soldier’s duty. We all regret it, and 
none more than I, who had the happiness 
of his personal acquaintance. But if 
we are going to fill our Army with 


athletic men, do not let us dis- 
courage them in early life with 


pipe-clay military drill. 


round the waist, without all this nonsense 


of military drill; and it is because the | 


average Labour Member has not had this 
automatic military drill, that he can give 
nearly all the soldiers in this House five 
inches of chest measurement, and then 
beat him by one or two. It is because 
we have had our industrial training and 
boxing in our gymnasiums that we have 
the physique we now have. I 
extremely anxious that the working 
classes shall retain these advantages 
without military drill, and it is because 


Mr. John Burns 


{COMMONS} 


But if you want to stimulate | 


If the Army wants recruits | 


I have a chest | 
measurement of 43 inches, and 33 inches | 


am | 


in China. 
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(the Vice-President says we want dis. 
| crimination, and adaptability to circum. 
| stances, and therefore rejects the proposal 
|of the right hon. Baronet, that I have 
| stood up to take the side of the Govern. 
ment as against their two military 
supporters. : 


Sir MARK STEWART (Kirkeud- 
| brightshire) said he rose to dispute the 
accuracy of what the hon. Member who 
_last spoke had stated against the military 
profession. His experience was that 
parents liked their children to be properly 
and well drilled, and that they would far 
rather see them drilled by a drill sergeant 


| 


than by the teachers. From his 
personal observation he found the 
great advantage which followed 


this military drill at school. Not only 
were the children far better set up, but 
it taught them habits of obedience, the 
use of their limbs, the habitude to obey 
words of command, to be more quick in 
perception, and better adapted to go into 
life after they left school It did not 
| follow that the school was, because of this 
drill, to be a recruiting ground for the 
Army and Reserve forces. He was glad 
to think that in this respect Scotland was 
so much in advance of England. He 
would not urge that the word “ military” 
should be inserted in the Code, but that 
a better grant should be given to those 
| schools which had good drill and military 
training established in them. — It stood to 
reason that if children were taught those 
exercises it would fit them to be better 
soldiers if called upon in a sudden emer- 
gency to serve in the Army, Militia, or 
Volunteers. They would not go as mere 
novices into the defensive force, but would 
be in great measure qualified to prove 
themselves good and loyal soldiers. No 
one could over-estimate the good cadet 
corps were doing in Scotland and Eng- 
land. It took away young lads, up to 
‘eighteen years of age, from the public- 
/houses, and fostered good comradeship 
and good feeling. He was satisfied that 
'if good drill were encouraged the boys 
would take a far greater interest and 
pride in their school, and that schools would 
vie with one another, not only in good 
teaching, but in military drill. 


BRITISH COMMERCIAL AND. POLITI- 
| CAL INTERESTS IN CHINA. 

| *Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
| W.R., Barnsley): Mr. Speaker, I desire 
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to call the attention of the House to the 
failure of Her Majesty’s Government to 
uphold British commercial and_ political 
interests in China. Though I have 
recently made extensive journeys in that 
country, I do not claim to pose as an 
authority on Chinese affairs, but I rather 
propose to make a statement as to the 
present situation, based on information 
obtained from the best-informed men upon 
the spot. I make no apology for recalling 


{30 Marcu 1900} 


the attention of the House to the necessity | 


for the initiation by Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment of a more definite and vigorous 


policy in the Far East, if our commercial | 
and political interests are to be main- | 


tained. I am aware how entirely 
absorbed the public mind is by what has 
heen transpiring in South Africa for some 
time past, but [ venture to submit that 
we would be unworthy of the great 
Imperial responsibilities which rest upon 
our shoulders were we to allow the 
affairs, however important, of any one 
part of our Empire to monopolise our 
attention to the serious neglect of vital 
interests in other parts of the world. 
Nor is it unsuitable, Mr. Speaker, to 
review the situation in China, because 
of the agreeable way in which public 
attention has again been directed to the 
aflairs of that Empire by the signal 
success of American diplomacy, which 
has resulted in the assent of England, 
Germany, France, Russia, Japan, and 
Italy to the principle of equality of 
customs tariff and of harbour dues and 
equality of railway rates being maintained 
in China. The advantages conferred by 
this undertaking are to be common to 
all States and all peoples, and our kins- 
men across the Atlantic are to be warmly 
congratulated on the success which has 
attended their efforts. The commercial 
community in this country are deeply 
indebted to the United States Government 
for having thus ensured equality of oppor- 
tunity for British trade as well as their 
own. How far Her Majesty’s Govern- 


ment ought to be congratulated on the | 


part they have played in this matter has | 


not yet been fully disclosed, but I hope 


that the right hon. Gentleman the Under. 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs will be able | 


to tell us to-night that not only was Her 
Majesty’s Government the first to give 


assent to the proposals, but they, so far. 


as it was judicious, gave their active co- 


Operation in the endeavour to secure the | 
carrying through of the arrangement. I | greater determination be shown by the 


in China. 850 
am aware that, in view of the jealousy 
recently exhibited towards us by foreign 
Powers, the United States Government 
were probably able to succeed where we 
would have failed; and, indeed, any 
interference on our part might have 
defeated our object. It is with great 
satisfaction I notice that not only is 


there to be equality in the matter 
of customs tariff and harbour dues, 
but equality also of railway rates. 


The assurance in regard to the latter is of 
the utmost value, and it was one which 
the British Government failed to secure 
in the Anglo-Russian Agreement. I 
will now turn to what I found to 
be the position of affairs in North 
China. The seizure of Port Arthur by 
Russia is somewhat ancient history, and I 
will not refer further to that subject than 
to say that the people in the East most 
likely to know unanimously state that 


no one was so much surprised as 
were the Russians themselves at their 
being allowed to take Port Arthur. 


Russia has already made Port Arthur 
impregnable by new forts practically 
encircling it, and in August last she had 
no fewer than 40,000 troops at Port 
Arthur and Talienwan. There were also 
Russian soldiers at the railway stations 
on her Manchurian lines. She is in 
military occupation of that huge country 
of Manchuria, rich agriculturally, in 
minerals, and fisheries, with emphatically 
a white man’s climate. Even at Niu- 
chwang, the only treaty port through which 
we can now trade, Russian cossacks had 
been policing the town on the invitation, 
forsooth, of the British Consul. On the 
north bank of the river at Niuchwang 
there is a Russian concession of several 
square miles, on which one terminus of 
her railway is being built, and over which 
she enjoys sovereign rights. Not content 
with this acquisition, Russia is negotiating 
for a further concession on the south side 
of the river, opposite Niuchwang and adja- 
cent to the terminus of the Niuchwang 
Extension Line from Shanghaikwan, 
obviously with the intention of bridging 
the river and linking up her Manchurian 
railways, including that from Port 
Arthur, where her troops are concen- 
trated, with the line leading via Tien-tsin 
to Pekin, which no doubt she will ulti- 
mately acquire by advancing to the 
Chinese Government the money to pay 
off the British bondholders, unless much 


2L 2 
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British Government in resisting aggres- 
sions certain to strangle British trade in 
the future. On this Niuchwang Exten- 
sion Line is the treaty port of Chin- 
wangtao, the opening of which was 
announced by Her Majesty's Government 
as a diplomatic triumph. This port I 
visited, and to my _ surprise I found 
there was no natural harbour, but 
only an open bay surrounded by sand 
hills ; no sign of population, except a few 
fishermen’s cottages, and no trade. All 
the best-informed commercial men agree 
that it is an act of folly to spend 
money on Chinwangtao, and that the 
improvement of the approaches to 
the ports of Tien-tsin and Niuchwang 
at each end of the line ought rather to 
have been sought. Perhaps the most un- 
accountable action on the part of the 
British Government, so far as Russia is 
concerned, was the conclusion of the 
Anglo-Russian Agreement in the form 
in which it was finally signed. The 
negotiations for months proceeded with 
the expressed intention that what was to 
be conceded to Russia was the exclusive 
right of railway construction in Man- 


churia, we having been conceded a 
similiar right in the Yang-tsze basin. 


But, as far as Russia was concerned, being 
at the back of the Pekin and Hankow Rail- 
way, as she undoubtedly is, through the 
mediuin of the Russo-Chinese Bank 

which Lord Salisbury has told us is a 
Russian Stave bank—the Agreement with 
Russia as to our exclusive rights in the 
Yang-tsze basin was broken before the 
Agreement itself was signed; whilst on 
our part, without a word of explanation, 
not only did we concede to Russia ex- 
elusive rights in Manchuria, but north 
of the Great Wall of China, which will in 
the long run be found also to embrace a 
large slice of the province of Chi-li, the 
whole of the great horse-breeding country 
ef Mongolia and the province of Sin Kiang. 
I have had a large map prepared, which | 
should have liked to have seen hung in this 
House in order that our remarks on this 
subject might be made more intelligible. 
That map shows exactly what it is that 
Russia obtains under this Anglo-Russian 
agreement, and gives other information 
which may be interesting to Members. 
If desired, I propose to place this map in 
the Tea Room for a short time. The 
fact is that, so far as the Blue-books 


disclose it, Russia has the whole of these | 
enormous territories in North China and 
' 
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stretching westward across Asia to terri- 
tories previously in the possession of 
Russia, and giving to her just what she 
requires to enable her to take possession, 
not only of North China but also of 
Central China. Without a map it is, 
perhaps, difficult to make clear to the 
House the exact position of affairs, but 
hon. Members may be able to follow me 
if I say that, stopping for the time being 
the construction of the Russian Siberian 
Railway to Vladivostock, she has already 
commenced the laying of a line branching 
off from her Siberian Railway right down 
through Mongolia direct to Pekin. A 
further concession in connection with the 
Pekin-Hankow Railway has been got for a 
branchfrom Kai-feng-fu to Honan-fu, with 
the option of extending toSingan-fu, a place 
within only two hundred miles northof the 
Yang-tsze River, and from which the 
immemorial trade route into Central Asia 
runs. But this is only part of the Russian 
programme for the conquest of Asia by 
railways. There is another Russian main 
line rapidly advancing through Central 
Asia which seems to have escaped public 
notice. I mean the Russian Trans-Caspian 
Railway, which, proceeding north-east 
from Merv, is already constructed to 
Adijan, on the borders of the Chinese 
province of Sin Kiang, which has recently 
been accorded by us to Russia, and is, as 
a matter of fact, under Russian domi- 
nation. From the point to which this 
Russian Tians-Caspian line has already 
been constructed there is a_ perfectly 
practicable route turning the flank of the 
mountainous country of Thibet for a 
railway down through Sin liang to 
Singan-fu. Hon. Members will see that 
with the completion of this line Russia not 
only has her Siberian railway tapping 
North China, but she will have her Trans- 
Caspian line penetrating into the very 
heart of Central China and dominating 
the Yang-tsze valley. The Government 
do not appear to have even sought from 
Russia the recognition of similar preferen- 
tial rights in our favour in Thibet, the 
only territory now left between India and 
the Russian sphere. While a compara 
tively poor country like Russia is not 
hesitating to spend over £100,000,000 
sterling on these projects, which will 
enable her finally to reap a rich harvest 
as regards both her commercial and _politi- 
cal interests, what, I ask, is England doing ' 
The British Government, so far, appear 
to have lost those qualities of enterprise, 
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courage, and foresight which characterised building the railway into the interior of 


our forefathers, and by virtue of which | 
our world-wide British Empire has been | 


built up. Not only have they refused, as 
a matter of high imperial policy, to give 
any encouragement or guarantee to a 
railway from British Burma to the Upper 
Yang-tsze as a counterpoise to the Russian 
railways, but they have actually stopped 
the construction of the railway to Kunlon 
Ferry, in British Burma; and this at a 
time when France is vigorously pushing 
on with the construction of her railway 
from Tonkin through Hunan to Szechuan, 
by which she will draw the trade of south- 
west China through French territories 
with the aid of protective tariffs, instead 
of our being able to carry on a free and 
unrestricted trade through British Burma. 
British capitalists at Tien-tsin were per- 
fectly prepared to construct a railway 
from Tien-tsin to Kalgan, which is the 
trade route into Mongolia, but were in- 
formed by the Foreign Office that they 
could not support such an application, as 
Kalgan was in the sphere conceded to 
Russia under the Anglo-Russian Agree- 
ment, though it is far away from Man- 
churia. This line of railway, being an 
extension of the Pekin-Tien-tsin line to 
Kalgan, would have been the most power- 


ful barrier against Russian advance 
southwards. An important factor in 


considering the course of events in north 
China, and an important and powerful 
influence in the direction of keeping it 
open to trade is the fact that the interests 
of Japan are identical with our own, and 
that Japan is prepared to resolutely up- 
hold her rights when assailed by Russia. 
Japan having a population increasing at 
the rate of half a million a year, and 
her cultivable area being comparatively 
small, it is absolutely essential that she 
should have room for expansion. The 


Shantung, whilst palatial buildings were 
springing up on all sides. The contrast 
between the activity of the Russians at 
Port Arthur and of the Germans at Kian- 
chau and our do-nothing policy at Wei- 
hai-wei, after our having somewhat 
ostentatiously announced to the world 
that we had taken that place asa counter- 
poise to Port Arthur, is most humiliating. 
At Wei-hai-wei not a single fort has been 
constructed, not one gun mounted ; 
practically no buildings have been erected, 
and even the pier, with 30 feet of water 
at the end, which had been damaged by 


the blowing-up of a Chinese man-of- 
war, has not yet been repaired, 
though the uprights were ready to 


receive the superstructure. Beyond a 
little dredging, the construction of water- 
condensing apparatus and the drilling of 
a few Chinese soldiers, nothing seems to 
have been done. When I went to the top 
of the island at Wei-hai-wei, I wished 
the First Lord of the Treasury had been 
there with me, for when I condemned the 
right hon. Gentleman’s action in having, 
unasked by Germany, precluded us from 
connecting Wei-hai-wei with the interior 
of Shangtung by railway, he interposed 


‘the remark that it was physically im- 


possible. I could look across the country 
towards Chefoo without being able to 
see a hill a hundred feet high. And 
when again, from the top of the pinnacle 
at Chefoo, I looked across towards Wei- 
hai-wei, the experience was the same. 
The fact is that few railways in the 
world would be so easy of construction 


‘as one from Wei-hai-wei to Chefoo, and 


natural expansion of Japan, whether as | 
regards climate, fertility of soil, fisheries | 
stead at Chefoo is most exposed, and for 


or mineral wealth, is into Corea. From 
my interviews with Japanese statesmen, 
I gathered that, even at the risk of war, 


they would prevent any Russian inter- | 


ference with what they consider their 
priority of right in Corea. 
the active co-operation of Japan could be 


Moreover, | 


| 


in at least two other directions 
leading from the territory appertaining to 
Wei-hai-wei through rich valleys into the 
interior of Shangtung, the same is true. 
Wei-hai-wei might have been made a 
great success as a commercial port, had 
we not thus tied our hands. The road- 


days together in the winter ships can 
neither land nor discharge. With proper 
facilities a large portion of the trade 
done through Chefoo would have been 
transferred to Wei-hai-wei. As, however, 


the situation is to-day, Russia having 


counted on in any effort to uphold through- | 
out China the treaty rights of all nations. North China from a sea to a land ques- 
With regard to Kiau-chau, the Germans | tion, it is very doubtful whether money 
know their own minds, and I saw not | ought to be spent on Wei-hai-wei. In all 
fewer than ten thousand Chinamen at | probability the best course would be to 


succeeded in converting the question in 


work constructing the harbour works and | hand Wei-hai-wei over to Germany, if 
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she, in return, would support 
taking another naval base at or near 
the mouth of the Yang-tsze River. 
The Government announced in_ this 
House that concessions had been got for 
British subjects for 2,800 miles of rail- 
ways in China. But terms and condi- 
tions enabling the carrying out of the 
projects have not yet been arranged in| 
connection with a single concession. The 
Shanghai to Nankin, and several other 
concessions, were given as reparation for 
the breach of faith on the part of the 
Chinese Government in giving the 
Pekin-Hankow concession to foreign 
Powers over our heads. Therefore, in 
regard to these our Government should | 
stand no nonsense as to the terms and con- 
ditions upon which they should be built. 
Under the Treaty of Tien-tsin we are 
entitled to equally favourable terms and 
conditions to those granted by the Chinese 
Government to Russia, France, and Ger- 
many; but we find that the Chinese 
Government are insisting upon a mixed 
Chinese and European control, which has 
proved, in the case of the Niuchwang Ex- 
tension Railway, to be surrounded by 
difficulties. Our Government should in- 
sist on the British concessionnaires having 
complete control of the security, that is, 
to pay interest and repay principal, with a 
guarantee of non-interference and the 
maintenance of our rights, giving only the 
Chinese Government an option of taking 
over the railways on certain terms and 
conditions. The Russians, Germans, and 
French will enjoy this control ; why not 
the British? The confidence of the 
British investor was disturbed by the way 
in which the Government allowed Russia 
to dictate the terms and conditions upon 
which the Niuchwang Extension Loan 
should be concluded, and by the unsatis- 
factory way in which the mixed control 
has since operated; for though they 
offered £12,000,000 sterling against 
£2,300,000 required when that loan was 
floated, it is questionable whether the 
money would now be forthcoming for 
even the cream of the railway con- 
cessions, unless obtained on _ the 
terms and conditions I have mentioned. 
With regard to the terms and conditions 
upon which the concessions for these— 
what ve may term—reparation railways, 
I find that on the 4th of September, 
1898, Sir Claude MacDonald stated in a 
dispatch that the terms accorded for the 
construction of these lines will not be in- 
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ferior to the terms granted for the con- 
railways in China 
proper, and that they had agreed to send 
him a confidential note to that effect. 
This would have secured terms and con- 
ditions equal to those granted to Germany 
for the railways she is constructing in 
Shantung ; but, within a few days, under 
instructions from the First Lord of the 
Treasury, Sir Claude MacDonald accepted 
these concessions on not less favourable 
conditions than those granted to the con- 
cessionnaires for the Pekin and Hankow 
Railway. Those terms and conditions are 
workable when in the hands of concession- 
naires having at their back the Govern- 
ments of Russia and France, but are use- 
less to British concessionnaires so long 
as they do not receive the proper 
support from the British Government. 
An American syndicate entered into a 
preliminary contract with the Chinese 
Government for the building of a railway 
from Hankow to Canton, and also madea 
provisional agreement with an English 
syndicate, with the object of having this 
railway constructed jointly by an Anglo- 
American company. The Chinese Govern- 
ment, however, have thrown every 
obstacle in the way of the ratification of 
this concession on terms and conditions 
not less favourable to-those granted to 
other Powers, whilst the French Govern- 
ment have actively intervened to prevent 
the carrying through of the concession, 
and claimed that unless the American 
syndicate is prepared to construct the 
line on the terms and conditions of the 
Pekin and Hankow Concession, the 
right to construct the railway falls into 
their hands. The question of by whom 
this important railway is to be con- 
structed is one vitally affecting — the 
future of the Chinese Empire ; for, if 
the concessionnaires of the Pekin and 
Hankow Railway are allowed to secure 
this concession, it will give to Russia and 
France a railway system through the 
heart of the Chinese Empire from the 
extreme north to the extreme south, and 
will place them practically in military 
occupation of it. I hope, therefore, to 
hear from the Under Secretary that Her 
Majesty’s Government are vigorously 
supporting the United States Government 
in insisting that this railway, penetrating 
as it does from the south right into 


the heart of our supposed sphere 
of interest, the Yang-tsze _ basin, 


shall not be given to foreign Powers. 
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To show how absolutely Her Majesty’s 
Government appears to fail to sustain 
British rights in China, I may instance 
the Pekin Syndicate. This corporation 
was promised a concession for a railway 
to connect its mineral properties in Shan- 
si with the navigable limits of the Yang- 
tsze river. But, whilst the application 
for such communication has been flatly 
refused to the British company, there has 


heensecured by the concessionnairesof the | 


Pekin-Hankow Railway the right to con- 
struct a railway from Kai-feng-fu to 
Honan-fu, with the option of extending it 
to Singan-fu ; thus barring the road for 
the construction of the railway promised 
to the Pekin syndicate. Another great 
achievement of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment was the Yang-tsze Valley Agree- 
ment, which, even now, many people 
in this country imagine secures to us 
the Yang-tsze basin as a special sphere 
of influence, in which we have priority of 
rights. This, however, is an absolute 
myth. Russia, France, Germany, and 
Japan are all to-day more actively en- 
gaged in advancing their commercial 
and political interests in the rich 
Yang-tsze basin than we are ours. 
They have sovereign rights over 
various areas at = Shanghai, Han- 
kow and elsewhere, whilst we have none. 
A further surrender on the part of Her 
Majesty’s Government is in regard to the 
extension of the French settlement at 
Shanghai. A firm stand was originally 
taken against this demand by the Secre- 
tary of State for Foreign Affairs, and 
hacked up as it was at the time by the 
United States of America, it was under- 
stood that the demand would not be 
granted. How little needed such a con- 
cession was will be made very clear when I 
state that in the French concession 
already in existence there are only seven- 
teen Frenchmen resident ; and _ yet, 
notwithstanding this, our diplomatists 


have again given way. France has got the | 
extension of her concession, and British | 
prestige has once more been lowered in | 


the eyes of the Chinese Government. 


In one debate in this House we heard | 


with great satisfaction that Her Majesty’s 
Government had at length determined to 
do something to uphold British commer- 
cial interests by the placing of gunboats 
on the inland waterways of China for 
the protection of British trade. Two 


gunboats were sent out to patrol the 


- 


Upper 


Yang-tsze more than twelve 
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|months ago; but, though their crews 
have been paid by the British taxpayer 
'and they have been on the spot all this 
|time, they have yet to make the first 
ascent of that portion of the river which 
they were intended to patrol; and the 
Under Secretary informed us the other 
day that they were going to attempt 
| this next month. The fact is that these 
two boats, the ‘“‘ Woodcock” and_ the 
“ Woodlark,” are unsuitable for the pur- 
pose, both as regards construction and 
steaming power. As they have to go up 
rapids sometimes running thirteen and 
fourteen knots an hour and steam only 


twelve knots, it is obvious they 
can only mount the rapids with 
assistance from shore, and _ they 


would be useless, therefore, if a hostile 
attitude were assumed by the inhabitants 
of the district. The whirlpools and cross- 
currents of the river are in places so 
strong that the gunboats ought to have 
paddle-wheels instead of screws, and it is 
ridiculous to send out boats constructed 
of plates under one-eighth of an inch thick 
instead of being at least three-sixteenths 
for a river of the character of the Upper 
Yang-tsze. Apparently without any 
inquiry whatever, when gunboats were 
needed for the Upper Yang-tsze, the 
Admiralty decided to send out two Nile 
gunboats. This is a serious matter, so far 
as the commercial interests of this country 
are concerned, because a British cargo- 
steamer is expected to be plying on the 
Upper Yang-tsze within the next month 
or two; and in all probability the half 
million Chinamen now carrying on the 
trade on the river will regard this 
innovation as a menace to their 
livelihood, trouble will arise. It is 
imperative that gunboats, capable of 
going wherever they may be required, 
without shore assistance and without 
regard to the state of the river, should be 
placed on the Upper Yang-tsze imme- 
diately. The ‘ Woodcock ” and “ Wood- 
lark ” now there should be transferred to 
the West River, as on that river the old 
“Tweed” can steam only two knots 
against the current and the ‘‘ Sandpiper ” 
' four knots, which, all will agree, renders 
| them quite unable to cope effectually with 
| the pirates who infest that district. The 
| pirates on the West River have more than 


| once seized British-owned steamers, ran- 


'sacked them, and then used them for 


| capturing richly-laden native junks. 


But 
up to the present time no punishment 
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whatever has been inflicted on the perpe- 
trators of these outrages. It is true we 
are told that the Admiral is now con- 
sidering the question of how best to 
repress the piracy. But why now? Why 
not twelve months ago?’ Why were the 
gunboats in the district prevented for so 
long a time from taking any effec- 
tive measures for the repression of 
the piracy which has been so rife ! 
Then with regard to the opening up of 
all the inland waterways of China, the 


agreement with the Chinese Government , 


was announced in this House as one 
which would make it possible to take 
British merchandise in British ships, not 
merely to the ports recognised by treaty, 
but to every riverside town and station 
in the whole interior of China. On the 
strength of this agreement leading British 
shipping firms in China expended £60,000 
in building steamers to trade from Hong 
Kong and Canton up the West River. 
So far, however, from these steamers 
being allowed to take British goods to 
every riverside tuwn and station, they 
have not been permitted to load or dis- 
charge cargo at intervening places between 
the treaty ports. They have consequently 
been working at aconsiderable loss, and 
several have been taken off altogether. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Under 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs, in. answer 
to a question I put to him the other day* 
on this subject, said this was not 
within the knowledge of the Foreign 
Office. In view, however, of the lengthy 
correspondence between the shipping 
firms in China and the British Legation in 
Pekin on this question, it seems extra- 
ordinary that the Foreign Office should 
not have received this important informa- 
tion. In reply to a further question, the 
right hon. Gentleman said the agreement 
with the Chinese Government permitted 
foreigners to trade in steamers where 
native boats had been permitted, but this 
did not include every riverside town and 
station. I must, however, refer the right 
hon. Gentleman to the express declaration 
made in this House by his predecessor, Mr. 
Curzon, to which I have already alluded. I 
aminformed by those engaged in tradingon 


the Chinese inland waterways that native | 


boats are permitted to trade with every 
riverside town and station and 
escape with lower duties. 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | 
Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 1180. 
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‘it is obviously impossible for British 


also | 
This being so, | 
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steamers to compete, when they are re- 
quired to have one steamer to trade 
between treaty ports and a second with 
the other riverside towns and _ stations, 
both boats running probably half empty ; 
whereas, if, according to the agreement, 
they were allowed to load and discharge 
argo at every riverside town and station, 
whether treaty ports or otherwise, one 
steamer would do where two are now em- 
ployed, and a profitable trade would be 
carried on. I have repeatedly pressed 
the Government to insist upon the carry- 
ing out in its entirety of this agreement 
with the Chinese Government, and | 
should be glad to learn from the right hon, 
Gentleman to-night that the Government 
are determined to insist on this. 
With regard to South China and Western 
China, in the course of my journey | 
penetrated through the Yang-tsze gorges 
1,600 miles up the Yang-tsze river. [| 
travelled some distance into the rich pro- 
vince of Szechuan, with its 50,000,000 of 
industrious and prosperous inhabitants. 
I found this province covered by French 
Jesuit priests, who, in addition to the 
work of a religious propaganda, gather 
and transmit to the French Government 
information as to the mineral wealth and 
the commercial possibilities of the country. 
They have practically completed a geo- 
logical survey of the great province, and 
now the French are pressing for exclusive 
rights to work minerals in six districts 
which they believe to be rich in mineral 
wealth. They have also prepared a chart 
of the Yang-tsze river, which was to me 
of invaluable service. As in South 
Africa it has been found that we actually 
had no knowledge of the country around 
Ladysmith, though it had been our mili- 


‘tary headquarters for years, so in China 


our charts are out of date, and therefore 
useless. An Admiralty chart of the 
Yang-tsze was prepared in 1861, and 
some slight corrections have been made 
since, but it is at the present time no 
guide to the navigation of a river of 
the changing character of the Yang-tsze. 
I have again and again drawn the atten- 


| tion of the Government to the agreement 


of January, 1896, between the British 
Government and the French Government, 
under which each nation bound itself to 
the other to use its best offices with the 
Chinese Government to secure each for 
the other similar and increased oppor- 


' tunities and facilities for trading with 
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Yunnan and Szechuan. This agreement 
has been entirely disregarded by the 
French Government without calling forth 


any remonstrance from Her Majesty’s 
(Government. Nanning-fu, the treaty 


port on the West River, which was de- 
clared to be open more than a year ago 
(as was admitted the other night by the 
right hon. Gentleman) still remains un- 
opened. And remembering the violent 
opposition on the part of the French to 
the opening of Nanning-fu, one cannot 
hut feel that in all probability the delay in 
the opening is due to French influence. | 
hope tohear from the right hon. Gentleman 
that Her Majesty’s Government will not 
allow further delay, as we have a right 
to expect that the state of affairs under 
which British goods have to be tran- 
shipped from Hong Kong, sent through 
Tonkin up to South-West China, and are 
subjected to a differential duty of 10 per 
cent. When passing through French terri- 
tory, shall be ended without delay. The 
French are busily engaged in construct- 
ing a railway from ‘Tonkin towards 
Yunnan, with the intention of ultimately 
carrying it forward into Szechuan, and of 
drawing the trade of South-West China 
down to the sea through French Indo- 
China, and with the declared expectation 
that sooner or later France will be able 
toannex Szechuan, Yunnan, Kwang-si, 
and Kwang-tung—the four great Chinese 
provinces to the north of her Indo-China 
possessions. When we have regard to the 
fact that seven-eighths of the imports 
into French Indo-China in 1885 went from 
England, Germany, and Switzerland, and 
that to-day, owing to differential duties in 
favour of French goods, amounting in 
some cases to 50 per cent., that three- 
fourths of the imports go from France, 
and only one-fourth from the rest of 
the world, we have an object lesson of the 
vital importance of resolutely upholding 
our just commercial rights in South and 
South-west China, if in the future we are 
not to see British trade strangled by dif- 
ferential tariffs in those regions also. 
Her Majesty’s Government took great 
credit for the Kau-lung extension opposite 
Hong Kong. But I find that the value 
of the extension was very much reduced 
by the obstinacy with which the home 
authorities, contrary to the strongly ex- 
pressed opinion of both civil and military 
wuthorities out there, in accepting the 
present voundary, which forms no natural 


defence, as the river is easily fordable | 
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in many places, and which is con- 
siderably south of the head of Mirs 
Bay, included in the concession, and 
besides contains no healthy camping 
ground, whereas they ought to have in- 
sisted that the boundary should be a 
natural line of mountains running slightly 
north of the head of Mirs Bay, and which 
would have given a healthy camping 
ground and a strong natural frontier. 
It will be in the recollection of the House 
that, owing to the opposition to the 
British when taking possession, we occu- 
pied Sam Chun, outside the boundary, 
where we had a most healthy camp. 
However, while I was at Hong Kong, in- 
structions came from home that, under 
arrangements made with the Chinese 
Government, Sam Chun was to be 
evacuated. This, it was believed, had 
been done because the French had pointed 
out to the Chinese Government that we 
had been allowed to occupy a territory 
beyond the concession agreed upon, and 
that they were in consequence claiming 
further concessions around their newly- 
acquired treaty port in the South. If 
this is so, the result at any rate was not 
creditable to British diplomacy, for within 
a week of our evacuation of Sam Chun 
the French demands were conceded 
in full by the Chinese Government. 
Again and again in this House declara- 
tions of policy have been made by Her 
Majesty’s Government which, if carried 
out, would have given the greatest satis- 
faction to everybody interested in the up- 
holding and the extending of our com- 
mercial interests in the Far East. But, 
unfortunately, whether in regard to 
Agreements such as the Anglo-Russian 
Agreement in the matter of railway con- 
cessions, the opening of the inland 
waterways, the patrolling by gunboats of 
the Yang-tsze and the West River, or the 
terms and conditions upon which the 
acquisition of Wei-hai-Wei and Kau-lung 
have been secured, all alike have proved 
delusive and unsatisfactory. And I do 
not hesitate to say that in China our 
prestige and influence, which were pre- 
dominant five years ago, are non-existent 
to-day. The Blue-book issued yesterday 
is unfortunately largely a further record 
of failure, on the part of Her Majesty’s 
Government, to deal successfully with the 
Tsung-li-Yamen. This voluminous paper 
hardly contains one instance where a dis- 
tinct diplomatic success has been achieved. 
What, then, ought Her Majesty’s Govern- 
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as far as possible the disastrous results of 


their neglect to pursue a firm and definite | 
The understanding arrived at | 
between the United States Government 


policy ? 


and the other nations interested in the 
trade of China, securing, if faithfully 
observed, the maintenance of the open 
door, appears to afford another golden 
opportunity for seeking the further 
friendly co-operation of the great Powers 
in the promotion of administrative reforms, 
so greatly needed for the strengthening 
of the Imperial Government and_ for 


maintaining the integrity of China, 
the necessity for which the United 


States Government so fully recognise. 
Ail authorities in China agree that a 
serious mistake was made in allowing the 
deposition of the Emperor last year, and 
the assumption of the control of China by 
the reactionary Dowager Empress, who 
is a usurper and has no title whatever to 
occupy her present position. In view of 
the somewhat alarming news as to the 
disturbed condition and anti-foreign feel- 
ing in various parts of China, joint action 
ought, in my opinion, to be taken by the 
Powers to replace the Emperor on the 
throne ; for it is undoubted that his sym- 
pathies are genuinely in favour of reform 
and the opening up of his country to trade. 
But, in addition to this, I would draw the 
attention of Her Majesty’s Government 


to the fact that the Chinese Government | 


would be powerless to resist the aggres- 
sion, territorially and otherwise, of other 
Powers, unless she is enabled to have her 
naval and military forces re-organised. 
This she cannot do, unless her revenues 
are considerably increased. I would, 
therefore, strongly urge that the time 


has come for a revision of the customs | 

““ . | 
tariff in China, and that at present the | 
maritime customs import duty of 5 per | 


cent., which is a maximum of 5 per cent, 
and in many cases really much less, 
should be substantially increased, on the 
condition that not only every riverside 
town and station, but also the interior of 
China is freely thrown open to foreign 
trade, and that some satisfactory re- 
arrangement to secure the equitable 
levying of likin would be included in 
the agreement. The proportion should 
be fixed that is to be paid into the pro- 
vincial and imperial treasuries respec- 
tively. Some system of paying officials, 
so as to render it possible for them 
Mr. Joseph Walton. 
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ment to do, in view of accomplished | 
facts in the Far East, in order to retrieve | 
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to live without corruptly applying any 
portion of the revenues which _ pass 
through their hands, is essential. It 
would appear desirable that the increased 
revenues thus obtained by China should 
be allocated to specific purposes and 
should be given only on condition that 
/an agreed amount be expended on the 
reorganisation of the military and naval 
forces of China, under ofticers to be jointly 
provided by those Powers who do not 
desire the partition of the country ; that 
a further sum be applied to river conéer- 
vaney with a view of improving the navi- 
gation of such great commercial arteries 
of the Chinese Empire as the Yang-tsze 
and West Rivers, under the control of 
international conservancy boards; and 
that there be a previous ratification, on 
satisfactory terms and conditions, of rail- 
way concessions premised to British con- 
cessionnaires. If joint action were taken 
by the United States of America, Eng- 
land, Japan, and Germany in support of 
thepolicy [have indicated, it would be difti- 
cult for Russia and France to hold alosf. 
I have always recognised the vast im- 
portance to British trade of the develop- 
ment of our Indian Empire. duit the 
great Empire of China, with its four 
hundred millions of industrious trading 
people, its greater fertility of soil, and its 
enormous mineral resources, is in my 
opinion of still greater importance to the 
British nation, considered from a com- 
mercial point of view.  [, therefore, 
earnestly hope that the Under Secretary 
for Foreign Affairs may be able to assure 
the House to-night that this policy of 
preserving China for the Chinese, and 
developing her resources in the interests 
alike of the population of that country 
and of all nations, will veceive the vigor- 
ous and determined support of Her 
Majesty’s Government ; for in this way, 
and in this way alone, can the just in- 
‘fluence and commercial rights of the 
| British nation be preserved in the Far 


| East. 


Lorp BALCARRES (Laneashire, Chor- 
ley): The hon. Member who has just sat 
‘down has referred to the policy of the 
| British Government, and he wishes us to 
| infer that in every department, geographi- 

cal and political, in China we ought to 
exercise exclusive control. There can be 
'no greater mistake than to imagine that 
this country is capable of doing any such 
, thing. 
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*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Excuse me ; 
[did not say so. What I said was that 


we should act in concert with the other | be served by the railway. 


Powers in regard to the open door. I say 
that, starting from that, we should seek in 


concert with the other Powers to bring | 


about administrative reforms. 


Lorp BALCARRES: I do not think 
that we can act in concert with the other 
Powers, because [ am quite convinced 
that the key of our position in China 
lies exclusively in the south. Russia 
holds control over China, and nothing we 


can do in concert with the other Powers | 


can shake the power Russia has already 
grasped. I do not think the Foreign 
Office has been successful in combating 
the advance of Russia. I am sorry to say 
so, but that, [ am convinced, is the 
present position. Russia from every 
point of view dominates everything north 
of the Yang-tsze valley. We hold a 
miserable little station at Wei-hai-wei 
which is perfectly worthless strategically, 
economically, politically, socially, and 
commercially. I really think that the 
position has become so acute that by far 
the most statesmanlike thing we can do 
is to abandon our position in the north, 
and make an agreement by which we shall 
have exclusive control, at any rate with- 


out the interference of Russia, in the 
Yang-tsze valley. What is the exact 
position of Russia in this matter? The 


hen. Member said Russia has the Pekin 
railway from the centre of Siberia across 
the Mongolian desert to Pekin. At the 


present moment you can do that journey | 


in eleven days by camels. After about 
100 miles of hills and mountains the 
country is perfectly flat. 
along that 
enable travellers to reach Pekin in an 
extraordinarily short time. Plans have 


not yet been drawn out, and I do not | 
believe the Russian Government has got | 
the money or the engineering skill to | 
Member | 


make the railway. The hon. 
spoke of the Russian railway as a magni- 
ficent railway. 
for North Paddington will agree with me 


In saying that it is not a magnificent rail- | 
way. They have no engineering skill in | 


Russia. There is only one railway tunnel in | 
Russia, and it was made by a Frenchman. | 
If they have to get over a mountain they | 
climb over it, whereas our engineers | 
would penetrate the mountain, at a saving | 


of thirty, forty, or fifty miles. They | 
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A railway | 
route would undoubtedly | 


I think the hon Member | 
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refuse to put a_ station between 
two points which would naturally 

The reason 
‘for that is that the Siberian, not 


appreciating anything emanating from 
Russia, refuses to pay blackmail to the 
engineers of the line, who consequently 


say, “If you don’t pay us you will not 


have a railway station.” The line is 
single. The engines only burn wood, and 
the tenders of the engines get on fire 
about once in three days. The ballast- 
ing of the line is extremely bad. Where 


the railway has to cross a gully a great 


fall of rain or a flood carries away the 
line. Of course the trains stop at all the 
stations, and the result is that about 
nine miles is about the average 
distance you can cover in an_ hour. 
I was told by the Government Prosecutor 
that the object of his journey was to 
prosecute certain unknown individuals 
for stealing a train. These men stopped 
a train by the use of false lights; they 
unhooked nine wagons, and then re- 
moved the light. The train proceeded 
and the wagons were left. In order 
to prevent a subsequent accident the 
wagons were rolled over an embank- 
ment. This is not a line which is going 
to have the great commercial importance 
attributed to it by the hon. Member. 
The line must be substantially reformed 
if itis to be of much value. But there 
is one point connected with the line, 
slow and bad as it is, which must receive 
the attention of the Government. I 
frankly admit that I think the Govern- 
ment has not been successful in combating 
the influence, not of Russia in Russia, but 
of Russia engaged in the north of China. 
What is the position on the Pacific 
Ocean? There is Vladivostok, with at 
least 35,000 troops in it. I remember 
counting fifty-six military buildings in 
process of construction during last October, 
varying from 50 to 350 feet in frontage. 
There is Port Arthur, where the hon. 
Member has been, but where I was not 
allowed by the police to go. Perhaps the 
hon. Gentleman possesses a better reputa- 
tion than I do in the Far East. At Port 
Arthur there are from 30,000 to 35,000 
men. Most people would say that 
70,000 men to guard an Empire of that 


size is not an unreasonable number, 
especially in view of the very threaten- 
ing attitude adopted by Japan. 
But these two places do not repre- 
sent in the smallest degree the 
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military enterprise of Russia. The most 
striking thing that one notices when 
travelling through Eastern Siberia is the 
fact that everywhere you see new towns 
occupied exclusively by the military. I 
remember going through one place which, 
five years ago, was a little town with 
one little wooden church, and perhaps 
three or four hundred inhabitants. It is 
now a town with a magnificent cathedral 
and at least 10,000 troops. These towns 
are built by the soldiers. There are 
thousands and thousands of soldiers in 
the Far East who have never had a rifle in 
their hands. There is a little stretch of 
line leading down to the Pacific from Vladi- 
vostok, about 500 versts in length. That 
line is managed exclusively by soldiers. 
The man who collects the tickets, the 
stoker, the driver—in fact, all connected 
with the line—are military men. Whether 
or not these men are very formidable as 
soldiers, I cannot say, but I suppose they 
are put there because thereis no population 
either capable of carrying out these rail- 
way works or willing to do so, the men 
employed in that part being capable. of 
only manual labour. But here is the situa- 
tion in a nutshell. China at the present 
moment is dominated by Russian in- 
fluence. British influence in China—I 
am not speaking of our influence with 
the ‘T’sung-li- Yamen, but in China 
generally — is absolutely and, in my 
opinion, almost hopelessly subordinated 
to the immense power which has been 
gained by Russia. That power is not 
of modern a growth many 
people, and especially the critics of 
the Government, are inclined to suppose. 
It has been growing steadily, persistently, 
and silently for five-and-twenty years; but 
this startling development began tive 
years ago, and during the last three years 
that Power has become regularly estab- 
lished. In a short time they will have 
linked up the railway joining the central 
station of Siberia with Vladivostok. 
There are immense engineering difticulties, 
and I am sure the railway will take very 
many more years to complete than the 
Russians say. They hope, at the present 
moment, to have a through service from 
St. Petersburg to the Pacific in fifteen 
months time, but they will have to greatly 
reform their methods if that is to be done. 
Just a word with regard to the policy 
largely the result of this enterprise in the 
north of China. The hon. Member 
desires us, in concert with other Powers, 


Lord Balcarres. 


sO as 
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as he said, to put a finger into every 
Chinese pie. I most devoutly hope the 
Government will strenuously refrain from 
interfering with anything connected with 
Manchuria. I hope also that the Govern- 
ment will refrain from doing anything to 
uphold the Chinese dynasty. It may sound 
a radical change to suggest to any Govern- 
ment, but the result of interference in any 
dynastic question will, | am convinced, 
lead to a further increase of Russian 
power. I hope the Government will 
not take such small advantages as it can 
take in the north of China in order to 
secure a Parliamentary case. Wei-hai-Wei 
has been quoted as a triumph. It is not 
atriumph. It has led us into the very 
gravest peril. If we had been content a 
few years ago to limit ourselves strictly 
to one field or area, which had a 
population far greater than this country 
can ever hope to supply, we should have 
avoided a most critical state of affairs 
with Russia, we should have preserved 
our prestige in China, which is now 
almost irretrievably lost, and the Govern- 
ment would not have suffered the loss of 
reputation resulting from that which has 
occurred all over the world. I hope, 
therefore, the Government will strictly 
limit itself to the sphere of influence 
which it has chosen for its own efforts. 


Mr. MOON (St. Pancras, N.): I can- 
not join in the condemnation pronounced 
by the hon. Member opposite of what he 
calls the “humiliating inactivity” of the 
Government. I think he has lost sight 
of the fact that the reason why our 
progress appears not to have heen so 
rapid in the Far East is because he com- 
pares our present progress with that of 
Powers which have only just entered the 
field. Take, for instance, a comparison 
of Wei-hai-Wei with German activity or 
with Russian activity at Port Arthur. A 
fairer comparison would be that of Hong 
Kong with Port Arthur and with Kiau- 
chau. We have a splendid military base 
anda splendid commercial harbour there, 
and I have all along understood that 
Wei-hai-wei_ was only to be a_ second 
military base. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: A counter- 
poise to Port Arthur. 


Mr. MOON: But there is a point in 
regard to which I certainly think the 
onus lies on the Government to show 
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that they have not lost a great opportunity. 
; refer to supporting the cause of reform 

, China. By doing so in the future, 
or by having done so in the past, we 
should strer igthen China against adverse 
enemies, we “should further the cause of 
civilisation, and we should secure and 
maintain our reputation in the Far East. 
As a great civilising power, I think we 
should seize the opportunity of promoting 
Western reforms. China is not like India, 
where the educated people are rather a 
dreamy people ; the educated people in 
China, apart from all their mandarin 
culture, are a very hard-headed shrewd 
folk. To such people Western civilisa- 
tion would, I am quite sure, have been 
acceptable. By promoting these reforms 
we should have created a solidarity in 
China which would have enabled her to 
continue to exist as a buffer between 
ourselves and that great Power in the 
North-east of Asia, whose methods and 
ideas, whose character and government, 
are so different from our own as to be, in 
fact, antagonistic. That result, I think, 
we might have secured. At least, I 
suggest that it lies on the Gov ernment to 


show that they had reasons for not 
interposing, instead of allowing the 


Empress to initiate a sanguinary coup (état. 
The young Emperor had a_ project of 
reform for every branch of administration, 
and his ambition was to play in China 
the part played by Peter the Great in 
Russia. He wished to emulate that great 
man, who by his own initiative changed 
the character and position of a European 
nation. I have on previous occasions 
ventured to give statistics showing that 
in various parts of China there was an 
immense demand for Western literature 
and Western instruction. That, I hear, 
has now come to an end. The coup d'état 
of the Dowager Empress was regarded 
by certain persons as merely an 
attempt to moderate in Oriental ways 
precipitate and subversive measures of re- 
form. That view, perhaps, had some 
plausibility for a few months, but during 
the last twelve months we have seen the 
results but too clearly. I have recently 
had a communication from Mr. Timothy 
Richards, an American in Pekin, and a 


well- know n authority in these matters. 
He points out that the old curriculum has 
been restored in the place of modern 
Western education ; the Pekin University, 
which used to have 1 000 students, now has 
no more than 200; a similar institution | 
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‘started in Nankin has been closed ; many 
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Anglo-Chinese schools supported by 
Chinese reformers in different parts of the 
country are closed ; and then he refers to 
newspapers and other reform measures 
which are entirely suspended. On that 
point it is necessary to add one more 
item of evidence. I would mention the 
edict publisheu by the Empress at the 
beginning of February, which demands a 
return to the old manner of study accord- 
ing to Confucius for examinations for 
official rank, and the abolition of studies 
in what are called the new and depraved 
subjects. It is over fifty years since we 
intervened in China. It may be urged 
that the circumstances have changed, and 
that by supporting the reform movement 
we would force Russia to support re- 
action. If that is so one would like to 
hear it stated by the Government. There 
is only one other point to which I would 
refer. The hon. Member for Barnsley as 
well as my noble friend has lost sight of 
the commanding position of Russia by 
reason of her geographical position. 
That was particularly pointed out in the 
other House last session when a noble 
Lord dwelt on the thousands of miles 
of frontier for which Russia _ was 
coterminous with China. When we con- 
sider our immense expansion in every part 
of the world, and when we look at Russia 
and know that Russia can only expand on 
her own frontiers, can we be surprised if 
she develops in the direction of Persia 
and the Trans-Caspian Railway and in the 
North-east ? I think the co-operation of the 
Great Powers interested in the Far Kast 
in matters commercial is a very hopeful 
sign, but I do not think we can look to 
such a combination as being permanent 
I hope that if the Government have lost 
an opportunity in the past they will not 
fail to be vigilant in order to seize any 
opportunity that may present itself here- 
after of advancing our commercial in- 
terests. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
Although I have not the personal ac- 
quaintance with China possessed by hon. 
Gentlemen who have spoken, I have en- 
deavoured to follow the Parliamentary 
experience of the question. I have also 
endeavoured, in the very short time which 
has been at our disposal, to look into the 
Blue book just published. With some of 
the observations of the noble Lord oppo- 
site and of my hon. friend below me | 
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I entirely agree with the 
noble Lord’s remarks in reference to 
Manchuria. Manchuria, it seems to me, 
is a part of Russia, and should have been 
recognised by Her Majesty’s Government 
as being absolutely within the control of 
Russia as soon as she began to expand. 
If that had been done frankly at the 
beginning this country would have been 
spared a good deal of useless negotiation, 
humiliation, and expenditure. But we 
know that that was not the attitude 
adopted in the early stages of this Chinese 
question. The Government embarked on a 
course of policy which was apparently 
prompted solely by the desire to enter 
into political rivalry with Russia in China, 
and to give China, or to lead her to ex- 
pect that she would get, active support in 
withstanding the demands of Russia. So 
far as Manchuria is concerned that failed, 
and Manchuria now practically belongs to 
the Russian Empire. [ agree with what 
was said by one hon. Gentleman opposite 
when he suggested we had better give up 
any attempts to press forward the British 
claim, commercial or otherwise, north of 
Pekin, and devote ourselves to our in- 
terests in other parts of China. The hon. 
Member for Barnsley in the course of his 
remarks stated that there had been “a 
humiliating inactivity on the part of the 
British Government.” I cannot agree 
with him on that point. My personal 
survey of this last Blue-hook, as well as of 
previous ones, leads me to the conclusion 
that if there is humiliation that humilia- 
tion is rather because of the activity 
of the Government than in con- 
sequence of their inactivity. Certainly 
you cannot fairly accuse them of hum!- 


entirely agree. 


liating inactivity. It is unfortunate 
that this book should’ not have 
been produced before. The last des- 


patches contained in it are nearly three 
months old, and there can be no reason 
why it should not have been placed in our 
hands at an earlier period. Hon. Mem- 
hers have not had an opportunity of fully 
examining the many interesting docu- 
ments contained in the volume, which is 
really a history of what Her Majesty’s 
(sovernment have been doing or attemp- 
ing to do in China during the last year. 
I may be singular, but it does seem 
to me that a good deal of that 
record is anything but pleasant 
reading for the nation and the public. 
‘Nine-tenths of this Blue-book is composed 
of negotiations between the Foreign Office 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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here and the British Embassy at Pekin 
endeavouring to force upon the Tsung-4t- 
Yamen the claims of various British con- 
cessionnaires. There are a number of 
syndicates mentioned which have 
apparently gone out to China, obtained 
an introduction to the British Embassy 
there, and practically asked them to en- 
force their demands upon the Tsung.li- 
Yamen for the rights of mining, or 
railways, or whatever it might be, 
Lord Salisbury, last year, in a speech on 
the subject succinctly stated that the 
policy in regard to China was a policy of 
railways and concessions. It is not 
pleasant to read of this constant 
pressure being put upon the Chinese 
Government to make concessions, | 
‘annot express this point more forcibly 
than did the right hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary for Foreign Aftairs, in a 
debate in this House a year ago,* 
Protesting against this constant concession 
hunting on the part of British subjects, 
and the way in which they endeavour to 
put on the screw on the British Embassy 
to obtain concessions, he used these 
words— 

“We cannot go there and, as an act of pure 

piracy, insist that over a large extent of 
country, every mine, every line of railway, 
every public improvement for which money 
is provided shall be handed over to any 
concessionaire, but we have, of course, used 
our diplomatic influence to see that Creat 
Britain received a due share of this develop- 
ment.” 
I should like to give one other instance of 
what has taken place during the last year. 
There is one despatch which is a particu 
larly humiliating one to read. Jt is to 
be found on page 149 of the Blue-book.7 
Lord Salisbury telegraphs in the month 
of June last as to interest due to the 
British and Chinese Corporation ; I do 
not know who they are, but I suppose 
they are one of these syndicates— 

“Tam informed by the British and Chinese 
Corporation that one month’s interest on the 
Northern Railways Loan is outstanding which 
must be provided by the 16th July, with a 
further month’s interest, in order that they 
may meet the first coupon which is due on the 
Ist August. 

“You should press the Chinese Government 
officially to sad good the balance required 
in pursuance of the guarantee given by them. 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixvi., page 227 (Sth February, 
1899). 

+See “Further Correspondence respecting 
the Affairs of China” (Command Paper, 
No. 93, 1900). 
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“ At the same time you may intimate to the 
Chinese Government that the regard paid by 


them to our representations in the question of | 
the Northern Railways and other matters, | 


recently the subjects of discussion with them, 
will greatly affect our attitude in regard to 
the territory now held by us outside the Con- 
ventional extension of Hong Kong.” 

What is that? Shortly put, it is that on 
behalf of this corporation who are afraid 
that their interest would be in arrear, 
Lord Salisbury telegraphs out to the 
British Embassy to put pressure on the 
Chinese Government who had given some 
guarantee to pay this money, and if they 
do not do so the British Embassy is to 
make itself politically nasty in the south 
of China, thousands of miles from where 
this railway exists. I suppose that this 
is the corporation to whose prospectus the 
British Government last year unfortu- 
nately gave to a certain degree its im- 
primatur. I do not think the British 
Government ought to have allowed its 
name to appear in that way upon the pro- 
spectus of a financial company, and this is 
one of the humiliating results of that 
conduct. I do hope, for the sake of our 
yood name, that these constant commu- 
nications between our Foreign Office here 
and the British Embassy in China for 
the purpose of endeavouring to obtain 
concessions for financial — enterprises 
will soon come to an end. We have 
heard a good deal about the “trail of 
finance” in other parts of the world. To 
my mind there is a great deal too much 
of the trail of finance over this Blue- 
look in regard to our affairs in China. 
A year ago, in answer to a question, 
the right hon. Gentleman told us 
that already over 2,800 miles of 
railway concessions had been made. 
Not upon a single mile of territory has a 
single step been taken to put into opera 
tion any one of these railway concessions. 
When pressure is put upon authorities 
in China I understand that a good deal 
of money must pass to obtain these con- 
cessions. I hope the Government do not 
devote any secret service money in 
China for this purpose, and that what- 
ever the syndicates may do, our hands 
are absolutely free from anything of that 
sort. We have had in the course of the 
past few years a constant change in the 
policy of the Government in regard to 
China, and apparently we are going to 
have another change now. My hon. 
friend has under-rated the change of 


policy he has in view. He has embarked | oak 
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upon avery wide policy which he has 
described as not one of aggression. I 
should like from the Government some 
information as to what they propose to 
do in reference to the suggestion that 
we are to undertake the drilling of the 
Chinese army. If we begin to undertake 
responsibilities for providing China with a 
military force, we shall be embarking 
upon a work of which we do not know the 
end. We have already assumed im- 
portant additional responsibilities there 
since the present Government came into 
office. We have Wei-hai-Wei leased to. 
us as long as the Russians hold Port 
Arthur; we have undertaken the 
policing of the Yang-tsze River, and the 
West River, and these are very serious 
political responsibilities entailing consider- 
able expenditure, which will probably be 
increased in the future. We desire to 
know what the Government is going to 
do with Wei-hai-wei. It is quite clear 
that the original intention for which Wei- 
hai-wei was acquired has been abandoned, 
and that policy has been practically given 
up. I gather from a statement in the 
Navy Estimates that the number of our 
naval force on the Yang-tsze River and the 
West River is to be increased, and that 
we are building one or two gunboats for 
those rivers. When a foreign Power 
undertakes the control of a thousand miles 
of a river like the Yang-tsze and its rapids 
and the West River, it is a policy which 
entails considerable political responsibility 
and may possibly lead us into serious 
trouble. We should like to get some 
detinition of the responsibility which Her 
Majesty’s Government consider they are 
undertaking when they state that they 
are policing these rivers. Another 
important matter is the correspondence 
with the United States, and it is greatly 
to the credit of the American Secretary of 
State that he has got some tangible 
results. We have assented to the policy 
of the open door, and this course has also 
been followed by Germany and Japan. I 
should just like to call attention toa state- 
ment in Mr. Choate’s letter.* He says that 


/ what he asks is that the various Powers 


within their spheres of infiuence shall seek 
to maintain the open-door policy, but he 
goes on to say that the United States 
Government will not in any way commit 
itself to any recognition of exclusive 
rights of any Power within spheres of 





* See Paper last referred to, page 303. 
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influence. When we get a statement like 
that from a first-class Power like the 
United States, with a large and in- 
creasing trade with China, in which it 
declares categorically that it will not 
recognise these exclusive spheres of in- 
terest or influence, it ought to make 
us pause and consider whether we are 
going to extend these spheres of influence, 
and what is the exact weight we put upon 
our position in the sphere of influence or 
interest which I understand we claim in 
the Yang-tsze valley. Lord Salisbury is 
exceedingly cautious in his statement 
upon this question, for he does not name 
a single one of the spheres of influence 
which he claims that Great Britain pos- 
sesses. We should like to know from the 
hon. Gentleman if the Government in the 
future are going to proceed further in 
this policy of spheres of interest or in- 
fluence in China They indicated defi- 
nitely last year that this would be their 
policy, and in that they had the approval 
of my hon. friend the Member for Ber- 
wickshire. Do the Government intend to 
proceed further in that direction! After 
the statement which has been made by 


the American Government that does not | 


seem likely to turn outa profitable line of 
policy, for it is one in which we shall not 
have the co-operation of the United States, 
and I doubt whether we shall have the 
eo-operation of Japan. I think it is about 
time that Her Majesty’s Government 
declared their general lines of policy in 
regard to China. 


CapraiIn SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): It 
was not my intention to take part in 
this debate, because I have not yet been 
able to master the Papers recently laid 
before the House on this subject, and in 
the few remarks I intend to make I shall 
be as brief as possible. The fact that 
my hon. friend the Member for the 
Barnsley Division and other hon. Gentle- 
men who have spoken have recently been 
in China has no doubt added very con- 
siderably to the interest of the discussion. 
There is no doubt whatever that the spirit 
of adventure which leads men of our race 
and blood to seek fresh fields for effort 
and enterprise is as strong as ever in this 
country. At the same time I think we 
are apt to lose sight of the fact that 
we are busy in other parts of the world, 
and to blame the Government for a vacil- 
jJating and hesitating policy in China, 
whereas we had been more fair to them 
Mr. Buchanan. 


{COMMONS} 
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,if we recognised, as the noble Lord to 
night recognised, that the development of 
which we now see the fruit in China in 
the great advance made by Russia ought 
to be dated at least a generation back, 
Not for five years, but for twenty-five 
years at least, has that movement been 
going on. It is quite true that we have 
lost ground, and that, as compared with 
ourselves, Russia has now a_ position of 
greater influence than it had twenty five 
years ago, but that period has not been all 
loss to us. We have been busy develop. 
ing South Africa, Canada, and other parts 
of the world, and I am not disposed to 
look at a question of this kind 
without remembering that we have been 
busy in effort and enterprise elsewhere, 
At the same time, if we look at the con- 
duct of the Government for the last five 
years, and at what has been done by 
them in China, we must confess to a con- 
siderable sense of disappointment. The 
noble Lord reminds us of Wei-hai-wei, and 
many hon. Members have expressed grave 
doubts as to the wisdom of the action of 
the Government in regard to it, but it 
has never been so boldly stated as it was 
to-night that the action of the Govern- 
ment was a concession to the force of 
public and Parliamentary opinion in this 
country. The discussion does not seem 
to me to show that we have got very 
much further in the adoption of a definite 
policy with regard to our position in 
China and our relations with the Chinese 
Empire. It may be very difficult—I 
have no doubt it is very difficult. The 
very fact that our efforts are not con- 
centrated in development in any one direc- 
tion, and that we have other irons in the 
fire, other matters of interest and great 
importance to attend to, makes it more 
ditticult for us to have a single eye and 
a single aim in the prosecution of a 
policy in regard to China; but if. this 
debate does nothing else than to clear 
our minds a little as to the possibilities 
of the future with regard to China, I 
think it will have done a great deal of 
good. My hon. friend the Member for 
the Barnsley Division said that the 
great object of his policy was China 
for the Chinese, and if that could 
only be recognised by the Chinese and by 
other Powers interested in the develop- 
ment of China it might smooth matters : 
but we cannot leave out of sight the 
inevitable acccmpaniment of the develop- 
ment of a new country, and without going 
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into details I think the Blue-hook shows  Yang-tsze Valley privileges really strong, 
that while there is much of “ China for valid, and potent for the purpose for 
the Chinese,” possibly in the future, which my hon. friend the Member for 
there is a great deal of “concessions the Barnsley Division asks? It seems to 
for coneessionnaires” in the present. me that his criticism is amply justified if 
There are, it seems to me, three conflicting we cannot regard our privileges in the 
policies and principles which are laid Yang-tsze Valley asin any way a counter- 
down with regard to our position in| weight to the privileges of the Germans 
China—we have the open door, the treaty in Shangtung or the Frenchin the southern 
of Tien-tsin, and the principle of spheres provinces of China. My hon. friend has 
of interest or influence—and it is very put some questions to the Under Seere- 
desirable that we should know how far tary for Foreign Affairs which he may 
and in what respects these three policies find it difficult to answer. For my part. 
overlap and conflict. The open door as having in my recollection the remarks of 
referred to in the despatches in the Blue- the Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs 
hook is perfectly clear. It only concerns last year, and also the remarks of the 
the Powers who are parties to the agree- noble Lord the then Member for York, | 
ment, and is satisfactory as far as it goes. am inclined to think that my hon. friend 
But it must be admitted it gives us the Member for the Barnsley Division 
nothing we have not had before. It may wishes to push us too far in regard to 
improve our position in the future, it may this sphere of influence policy. What 
he a safeguard for the future, but we had may be the inevitable result if we adopt 
the privileges it proposes to confer on us for ourselves such a large region as the 
for all practical purposes in the past. Yang-tsze Valley / 

In June last the Under Secretary 

for Foreign Affairs gave a = most) *Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: [am 
explicit statement as to our policy entirely opposed to spheres of influence, 
in China.* He said it was an essential and entirely in favour of the open door 
part of the policy of the Government that and equal privileges for all nations. 

special protection for our trade in the 

Yang-tsze valley should be assured. Then CapTAIN SINCLAIR: LT understood 
he said that hy means of transit facilities my hon. friend to suggest, at the end of 
we should endeavour to provide that our his speech, some sweeping reforms which 
trade should be free from undue taxation, he hoped this country, m concert with 
and, thirdly, he looked forward to the other nations, might later endeavour to 
opening of further inland waterways. carry out. Practically, they would 
My hon, friend speaks with so much | amount to the international control of 2 
knowledge and information that it is not population of 400 millions of people, 
necessary for me to add anything to the leading to as many difficulties in the 
questions he suggests to the Under Secre- | future as the quasi-internationai control of 
tary for Foreign Affairs in regard to the South Africa and Egypt may do. The 
further opening of inland waterways, but Under Secretary for Foreign Affairs has 
with regard to spheres of influence I jot committed himself to any policy of 
think a word may usefully be said. The that kind. He said last year that we 
noble Lord who was Member for York eould not make the Yang-tsze valley a 
last year? solemnly warned the House province like Shangtung, because we were 


J of the danger of our drifting into the | jot prepared to take the responsibility of 


sphere of influence policy. The Under governing what is practically a third of 


rR 7 ° a . A . ° ° 
Secretary for Foreign Affairs himself China. That is «a much safer limit of 





pointed out that though our privileges policy than the sweeping suggestions of 


» in the Yang-tsze region were to be my hon. friend, who, no doubt, is an 
special privileges, they were not to be jdealist and looks far into the future. 


> exclusive privileges in the same sense as But, as my hon, friend will remember. 
> erman privileges in Shangtung or French | one of the great schemes of the noble 


privileges in the southern provinces of [ord who was Member for York was that 


| China. That suggests the question, are our we should undertake the reorganisation 






| Debates [Fourth Series}, Vol. Ixxii., page 800). 


of the Chinese army and so strengthen 
it that the Chinese Empire would be able 
t Ibid., page 784 (Speech of Lord Charles , © stand against all comers. The noble 
Beresford). Lord who spoke to-night warned ix 


VOL. LXXXI. [FourTH SERIES. ] 2M 


* 9th June, 1899 (See The Parlianentary 
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against that policy. 1 would like a little 
light as to what is being done in the 
Yang-tsze valley. My hon. friend 
described it as having a population of 
fifty millions of peaceful, industrial 
people ; and he went on to say that 
there were 509,000 stalwart — sailors 
engaged in the carrying trade in that 
who would view with grave 
the arrival of — steamers 
the British flag. Well, it 
le a melancholy thing = if, 
to maintain China 
for the Chinese, we should have a 
repetition of the  cireumstances that 
oceurred in China a generation or two 
ago. I hope that we may have, before 
the debate closes, some light as to how 
this theory of the open door does not con- 
flict with the Treaty of Tien-tsin and the 
spheies of influence policy. It was said last 
year that not one of our privileges under 
the Treaty of Tien-tsin have been taken 
fromus, and that we hold the Chinese 
Government to that treaty. I should 
like toremind the House that the relative 
proportion of our total trade to that with 
China is only three per cent. I hope, 
with the hon. Member for Barnsley, that 
that trade may be extended. I believe 
that the Chinese have no better friends 
in developing their country than the 
British people. but my sympathies are 
rather with a policy of caution and con- 
centration, not only in China, but in other 
parts of the world. We are too apt to 
forget that the policy of expansion has its 
drawbacks, because it multiplies the points 
that are vulnerable. The noble Lord 
the iate Member for York, who could not 
be accused of a desire to curb the reason- 
able development of the Empire, told the 
Committee last year that he did not 
helieve anyone in this country wanted to 
see a single acre added to the British 
Empire. He said that the British Empire 
was too big already ; and in almost pro- 
phetie words the noble Lord pointed out 
that if we had disturbances at the Cape, 
or in India, the problem would be not 
naval but military, and difficult of solu- 
tion, even with conscription. I hope that 
nothing will be said to-night which will 
encourage the belief that we do not 
adhere to the policy of caution and con- 
centration. 


region, 
coneern 
carrying 
would 
in our endeavours 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : Although 

(ont, Staelair. 
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the hon. Member who moved this motion, 
which seems to be a severe condemnation 
of the policy of the Government, or of 


the conduct of the Government dur. 
ing the past year, introduced his 


motion with a knowledge of his  sub- 
ject which we all admired, and with a 
command of the Chinese nomenclature 
which we might envy ; and although the 
House has listened to him with great 
pleasure, | cannot help feeling that the 
condition of the House during a consider. 
able part of the discussion is, perhaps, the 
best answer to the motion which he has 
put down on the Paper. Those of 
us who recollect the character of the 
discussions on China two years ago, and 
the full House which was attracted when 
we discussed this question twelve months 
ago, must feel that there is something be- 
sides the absorbing interest we feel in the 
military operations in South Africa to ae- 
count for the comparative slackness_ of 
the discussion to-night. I do not say 
that in order to detract from the import- 
ance of the subject, but to indicate that 
it is the feeling of the House, this is 
not the occasion for a vigorous censure of 
the Government, or for giving the acute 
stimulus to their exertions which the 
hon. Member for Barnsley believes is 
necessary. The hon. Members who 
followed the hon. Member for Barnsley 
have, to a_ large extent, devoted 
themselves to answering him and, to 
some extent, to answering each other. 
My noble friend the Member for the 
Chorley Division, who, I venture to say, 
is heard too infrequently in this House, 
delivered an admirable and _ interesting 
discourse to-night. Although he agreed 
with the conclusions of the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, he disagreed 7 foto with 
most of his premises, and his particular 
statement of policy, with which he con- 
cluded his speech, has also attracted the 
censure of the hon. Member for [ast 
Aberdeenshire and the hon. and gallant 
Member for Forfarshire, who has just sat 
down. And, therefore, I may stand npon 
this—that the Gcvernment, although no 
Member has spoken immediately in 
defence of it, has not been without 
defenders. One other point which lias 
struck me very much during this dis- 
cussion is that, although we were 
discussing the Blue-book which dealt 
with the affairs of last year—a document 
which I regret could not be put in the 
hands of hon. Members earlier, but the dis 
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cussion came on rather unexpectedly, and, | which he said a few words, or that there 


in addition to that, the 


come up to the end of last year, and | taken by this Government. 
| stated the other day that the organisa- 
| tion of the French concession at Shanghai 
| had 
| Yamen because Her Majesty’s Ministers 
| would not assent to it. 


it is never possible to bring out a Chinese 
Blue-book except after a considerable 
interval —- although we have been 
dealing with the affairs of last year, 
practically hardly any of the criticisms 
which have been presented against the 
Government had to do 
conduct during the past year. We have 
had a strong impeachment of the original 
character of our negotiations with regard 
to Port Arthur, and with regard to the 
taking of Wei-hai-wei. We have had a 
great deal said about the advantages 
gained by other nations in regard to con- 
cessions, and the comparative inefficiency 
of the advantages obtained by our Govern- 
ment in the same direction. We have 
also heard a good deal about the state of 
affairs in Manchuria. But nearly all of 
these points refer to matters which were 
antecedent to the period which we are 
now discussing, and | think you will 
search the Blue-book in vain, bulky as it 
is, for anv proof of those diplomatic and 
commercial defeats whieh the hon. Mem- 
ber for Barnsley declares had illustrated 
the whole of the efforts of Her Majesty’s 
Government during the past year. — [ will 
take one point alone. The hon. Member 
points out how little we have gained 
trom the Yamen during the — past 
year. But he does not, | think, sup- 
pose for «a moment that we can deal 
with these matters precisely as we 
please. His complaint is that we have 
too little influence with the Yamen, that 
the Yamen keeps us at arm’s length, that 
what we might achieve in a_ better 
governed country we ought to achieve in 
China if only we had not lost the whole 
of our prestige. Have foreign Powers 
met with no ditheulties from the 
Yamen/ Is there not evidence even 
in that Blue-book that every foreign Power 
which has been dealing with the Yamen 
has found sometimes an obstructive spirit, 
unl in almost every case a difficulty in 
its dealings which could not be over- 
come? [do not wish to emphasise this 
too strongly ; 1 do not wish to put my 
finger on every case, because possibly it 
might produce a certain amount of feel- 
ing in other quarters. But in all the 


} hore important cases the hon. Gentleman 


will tind either that there has been a 


direst retusal by the Yamen, as is shown 
in the case of that railway to Pekin, on 


with their | 


despatches | has been a refusal based on an objection 


I saw it was 


been entirely stopped by the 
That is only 
one illustration ; and I am quite certain 
of this, that for every illustration which 
he gave us of the impotence of Sir 
Claude MacDonald in these negotiations 
he would find that we were able to give 
him similar instances in respect to other 
Powers. Now, I should like to say at 
once that I do not propose this evening 
to trouble the House with any detailed 
argument with regard to Manchuria. — | 
know perfectly well that it is possible to 
reckon up the large number of troops and 
the great works which are being carried 
out by the Russian Government in Man- 
churia ; but when I hear these arguments 
[am very much inclined to wonder at 
the temerity of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite. Knowing that we are a mari- 
time Power, and that Russia has a land 
frontier of some 3,000 or 4,000 miles with 
China, [am somewhat surprised at the 
spirit with which the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Barnsley attacks the ques- 
tion, as if it were the business of Her 
Majesty’s Government to challenge the 
Government of Russia for possession of 
a province which we do not desire to. 
possess ourselves and which China, un- 
fortunately, is not able to retain without 
the vigorous support of Her Majesty's 
Government or of some other Power. 
But, leaving that, the hon. Member says 
that there are other matters in regard to 
which there have been grave failures on 
our part. He specially alluded to the 
Kau-lung extension. The hon, Gentle- 
man has been to Kau-lung and I have 
not, and he has heard there opinions 
which, no doubt, he has repeated in this. 
House, as to the large extent of territory 
which it was desirable to take in order to 
secure what he considered an effective 
boundary. But let us look into the 
question a little more closely. What is it 
we asked for at Kau-lung and obtained ? 
We obtained 200 square miles addition 
to the colony of Hong Kong. That, in 
itself, is a not inconsiderable extension. 
In taking possession of that it is quite 
true that we were forced, owing to the 
opposition which was threatened to us by 
disorganised Chinese troops, to take this 
2M 2 
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territory of Sam Chun, which the hon. 
Member seems to regret so much that we 
have given up. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : Hear, hear! 


*Mr. BRODRICK : Yes, but when the 
cause of offence has passed, Laskthe House 
whether the punishment which we were 
forced to inflict for that cause of offence 
should not be withdrawn toot It really 
amounts to this that, according to the 
hon. Gentleman, we were to do anact not 
justified, at all events, by any legal con- 
vention or agreement ; we were to take a 
considerable further tract of country 
hecause we were temporarily obstructed 
in taking the extension at Hong Kong to 
which we were entitled. [ think that, as 
amatter of public right and justice, in 
restoring that territory to the Chinese we 
were not acting amiss. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: T said we 
ought to have taken a further tract of 
country in the first instance, and thus 
have secured a proper frontier. 


*Mr. BRODRICK : T quite grant that 
he wants a more effective boundary, but I 
would ask the hon, Gentleman whether 
he and his friends ever considered, in 
their desire to have this extended 
Youndary, the probable number of troops 
which would be required to maintain that 
boandary ! Let me say one word about 
concessions. [| do not think it has been 
seriously advanced by anybody except the 
hon. Member that Her Majesty's Govern- 
ment have been backward in obtaining 
concessions during the past year. Of this 
large volume (the Blue-hook) an enormous 
amount is due to the correspondence in 
connection with concessions which were 
desired by various persons, for whom 
Her Majesty’s Government did their best. 

suit we cannot force these concessions 
from the Chinese Government. They are 
concessions, let us remember, for mining, 
for railways, and for other advantages for 
which absolutely no payment is to be 
made in most cases—-or at all events, no 
payment of which we are aware. There- 
fore we cannot, as a matter of right and 

justice, insist in every case where a 
British subject, sometimes without any 
serious capital at his back, comes forward 
and states that he desires to have the 
whole mining concessions throughout an 
entire province. That has been the case 
in some instances. We cannot in those 
Mr. Lrodvick. 
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cases declare to the Yamen that unless 
the concessions are granted we shall use 
force in order to compel them to do so, 
But I notice that the hon. Member for 
fast Aberdeenshire actually fell foul of us 
for doing too much. {Hon, Members: 
Hear, hear !|] He said that Lord Salishury 
had been obliged to explain that our 
policy in regard to the restoration of the 
land at Sam Chun would be to some ex- 
tent guided by the Chinese Government's 
performance of their undertaking in re- 
gard to the Northern Railway. — The 
Newchang Railway was a special case. 
Her Majesty’s Government allowed it to 
be stated on the prospectus that they had 
taken note of the agreement with the 
Chinese Government under which the 
railway was to be constructed. Therefore 
we were perfectly justified in putting pres- 
sureonthe Chinese Government to see that 
their engagements were carried out. One 
hon, Member stated, and stated very truly, 
that we heard very little about the eor- 
struction of these railways, or about the 
development of these mining enterprises 
for which concessions were granted. Well, 
if it is the fact, as indeed it is, that in too 
many of these concessions — have 
been obtained and no work been done, 
then I think the Chinese Government is 
justified in declaring that, until some sub- 
stantial progress has heen made with 
these schemes, they will not give con 
cessions for other railways: and Her 
Majesty’s Government have, [ submit to 
the House, in accepting to a large extent 
their declaration, only taken a wise and 
prudent course- a course which any busi- 
ness man would have been inclined to 
take in similar circumstances. Once it is 
found that these concessions, like those, 
for instance, which are being worked by 
the Pekin Syndicate, are being under- 
taken seriously and pushed forward, the 
Government will not be found wanting in 


Cases 


pressing the Chinese Government to 
grant further concessions. Then the 


hon. Member touched upon a very proper 
question when he came to the difficulties 
with regard to the internal navigation of 
China. My predecessor, Lord Curzon, 
made a very definite declaration on that 
subject on 25th February, 1898.* It is 
quite true that some difficulties have 
been found in working out that pledge, 
seeing that there are two quite distinct 
customs duties. The Chinese Govern- 

*See Zhe Purliementary Debates | ¥ourth 
Series], Vol. liv., page 31. 
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ment have thought it necessary, up to 
the present time, to insist that one class 
of steamers should deal with the Treaty | 
ports, and another class of steamers with 
the intervening ports. If it could be 
shown that Her Majesty’sGovernment had 
sit down and allowed British trade to 
lose its position in consequence of any 
want of effort on their part, then I think 
the hon. Member’s strictures might he to 
some extent justified. But that is not 
the case at all. In the first place, there 
isno man in China, either now or in the 
past, who has done so much for obtaining 
proper treatment with regard to likin and 
the system of transit passes, both on the 
West River and the Yang-tsze, as Sir Claude 
Macdonald. In the same way at this 
moment, and for some months past, Sir 
Claude MacDonald, aided by the very 
active consuls in the various ports, on 
the West river and the Yang-tsze, has 
heen pressing strongly for the simplifica- 
tion of the regulations with regard to 
internal navigation. I have myself, within 
the last few days, conferred with a gentle- 
man who has recently come home from 
China, and I believe I may say that the 
suggestions he has made will be pressed 
by Her Majesty’s Government on the | 
Chinese Government. I will only say 
that a complete change of the whole 
national idea of throwing their close 
trade in small junks into open competi- 
tion is one which we cannot expect to 
achieve in a very few weeks. At the same 
time, the reasonableness of it is, on the 
face of it, so great that I look forward 
to our continuing to press for it! 
with some good hopes of success. 

There is one more point with regard to 

the waterways. The hon. Gentleman 

made some excellent suggestions with 

regard to what class of steamers should 

ply on the Yang-tsze and the West river. 

Those points I will certainly bring before 

the First Lord of the Admiralty, who is 

most anxious to ascertain the class of 

steamer most. likely to be useful. In 

pursuance of the pledge given to the 

House last year, attempts were made by 

two gunboats to ascend the rapids in order 

to see whether it is possible not only to | 
improve the navigation, but to place boats 

on the upper Yang-tsze. Those attempts 

are to he renewed at the proper state of 

the water, which is, I think, in April or | 
May, and I hold to the full the pledge | 
viven last year that the Government will 

take up that question with the full | 
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‘intention both of seeing that our 
trade is properly protected, and also, 
as far as we can, the conduct 
of that trade by British steamers. 


These are really the main points which it 


is attempted to make against us. I 
should like, however, to refer to one or 
two other more general matters before | 
sit down. The hon. Gentleman seems to 
think that in all these questions one nation 
should be able to impress the Yamen with 
the reasonableness of the proposal ; and, fail- 
ing that, that the reforms desired would 
be reached if only there was a concert of 
the Powers. He thinks it could be done 
if the nations arrived at a general resolu- 
tion to press these reforms.on the Chinese 
Government. Has the hon. Gentleman 
considered this question from the point 
of view taken by my noble friend? The 
policy which he foreshadowed involves 
not one question, but a collection of difti- 
culties. There is the question of the 
dynasty, there is the question affecting the 
collection of taxation, there is the question 
ot the customs, the /ikin; there is the 
question of payment of officials—all these 
and more are questions which he proposed 
should be dealt with by one Power or the 
concert of the Powers. But these questions 
taken together simply mean the govern- 


ment of China—that is the government 
‘of an empire of 400,000,000 


people ; 
governed with difficulty and to some ex- 
tent not governed at all, or misgoverned 
under the name of an Emperor whose 
edicts they revere. If that is a great 


/undertaking for one Power to face alone, 


what is the prospect opened to us 
of the combined action of foreign 
Powers! We have already had some ex- 
perience of the concerted action of the 
Great Powers. We had quite recently 
the experience with regard to Crete. 
There we had the case of a small island— 
not the object of ambition probably to 
any of the Powers which were engaged 
for some considerable time in an endea- 
vour to settle it. What was our experi- 
ence of our endeavours in regard to 
Crete in concert with other Powers ? 
Why, it took weeks and months, it almost 
took years, to carry out the smallest 
reforms or a settlement with regard to 
questions which some of us certainly 
thought capable of prompt settlement in 
a very short time. Then if we want to 
have another illustration in the same 
direction we may take the case of Samoa, 
where Germany, ourselves, and the United 
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States of America were concerned. There 
we had small islands and a meagre popu- 
lation—certainly no large number of 
inhabitants. 
have been solved so that each Power now 
knows what its responsibilities and duties 
are. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: May I ask ' 


the right hon. Gentleman whether Her 
Majesty’s Government has not already 
agreed to act in concert with the United 
States and other Powers in bringing for- 
ward reforms in the administration of 
China, to strengthen the Imperial Govern- 


ment and preserve the integrity of 
China. Those were the special points 


which the British Government assented 
to most cordially. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: There is a great 
difference between what was agreed upon 
between the British Government and tke 
United States Government as to the 
open door and dealing with the Chinese 
Government. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: The agree- 


ment was for administrative reform. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The wording will 
not cover the government of China. 
No one can be more anxious than we are 
to bring united pressure to bear in the 
proper direction, but when it comes to 
the government of the country, then I 
think, and perhaps the House will agree 
with me, that the matter does not appear 
so simple to all of us as it seems to appear 
to the hon. Gentleman. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : But that is 


what you agreed to do. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: Let me say one 
further word as to the charge against Her 
Majesty’s Government of having through- 
out this year indulged in what is called 
“ado nothing policy.” What does the 
hon. Member say to-night? He says we 
had five years ago a prestige and a para 
mount influence which has now vanished 
into nothing through a policy of drift and 
surrender. Well, I am not quite clear 
that our influence was paramount five 
years ago. The noble Lord who has just 
come back from China denied that 
altogether ; but without going into all 
that, what grounds does the hon. Member 
find for saying that our influence now is 


Mr. Brodrick. 
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| non-existent ? 


Those difficulties certainly , 


tn China. 


What there in the 
papers which justities him in saying that 
our influence and interest in Pekin come 
to nothing? The House will find that 
in the last five years, like other Powers, 
we have been able to protect the interests 
of those of our nationality in various 
places where there are murders or out- 
rages in China. There were four cases 
in the past year, including the case of Mr, 
Brookes, who was murdered recently, and 
the Government in every case secured 
the exemplary punishment of the criminals 
and obtained compensation, and in the 
last case the magistrate at the scene of 
the murder was dismissed ; the prompt 
action which the Government took in 
these cases and the response to it, showing 
that in these respects it untrue 
to say that our prestige non- 
existent at Pekin. If we are to regard 
our position as compared with that 
of foreign Governments, | would ask him 
to look at the Russian concession at 
Hankow and the French concession at 
Shanghai. We find in both cases that 
Her Majesty’s Government secured from 
the Chinese Government fair treatment, 
and also from the French and Russian 
Governments. Of the many subjects which 
have been dealt with and concluded, men- 


S&S 


is 


Is 


is 


tioned in the Blue-books, the Howse 
will not find a single case where 
the British Government have — been 


obliged to give way or give up the 
claims they put forward. I challenge 
the hon. Member to state any single 
diplomatic triumph by which Her 
Majesty’s Government has been worsted 
in the course of the year. I have already 
alluded to what we have accomplished, 
and I can only say that, from information 
which has reached us, neither has British 
trade suffered in China nor has British 
prestige suffered in any respect. As | 
ventured to say last year, having regard 
to the great rapidity with which events 
followed one another in China during the 
previous year, it is desirable that we 
should now proceed with a policy of con- 
centration. Itis the policy of the Govern- 
ment, without creating further responsi- 
bilities necessitating the employment of 
a large number of troops, to keep opel 
the waterways of China for our trade, 
and to secure to British subjects a full 
share of opportunities to open out China 
while securing from all countries the re- 
cognition of the principle of the open door. 
We shall also endeavour to obtain by 
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legitimate pressure from China all those 
reasonable facilities which it is as much in 
her interest to give as in ours to obtain. 
That is the policy of Her Majesty’s 







Government, and it is one in which we | 
side of the House has always been, not 


shall not be found wanting. 


Sir EDWARD GREY (Northumber- 
land, Berwick): The right hon. Gentleman 
has dealt very fairly with the points raised 
in this debate. He has shown that desire 
felt by all of us to deal with the various 
questions and to explain to the House 
that the Government are alive to their 
importance, and desire to do something to 
procure practical results. I have no com- 
plaint to make of the object pursued or 
with the tone in which the right hon. 
Gentleman has dealt with it. Where there 
isa little difference between us is, not 
as to the policy to be pursued or as to the 
energy which should be shown in keep- 
ing the objects in the front, but on the 
practical results that ensue. That was a 
difference which must have been seen 
throughout. It is seen that it is 
difficult to get practical results except 
on paper, but the knowledge which my 
hon. friend the Member for Barnsley 
and the noble Lord opposite have gained, 
and which they have placed before the 
House from their own personal experi- 
ence, must be of value. Both the hon. 
Members who spoke in this debate dwelt 
on the decline of British influence at 
Pekin. I do not go so far as to say that 
British influence is non-existent—I think 
that would be overstating the case ; but 
[think it is undoubtedly the fact that 
British influence has declined as com- 
pared with the influence gained by some 
other Powers, certainly Russia. Un- 
doubtedly the shadow of Russian in- 
fluence has been deepening over China. 
Russia has been pressing forward, and 
has come nearer ; her communications are 
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crossing the continent. As to the 
Russian railways, I think they ought 
to be studied from a_ strategical 
position—from the point of view of 
Russian political ambition, rather 


than from the point of view of trade 
competition. 
railway trade across Siberia will ever be 
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hensive 


I do not believe that the | 
i That is a direct sanction to the doctrine 
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inevitable, and I welcome the recognition 
of the right hon. Gentleman that Russia 
has a certain sphere of interest in Man- 
churia with which we should not think 
of interfering. Our complaint on this 


that that has come about—hecause [ 
think it was inevitable—hut that a great 
opportunity was missed of having a good 
understanding with Russia while it has 
been coming. There was a moment 
when Russia's designs had not been fully 
declared, but when Russia was obliged to 
show her hand by making representa- 
tions on the presence of British ships in 
Port Arthur. Lord Salisbury expressed 
surprise, and said that the ships would 
go on in due course ; and they did go on ; 
and that incident will remain in our 
memories as a great landmark of an 
opportunity lost. It is true that we 
have had an understanding with Russia 
since ; but it is not as explicit or compre- 
as the understanding which 
might have been made, quite safely, 
before the ships were removed. With 
Lord Salisbury prepared to concede-—as 
he would have been—what Russia wanted, 
it would have been the obvious occasion 
to explain that we were not a permanent 
obstacle to Russia's designs, but that 


to bring them about must be the 
result of an understanding — with 
us. That belongs to past history, and | 


do not wish to dwell upon it; but our 
treaty rights, on which our position de- 
pends, have been by a slow process 


‘gradually eaten away—not altogether, 


but considerably eaten away. On paper 
we are entitled to much more than our 
trade secures. I admit that it is not 
under the present Government alone that 
this diminution of our treaty rights has 
been going on. Many of them are old 
treaties which in practice have been con- 
siderably impaired. But in August, 1897, 
Lord Salisbury wrote a despatch to say 
that Her Majesty’s Government could not 
support British merchants in claiming any 
privileges which they had not enjoyed in 
the past. That has been construed to 
mean that treaty rights which exist on 
paper, if they have fallen into desuetude, 
will not be pressed by the Foreign Office. 


_ able te compete against Great Britain. I that we have more treaty rights on paper 


do not think goods will ever be carried | than we mean to enforce. 


With regard 


to China by rail. Therefore the railway | to internal navigation, I would raise the 





is a political matter, and so far Russia! same point—what has been given on 
has gained. To a certain extent it is! paper has not been realised in practice. 
| 
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It was on March 1, 1898,* not February 
25, that Lord Curzon made this state- 
ment— 

“That the opening of the iaternal naviga- 
tion on all rivers in China to British steamers 
from the ensuing summer means that we shall 
he able to take British merchandise in British 
ships, not merely to the ports recognised by 
Treaty, but to every riverside town and station 
in the whole of the interior of China.” 

The right hon. Gentleman met this 
point very fairly by admitting that in 
practice great difficulties had been found 
which prevented this promise being as 
fully realised as was expected at the time 
the statement was made. But, of course, 
he will understand that, when that state- 


ment was made by Lord Curzon, there was | 


very great anxiety as to whether we were 
not being worsted in the contest for com- 
mercial supremacy in China, and that 
statement undoubtedly went far not only 
in the House, but in the press, to disarm 
criticism. If it disarmed criticism, and 
has not been realised since, it is not un- 
natural that it should be the cause of 
renewed criticism. As to Wei-hai-wei, 
we on this side generally deprecated the 


cecupation of Wei-ha i-wel, doubting 
whether any good object would be 
secured. We were told then that it 


would not be in any case of commercial 
value, though it turns out that it is of | 
commercial value. We were told that it 
was of value as giving moral courage to 
the Government of Pekin. I cannot say 
that the evidence of that moral courage 
has been apparent since the occupation of 
Wei-hai-wei. I have always been of 
opinion that for a second naval base we 
should have been in a stronger position if 
we had taken some place nearer to the 
mouth of the Yang-tsze, and what I fear is 
that the occupation of this second 
naval station may make us more reluc- 
tant, if the time comes, to take a station 
which may be necessary nearer to the 
centre of our commercial interests. It is : 
more difficult to take a third base than to 
take a second. Now I come to the 
question of concessions. I have great | 
sympathy with a great deal of what the 
right hon. Gentleman said about that. It 
is not so long ago that M. Deleassé, 
speaking in the French Chamber, gave a 
warning of the same kind—-that conces- 
sions were being pressed and that advan- 
tages were being asked for; and that in 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. liv., page 335. 
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some cases it was well to bear in mind 
that there were parts of China which 
were conspicuous for their want of 
resources and the abundance of piracy. 
I am afraid that concessions have heen 
pressed for which are not in themselves 
very desirable—which are a “try on,” 
and which have no real backing behind 
them ; and the Government ought not to 
be open to reproach because in every 
case it does not lend its influence to sup- 
port them. I doubt whether at this 
moment the granting of more concessions 
will tend to the development of the trade 
of China. The danger is that they may 
prevent China from being developed. 
Given concessions limited in number and 
backed by capital, they will assist the 
development of China. But an_ over- 
great number of concessions, — of 
which comparatively few are ex- 
ploited, is likely to be a drawback. 
You may have the ground covered by 
paper concessions which positively block 
the way. Railway concessions may be 
obtained through large districts of China 
by people who may not be prepared to 
give effect to them ; and they will prevent 
other people from, in the course of time, 
getting effective concessions. Therefore, 
I am not anxious to see this competition 
in concessions carried further ; and the 
want of concessious is not the real 
obstacle to the development of trade in 
China. We all feel that there may be an 
enormous development of trade in China. 
With the population and resources of the 
country, its power to enter into exchange 
of commerce with Europe is far greater 
than has been realised in practice, though 
not, perhaps, in imagination. What are 
the real obstacles ? Piracy is one obstacle. 
3rigands on land appear to be another ; 
and I am not sure that the worst is not 
the leakage in the /Jikin duties. If these 
could be removed there would be a 
tremendous expansion of trade between 
China and foreign nations. But I have 
no doubt that it is very difficult to effect 
this. The British Government and others 
certainly ought to lose no opportunity of 
bringing to the notice of the Government 
of Pekin cases of disorder, or breaches 
of Conventions, or tampering with the 
likin duty. But the difficulty is not to 
bring these things to the notice of the 
Government of Pekin, but to get 
them to give redress; and the problem 
is how to make China govern itself 


well, how to introduce Western methods 
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of government into China. Directly any 


progress is made in that direction, you | 


will have a tremendous expansion of 


{30 Marcu 1900} 


trade; but as long as the Government | 


‘ yemains as it is now, however many con- 


cessions are granted, it will be impossible 
for trade to make those leaps and bounds 
which it could do with greater security. 
There are three stages in governing well. 
There is first the desire, second the 
capacity, and third the habit of govern- 
ing well. 
not yet the desire to improve the methods 
of government. If she had, then the 
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favourable response—certainly from our 
own Government. The United States 
for a long time strictly adhered to the 
principle of not interfering in foreign 
affairs generally. This cireular of the 
United States is a departure from their 


‘old practice, and I think that they are to: 


be congratulated, having thus decided to 


‘take the initiative in a question of 
/general policy, that that initiative has 
‘been shown in a step of this kind. 


I am afraid that China has _ 


advice of the foreign nations might be | 


useful in developing her capacity ; and 
once capacity is developed then the habit 
will follow. Promises are given about 


internal navigation, about concessions, | 


and so forth; but the Chinese Govern- 
ment in giving them is not really anxious 
that the trade of China should be 


developed ; and whatever good intentions | 


there may be seem to get lost in the local 
officials and the peculiar methods of 
Chinese government. The local officials 
take advantage of the weakness of the 
central Government: and the central 
(rovernment takes advantage in turn of 
the divisions between the foreign nations. 
Sometimes it seems to be the shuttlecock 


hetween the diplomatists and the local | 


ofticials ; and I am not sure that it does 


not appreciate the situation. It is difficult , 
in these circumstances to make progress ; | 


and the most satisfactory thing in the Blue- 
hook is that some agreement has been made 
hetween the Powers as to a common line 
of action. I cordially endorse what the 
right hon. Gentleman said, that we ought 
to he careful not to be led into any 
course Which would lead to the occupa- 
tion of territory in China or the employ- 
ment of troops on land. We must show 
the utmost energy in pressing things on 
the Government of Pekin, but we must 
always look upon those two things as 
essentially undesirable. I hope that 
other Powers will feel that. If that is 
sv, more ean be done if the Powers them- 
selves concentrate their efforts on what is 
practicable. If thev will concert to use 
pressure together, then the Yamen may 
he compelled to go, slowly, in the direction 
desired. But when one Power pushes by 
itself in one direction and another Power 
pushes in another direction, no progress is 
possible. We are all exceedingly gratified 
that the United States Government's 
circular to the Powers has met with a 


I hope it will be a cause of some gratifica- 
tion, as the step is one which was well 
received by the Powers. If the Powers. 
would agree un the “open door” they 


would be safe as regards themselves. 
| But it is not only the United States which 


has expressed its strong opinion in this 
matter, M. Deleassé in the French 
Chamber said— 


“The majority of these enterprises (French): 
are developed in regions other than those 
which, if the policy of zones of influence pre- 
vailed, might constitute the French zone. Is. 
not this enough to caution us against the 
onerous vagaries of which [ spoke just now, 
and to induce us, on the contrary, to keep. 
China open to the free conflict of the intelli- 
gence and capital of the whole world?” 


Our own opinion is declared to the world « 
and I think it is possible to look on the 


| future commercial development of China 


with more equanimity than ever before, if 
foreign nations who are interested de- 
termine to preserve the “open door,” 


which is the best guarantee of the 
integrity of China. I hope they 
will go a little further, and agree 
gradually on a little concerted pres- 
sure. When breaches of regulations. 


take place, when outrages occur, and diffi- 


culties about internal navigation arise,. 


they might use their diplomatic influence 
all together at Pekin in the same direction. 
I admit that it is rather difficult to 
preserve the integrity of a country by a 
pressure from the outside, but at the 
same time I am sure that in the long run 
in dealing with the integrity of China 
there must be a considerable amount of 
administrative reform. I hope from what 
we have seen about the open door there 
is some prospect that there will be a free 
interchange of views between the foreign 
(sovernments concerned in Chinese trade: 
and affairs, that they will be able to pull 
together to use all their influence and to 
exert it together at Pekin, a policy whieh 
is necessary to secure the growth of trade 
and better government in China, and to 
maintain the integrity of the country. 
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Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): With 


regard to the position to be taken up by 


SOD 
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The great difficulty with regard to the 
development of the waterways is that you 


the Powers, I think it has been shown | have two systems of finance in China. 
that the position of China at the present | You have the provincial finance and the 


time is entirely different from that in | Imperial finance. 


which it stood when we last discussed the 
question. We have this declaration of 
the French Minister, and we have had 
America declaring that we should, along 
with other countries, declare that the 
open door should be maintained through- 
out China. 


gratulated. The American Ambassador, 


| 


| 


There are certain things on | 
which the Government ought to be con- ; 


writing to Lord Salisbury, says he believes | 


it “to be the settled law of this country 


is 


that no commercial advantage to be gained | 


hy us will conflict with the advantage to 
he gained by other countries.” I think 


The Imperial authori- 
ties make out the amount required for 
carrying on the Government, and it sends 
down requisitions to the provincial 
authorities, and they have to send enough 
to Pekin to meet the requirements of the 
central authority. The House will see that 
if you propose to introduce a new method 
in respect of the inland waterways, you 
run the danger of confusing your inland 
trade with your maritime trade, and it 
the difficulty of distinguishing 


between the two systems of trade—the 
danger of their being mixed up 
ithat has led to the  oppositicn 


that is a point Lord Salisbury is to be | 


congratulated upon. With regard to 
one point referred to by the hon. 
Member—the extent of our trade in- 
terests in China—lI wish to deal with it 
for a moment, because he took a small 
view. He said that our trade with 
China was 3 per cent. of our total foreign 
trade. It appears to be forgotten, how- 
ever, that our Empire as a whole is largely 
interested in the trade of China. The 
foreign trade of China at the present 
time amounts to only 2s. per head of the 


population, but if it is developed to the 


extent that the trade of Japan is deve- 
loped, I believe the foreign trade of China 
will amount to something like two 
hundred millions per annum, of which 
sum our Empire will have by far the 
larger share. Therefore, I am justified 
in drawing attention to the remark of the 
hon. Gentleman with respect to the 
trade with China. It bears, as the 
hon. Baronet has said, wpon the question 
of the reform of China. I have been one 
of those who have held that this country 
has ready at its hand a great duty to 
perform, and I have used the phrase in con- 
nection with it of “‘ Egyptianising China.” 
One does not wish to convey the im- 
pression that this country and America 
have large enterprises for the acquisition 
of territory in China. A great burden 
would be laid upon the shoulders of this 
country if we undertook the reform of all 
the departments of Chinese administration. 
The point I wish to deal with to-night is 
the question of the inland waterways and 
their development and use by this 
country. That is directly affected by the 
reform of the administration of China. | 


of the provincial authorities to the open- 
ing up of the inland waterways of China. 
In dealing with this matter, surely the 
simplest way of all, now that the Chinese 
are asking for a revision of the tariff at 
the treaty ports, would he to come to an 
arrangement by which the /iAin would be 


altogether abolished and another tariff 


introduced at our treaty ports. There is 
another point that bears on the same 
question. At the present time there is 
an enormous leakage in the revenues of 
China, and a very distinguished authority 
has pointed out that in the land tax alone 
there is a leakage of something like four- 
teen millions per annum. It is not con- 
ceivable how that amount clisappears, but 
the figures are given hy a distinguished 
authority, and there can be no doubt that 
you have an enormous margin to go upon 
with which you might develop another 
reform, and that is to undertake the 
proper payment of the officials throughout 
the length and breadth of China who are 
entrusted with the control of the various 
departments. What is the position of 
the ordinary official in China? An official 
has to pay a large sum for his post, and 
he is not certain how long he will hold 
it ; he has a large crowd of needy relatives 
who feed upon him, and he must during 
his term of office do his best to recoup 
himself for his outlay. Here you have 
one of the root evils in China. If you 
had China properly administered, and its 
finances placed on a sound footing, you 
would have an ample margin to pay these 
officials proper salaries, and so deprive 
them of any excuse for resorting to the 
system of bleeding the revenue. I want to 
ask the House, what is there so extravagant 
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jn this country asking, in conjunction 


reform of these various parts of the ad- 
ministration of China? Would there be 
anything very serious in retaining the 
services of some distinguished financier to 
yreside over an Imperial Board of Revenue 
in Pekin? I cannot, for my own part, 
see where the extravagance comes in. I 
think those who have studied the subject 
must be convinced that one way to keep 
China upon its legs is to adopt some 
system of reform such as I have ventured 
to suggest I do not want to speak 
strongly upon the methods that have 
been pursued in the past. I think I 
have had the honour of saying before 
what the hon. Baronet said about the 
treatment of the affair of Port Arthur, 
and I think it would have been far 
better if an agreement had been arrived 
at at the time of a friendly nature. I am 
hound to say that the Government have 
undoubtedly done their best to deal in 
an effective manner with the different 
matters brought before them, but this 
isthe complaint I should be rather in- 
clined to make. My right hon. friend 
sul that the remedies had _ been 
“prompt.” That is a word I could not 
use, because it appears to me throughéut 
the Blue-book that the remedy applied 
has not been prompt. Take the case of the 
murder of Mr. Fleming. He was murdered 
wider circumstances of peculiar horror, 
and it has taken nearly a year to bring 
the criminal to justice. For a long time 
this criminal remained near his own 


home—something like four months—and | 
although during the whole of that time | 


he was known to be there, no attempt 
was made to arrest him. I take this as 
an example of the way in which our 
Government failed to act as promptly as 
they ought. Through the whole corre- 


spondence it appears that you must show | 


an absolutely firm front to the Chinese 
Government. Supposing you have an 
oficial in China of high integrity and | 
capacity, who is convinced that the 
safety of his country lies in furthering 
British interests in China, supposing that, 
in furthering these interests, he incurs | 
the hostility of a neighbouring Power | 
which is able to make its influence felt in 
Various ways, supposing that man has 
British Government and | 
British traders in obtaining something | 
they desired to have, and after having | 
done that, he is brought to trial on a charge | 


{30 Marcu 1900} 






in China. 89s 


of having misappropriated funds-—sup- 
with the other Powers, to undertake the | 


posing all that done, if you find that man 
dismissed and disgraced, do you think that 
your Government, by allowing such 
treatment to take place to a high official 
of great integrity, is promoting your 
interests in China? Another example is 
this. The demand for the cession of 
Wei-hai-wei was received on a Thursday. 
It was put betore the Yamen on 
Friday, and I think it was on the following 
Tuesday that Wei-hai-wei was handed 
over to this country. That shows you 
what you can do if you make up your 
minds to act. I give this illustration as 
showing my view of the position the 
Government ought to take up in China. 

“Sir CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester; 
shire, Forest of Dean): When the Unde 
Secretary of State says that it seems to 
him to be a sufficient answer to the severe 
condemnation contained in the terms of 
the notice placed on the Paper that the 
House was rather empty during the 
greater part of the evening, I think the 
House itself will hardly think the empti- 
ness of the House—when there could be 
no division—is any answer to the charges 
my hon. friend has brought against the 
Government. The Under Secretary 
answered himself also in another phrase 
of his own speech. He said that the 
coming on of this subject for discussion 
had been rather unexpected. The debate 
to-night has established this fact : that in 
the opinion of the great majority on both 
sides of this House who take any interest 
in Chinese affairs, the weakest point in 
the foreign policy of Her Majesty's 


Government has been the story ot 
our dealings with China itself, and 
that was as fully admitted by the 


hon. Member for Chester as it was in the 
speech of my hon. friend who so much 
pleased the House. The Under Secretary 
has contended that the charges brought 
against the Government are old and stale, 
and he challenged Members who enter- 
tained doubts with regard to the policy 
of the Government to quote from the 
Blue Book any actual instance of the 
failure of the Government. Let us take 
one matter which is specially interesting 
to the commerce of this country—I mean 
the development of the trade upon the 
rivers. The hon. Baronet speaking from 
our front bench declared that that was the 
main ground for self-praise which the 
Government selected on previous occasions 
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in this House, They said, “ At all events 
nothing could be more important for 
British trade. We have got this under- 
standing for the complete development 


of the internal navigation of China 
wid British steamers going over the 


waterways carrying our goods there.” 
The late Under Secretary for Foreign 
Affairs— Mr. Curzon as he then was—- 
made the statement on three occasions in 
the strongest note, ina song of triumph 
as to the policy of the Government in 
that respect. Everyone who knows any- 
thing of the trade of China will recognise 
the importance of developing the water- 
ways of China. The words Mr. Curzon 
used in uttering that song of triumph 


were none too strong if the thing 
had really been brought about. The 
hon. Baronet the Member for the 


Berwick division of Northumberland 
and the hon. Member who last addressed 
the House have both alluded to it in 
general terms. What is the statement 
made on behalf of the Government by 
their own agents in the Blue-hook itself ? 
There are three passages in communica- 
tions from Government agents, and one 
from Sir Robert Hart. They are very 
short, and I will read them as they stand. 
In the report on the trade on the West 
River I tind these words 

“ Were the inland waters open, and equality 
of treatment secured to both, a large increase, 
in which hoth Chinese and British vessels 
would participate, would inevitably oceur. .. . 
Under the heading of internal trade comes the 
crux of the whole failure of the so-called upen- 
ing of the inland waters.” 

Acting-Consul Fox, writing from Wuchow 
on June “th, 1899, says 

“ Foreign steamers on the West River are 
now, to all intents and purposes, on precisely 
the same footing as were steamers on the 
Yang-tsze before the opening of the inland 
waters of China.” 

Sir Robert Hart wrote on May 12th, 
1899— 

“This privilege [the privilege of trading on 
the inland waterways], whether rightly or 
wrongly thought valuable, will require years 
of patient nursing before it can possibly answer 
any expectations.” 

This is what has followed the great boast 
to the House of the success of your policy 
in China. This was the one thing that 
you were supposed really to have 
obtained, and this is the thing 
I have shown conclusively by the letters 
of vour own agents these you have alto- 
gether failed to secure. I have only one 
Nor Charh x Lrilke. 
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other thing to say in regard to what fell 
from the hon. Member for Chester in the 
last part of his speech. The note of hope 
that he struck in the last words of his 
speech concerned the action of the United 
States. That action has been minimised 
by the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs. He has twice spoken of 
it as if it had to do only with the open 
door. As [ read the despatch of the 
United States, and as it has been under- 
stood in the United States, the open door 
is not the main point of United States 
policy in China. They put before the 
open door in writing to us the policy of 
promoting reforms in China, The Under 
Secretary of State altogether minimised 
the new departure in the policy of the 
United States. He puts forward the open 
door as the main portion of their policy, 
while the main portion of their policy as 
regards China is to develop China on the 
lines of the reformed Government, which 
is the first point referred to in the 
despatch. It was quite clear in what the 
hon. Member said about Egyptianising 
China that he did not mean we were to 
undertake that work ourselves. Tam quite 
sure he was alluding only to European 
contgol in reforming the Government, and 
not to the undertaking of that work by 
any single Power. We should not min- 
mise this new departure on the part of 
the United States as if it referred to tke 
open door alone. As I understand the 
dispatch of the United States, what we 
are asked to do is to co-operate with the 
United States in this policy of developing 


China. The United States asked for 
united action 
“to promote the administrative reform so 


ereatly needed for strengthening the Imperial 
Government and maintaining the integrity of 
China, in which the whole Western world is 
alike concerned.” 


That is the main point of the American 
poliev The open door only follows inet- 


: dentally, as it were, from it. My hon. friend 


the Member for the Barnsley division, 
is not, I think, open to the charge made 
against him to-night of desiring that we 
by ourselves should undertake the reform 
of the Government of China, because he 
wishes us frankly to accept the American 
invitation with more exact knowledge of 
what it really means than the Govern- 
ment seem to possess. They have 
assented to it, but with special reference 
to the open door, and it was to that 
alone the Under Secretary for Foreign 
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Affairs devoted his speech to-night. 
hon. Member for Chester referred to the 
forcible upsetting of the reform move- 
ment. 
Government to know things they have 
not yet heard, but there are weighty 
reasons for believing that one of the 
leading reformers Kung-ya-wei has 
been kidnapped and carried off from 
British territory. It was long since known 
that this reformer had a price set on his 
head, and that a sum of 100,000  dols. 
had been offered for him dead or alive. 
He fled to British Columbia and returned 
to Hong Kong, where he was living under 
police protection, the police occupying 
the house in which he dwelt. If he has 
been kidnapped after this price had 
been set on his head, not only should 
prompt action be taken by this country, 
hut it seems to me it might form an occa- 
sion in which we might properly ask the 
United States, in support of their own 
policy, to co-operate with us in any 
measures which it may be necessary to 
take. They are desirous of reform, and 
we are told that a would-be reformer has 
heen carried off from a British colony. If 
that proves to be true it may provide a 
leverage for that joint action by the 
United States and ourselves which we 
should all like to see at the present 
moment, 


*Mr. MALCOLM (Sutfolk, Stowmarket): 
The right hon. Baronet has indicated that 
the gist of the United States despatch 
refers to the strengthening of the Imperial 
Government of China, and the mainten- 
ance of the integrity of China. But to 
me this passage seems only the exordium 
of the despatch. The real gravamen is 
contained under headings one, two, and 
three, on which the United States Govern- 


ment desires from Her Majesty’s Govern- | 


ment a declaration, and in them there is 
nothing about strengthening the Imperial 
(Government. 

*Strn CHARLES DILKE: 


It believes 


such a result may be greatly aided and | 


advaneed by the declaration. 


*Mr. MALGOLM : Although the right | 


hon. Baronet has great experience of des- 


130 Marcu 1900} 
The ; 


Of course, we cannot expect the | 
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is almost empty now when the question 
is being discussed. A year. or two ago 
when the question was raised the House 
was always full, and we had what is 
called a full dress debate. Now there is 
no outery, and | find myself in almost 
complete accord with my hon. friend the 
Member for Chester, who has heen one of 
the most acute critics of the Government 
with reference to Chinese questions. — | 
think the hon. Baronet the Member for 
the Berwick Division of Northumberland 
has put his tinger on the chief dittieulty of 
doing anything with the Government of 
China. In his observations on the 
phifosophy of government he said they 
had neither the desire not the capacity for 
reform. I think there is a great danger in 
the House—which has been illustrated to 
some extent by the speech of the hon. 
Member for the Barnsley Division -of 
considering the Chinese question as rather 
a parochial question, as if this country by 
a sir volo, sie jubeo attitude could do what- 
ever it liked with an — enormous 
empire like that of China. Therefore | 
think that his observations that “ we will 
stand no nonsense ” about one thing and 
“insist” on something else, are com- 
pletely out of place, because in my 
opinion we have absolutely no power to 
enforce such threats upon the Government 
of China. The hon. Member also said 
that he at last had come to the conclusion 
that owing to some Government manave- 
ment or mismanagement in this country, 
we had begun to treat the North China 
question not as a sea question, but as a 
land question. | have always thought 
that this problem of North China lav in 
a land question, not in a sea question. | 
have always felt, as the noble Lord said 
to-night, that we lay too much stress on 
the question of the cession of Port 
Arthur, and, if anything, not enough 
of stress on the action going on along 


‘the boundary between the south of the 


Russian dominions and Northern China. 
I have means of knowing from those who 
have travelled along that boundary that 
there are Russian camps along the whole 
distance within the boundary of China 


| not military camps, it is true, but tradine 


patches [ think the greatest stress is laid on | 


headings one, two, and three. I think we 
may congratulate Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, that so little is now heard in the 


country about China, and that the House | to-night that we ought not to’ pay 


“amps, Which get into the confidence of 
the Chinese, which lend them money, and 
which are preparing the way, no doubt, 
for the possible annexation of Northern 
China. Yet, upon the whole, [ 
agree with the noble Lord who said 
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so much attention to Northern China, 
but ought to confine our energies and 
attention to the Yang-tsze valley, which he 
said we should take within our sphere of 
influence. But I do not agree with 


him when he diminishes altogether the | 
importance of our possession of Wei- | 


hai-wei. It is possible that Wei-hai-wei 
is not the strategie base it was supposed 
to be, or that it does 
commercial advantages it was supposed to 
have, but at the time that possession was 
secured it was absolutely necessary that 


some make-weight should be obtained Dy | 


England as against the acquisitions of 
Russia and Germany ; and I do not know 
what better we could have done at that 
time than to secure Wei-hai-wei as a 
make-weight, and what better we can do 
now than improve it as a port under the 
direction of the Admiraity. The hon. 
Member for the Barnsley Division also 
referred to the question of the Yang-tsze 
valley. Iam not sure he did not use the 
phrase “ Yang-tsze myth,” but he rather 
set on one side the value of our conces- 
sions in the Yang-tsze valley. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON : 


ho concessions. 


We have 


*Mr. MALCOLM : That is a point to 
he subsequently discussed. It seems to 
me we have the Yang-tsze valley as a 
sphere of influence as against Russian 
influence in Northern China. If we 
advocate the confinement of our energies 
to the Yang-tsze valiey, what we mean is, 


British interests in other parts of China, 
Int that we are prepared to concentrate 
our pressure in that particular portion 
of China. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON: 
correct the hon. Gentleman 4 
speak of the Yang-tsze valley as a myth. 
What I said was that any agreement 
between the British and Chinese Govern- 
ments giving us any priority of right in 
the Yang-tsze valley was a myth. 


May | 


*Mr. MALCOLM : Many hon. Members 
appear inclined to consider anything 
this country has got as a paper concession, 
and that everything other nations get is 
of very material importance. I con- 
sider myself that the Government have 
absolutely nothing to be blamed for in 
this matter. They have not been behind 


Ur. Malcolm. 
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|The Crimean War 
not that we are going to lose sight of | 
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other Governments. They have the 
interests of their country at heart, and 
are doing their work in as statesmanlike 
a way as other countries are doing their 
work. It does seem to me, noticing as | 
do in this House and in the country an 
utter absence of the excitement which 
prevailed a year or two ago with reference 
to the Chinese question, that the obvious 
deduction is that we are all infinitely 
more satisfied now than we were before 
with the action of the Government with 
regard to the Chinese question, and that 
we all observe the material concessions 
made to this country through the states- 
manship of the Government by the 
Government of the Empire of China. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar. 
mouth): I think the Government are to be 
congratulated upon the firmness with 
which they appear to stand by the 
opinion that we should not incur terri- 
torial responsibilities in China. I only 
wish that that opinion had _ prevailed 
sooner, and that we had not increased 
our land responsibilities by taking Wei- 
hai-wei with a land frontier. I cannot 
but think that debates in this House on 
the question of China are very like 
getting up a discussion on the 8th or 9th 
chapter of a book without having read 
the previous chapters. It is said that 
this Government lost this chance or that, 
as if these matters were quite modern 
history. My own opinion is that the real 
chance this country lost was in 1855-6. 
is the original cause 
of Russia being at Port Arthur to-day. 
It was magnificent strategy of Russia, 
and it was our own want of information 
and our failure in military and naval action 
in the North Pacific that gave Russia 
the first grip on the sea coast. It was 
wonderful strategy on the part of Russia, 
and we then lost our chance of effective 
interference to stop the growth of Russian 


' interference at Pekin which was inevitable 


when Russia got to the sea with a long 
frontier behind. My own belief is that 
the Government are taking a wise step 
in doing what is practicable in concert 
with other Powers to deal with China 
through her waterways, and in no other 
way whatever. Even granted that the 
British and United States Governments 


_and all the Powers in Europe combine, 


I believe when young men now in 
this House are old that the Treasury 
Bench will still be charged with 
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not having — sufficiently accelerated | 
matters in China because any process of | 
improvement must be of very long 
duration, so great is the inertia of the 
yast mass of human beings who inhabit 
the country. 

(Juestion put, and agreed to. 

SUPPLY. 
Considered in Committee. 
(In the Committee.) 


[The Lorp ApvocaATE, (Mr. A. Graham 
Murray, Buteshire), in the Chair. | 
CIVIL SERVICE EstimMATeEs, 1900-1901. 
Crass I. 


1. £29,000, to complete the sum for 
Royal Palaces and Marlborough House. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanark, Mid) said 


the First Commissioner of Works would 


recollect that on a former occasion 
he referred to a certain collection 
of paintings and other articles, the 


property of the nation, which was in 
Buckingham Palace. As the matter had 
heen already discussed he did not desire 
another discussion, but he thought it was 
important that the Vote should not be 
taken without reference to the subject, 
asin that way a reform might in years be 
lnought about. The paintings referred 
to were left by one of the Georges to the 
nation, aid not to the Crown personally. 
They were very historic and valuable, 
and the question arose whether they 
ought not to be removed to some place 
where the public might view them, or, if 
that were not possible, whether some por- 
tions of Buckingham Palace should not 
he thrown open a little more often to the 
public. Royal Palaces on the Continent 
were much more open to the public. 
Even Windsor Castle was thrown open 
at certain times, and it seemed strange 
that the public should be excluded from 
Buckingham Palace, which was less in the 
personal occupation of the Crown than 
any of the other Royal Palaces. 


{Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., 
Thirsk) sueceeded Mr. A. Graham Murray 
in the Chair. | 


Mr. CALDWELL : 
that as regarded Palaces occupied by the 
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Crown there was no difficulty in the 
way of the public getting access to them 
at certain convenient times, whereas the 
public were excluded from Buckingham 
Palace in the interests of minor people. 


He did not think the Crown had any 


wish to exclude the public from Bucking- 
ham Palace, and that must be the act 
of some minor officials. It was quite true 
that the First Commissioner of Works 
expressed himself clearly on the subject 
last year, but another year had _ since 
elapsed, and he hoped there would he a 
change of opinion, and that Bucking- 
Palace 


ham would be thrown open 
to the public at certain times. If 
not, then tbe collection to which 


he had referred, and which was the pvro- 
perty of the nation, should be removed to 
some building where the public could view 
it. He noticed that the installation of 
electric light in Buckingham Palace had 
cost £11,000, and that was an additional 
reason why the Palace should be thrown, 
open to the public. With regard 
to the installation of electric light 
at Windsor Castle £2,000 was taken 
on account, and he would be glad if the 
First Commissioner of Works would state 
how much was to be expended altogether. 
There was hardly anything at all for re- 
pairs to Holyrood Castle. It had the dis- 
advantage that the Queen only went 
there occasionally, but the building re- 
quired that money should be spent on it 
to keep it in decent repair, especially 
when so much was spent on the Royal 
Palaces in England. 


THe FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouG Las, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): The hon. Member has 
again raised the question of the opening 
of Buckingham Palace to the public, but 
I am afraid I have no other answer to 
give him than that which it was my duty 
to give on several previous occasions. — | 
would point out to the hon. Member that 
Buckingham Palace is on rather a differ- 
ent footing to other Palaces. Although 
Her Majesty does not occupy it to any 
very large extent, it is after all the town 
house of Her Majesty and her family, 


'and I can assure the hon. Member that 


there are very few weeks in which it is 


not occupied either by members of Her 


Majesty’s family or Her Majesty’s 


visitors. ] do not think that Her Majesty 
It was remarkable | 


can be accused of auy want of considera- 
tion or selfishness in the way in which 
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she throws the Royal Palaces not in| to an item for fuel, light, water, and 
Her Majesty’s occupation open to household articles supplied at the Royal 
the _ public. I may illustrate my _ residences. He wished to know if, when 


argument by reminding the Committee 
that within the last two vears Her 
Majesty has allowed Kensington Palace 
to be opened to the public, and further, 
has thrown the grounds attached to the 
Royal Palace at Kew into Kew Gardens. 
{ am afraid I cannot hold out any hope 
that so far as Buckingham Palace is con- 
cerned it will be thrown open to the 
public. The hon. Member also referred 
to the electric lighting installation at 
Buckingham Palace and Windsor Castle. 
The safety of Buckingham Palace was 
recently consid-red by a Committee, and 


it was reported that it was in 
au extremely unsatisfactory condition, 
and the committee recommended that 


it should be lighted with electricity. 
With regard to Holyrood Palace, we have 
not spent as much money there as [should 
like to have seen expended, but I sincerely 
hope that this vear I shall be able to 
spend more upon that palace, and reduce 
the ineguality which exists. The hon, 
Member will bear with me, I think, when 
1 remind him of the very great expendi- 
ture we have had to incur this vear with 
vegard to national matters, and when | 
say that this is not a year in which I 
could successfully or fairly approach the 
Chaneellor of the Exchequer tor a large 
sum of money for this purpose. [ will 
lew in mind the suggestions of the hon. 
(rentleman opposite, and if during the 
vear 1 should feel myself justified in 
approaching the Treasury with regard to 
furcher expenditure on Holyrood Palace, 
1 will do so, 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) 
asked the First Commissioner of Works 
if some of the pictures and art treasures 
at Buckingham Palace could be trans- 
ferred for a time to Holyrood Palace. 
He was glad that the renovation of 


the tapestries at Holyrood Palace was | 


proceeding, and he wished to know if 
the right hon. Gentleman could give the 
Committee any idea when they would be 
completed, and if it was possible to 
increase the staff of girls engaged on that 
work. He was glad the right hon, Gentle- 
man was going to try to get more money 
for Holyrood Palace, which was one of the 
most neglected of all the palaces. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) | 
said he desired to ask a question in regard | 


Mr. Akers Douglas. 


' parishes 


they gave an eminent person a free resi- 
dence, they provided him with house. 
hold articles, such as coal seuttles and 
slop pails. He had been told that the 
First Commissioner of Works kept a kind 
of chandler’s shop to supply these goods 
to such people. He did not — this 
kind of thing was ever intended, and any- 
body who had a small house like Per. 
broke Lodge rent free, and enjoyed a great 
many other advantages, should not come 
upon the State for fuel, light, and honse- 
hold expenses. It was not right that the 
State should buy those small articles for 
these people, and he should like a little 
explanation as to what those household 
articles were, and whether they could not 
he reduced. 

Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: T entirely 
agree with the gist of the remarks of 
the hon. Member who has just: sat down, 
There is no fuel or light supplied free 


to any of the residences he has men- 
‘tioned. The only charge is one of £25 
for Pembroke Lodge, and that is in 


regard to the water supply. In all cases 
where residences are lent by Her Majesty 
they pay the whole of such charges. 
Certainly if the occupants of these houses 


live rent free by Her Majesty’s favour, 
they ought not to receive such per 
quisites. 

Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): | 


wish to eall the attention of the First 
Commissioner of Works to the road from 
Pall Mall to the entrance to Buckingham 
Palace. Last year [ defended what was 
considered to be an extravagance, but | 
am glad to see now that the road has 
heen completed. The right hon. Gentle- 
man will observe that in front of the 
stables at Buckingham Palace the paving 
of the crossing places and road 15 not 
in that good condition whieh it ought to 
be, and “T would suggest that he ‘should 
write a letter to the surveyors of the 
concerned, asking the — local 
authorities to put those roads in @ proper 
condition. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS : I may point 
out to the hon. Member that that ques- 
tion does not arise under this Vote. | 
may, however, thank him for his sugges- 
tion, and | will see what can be done to 
carry it out. 
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*Mr. WEIR: The right hon. Gentleman 
has not answered my points. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I did not 
mean any discourtesy to the hon. Mem- 
ber, but I thought I had answered his 
points when | replied to the hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark. With regard to the 
pictures and art gems at Buckingham 
Palace being transferred to Holyrood 
Palace, that is not a matter with which I 
have to deal. I think, however, that we 
should he very thankful to Her Majesty 
for allowing so many of the Koyal 
Palaces which are in her occupation for 
life to be thrown open to the public. 
With regard to Holyrood Palace, I agree 
that the amount spent there is soniewhat 
out of proportion to the expenditure upon 
the palaces in London. In regard to 
the tapestries, | will take care that no 
delay oceurs, and if a larger number 
of hands can be employed, that shall 
he done if it is possible with the amount 
of money at my disposal. 


Mr. CALDWELL thanked the right 
hon. Gentleman fer meeting the sugges- 
tions which had been made, and he had 
no doubt that he would carry out his 
promises. He desired, however, to point 
out that the public did not get as 
many facilities for visiting Buckingham 
Palace as they did of visiting Windsor 
Palace. There were some very valuable 
pictures and art gems at Buckingham 
Palace which they were not permitted to 
see, and as Buckingham Palace was closed 
so much to the public he thought it would 
be a good thing if those pictures and art 
gems were sent for a time to Holyrood 
Palace. 


Vote agreed to. 


2. Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not éxceeding £73,000, be 
vranted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the Charge 
which will come in course of payment 
during the vear ending on the 31st day 
of March, 1901, for the Royal Parks and 
Pleasure Gardens.” 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES © said he 
desired to ask a question upon a matter 
about which there seemed to him consider- 
able doubt. On page 11 there was an 


item, * Appropriations in Aid” for key 
subscriptions amounting to £696. He 


VOL. LXXXI. 
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believed those were subscriptions to 
public parks set apart for private use. 
He understood that this sum represented 
the sale to private individuals of private 
privileges in public pieces of ground. He 
thought all public parks and pleasure- 
grounds for which they were asked to 
vote money should be devoted to the 
public. He did not think the First Com- 
missioner of Works should set aside any 
portion of those grounds exclusively for 
the use of private persons. He thought 
the appropriations in aid were altogether 
wrong and improper. He did not pro- 
pose to move a reduction, because he 
believed it would be ruled out of 
order. His opinion was that it ought 
not to be there, and he should like to ask 
the right hon. Gentleman for an explana- 
tion of it. He proposed to move to 
diminish the amount of, these appropria- 
tions. : 


Tuk CHAIRMAN: The hon. Mem- 
ber would not be in order in’ proposing 
the reduction alluded to, 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES pointed out 
that his motion would leave the amount 
of the Vote exactly as it was now. 


THe CHAIRMAN: It would not be 


in order. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: The amount 
voted will not be increased or diminished 
by one farthing by my motion, and the 
sum would be voted whether the appro- 
priation is there or not. 


Mr. CALDWELL said there was 
alwavs a way of getting out of the difti- 
culty, for they could move a reduction at 
any time or for any reason. There were 
certain privileges which had been given 
to certain people which, he thought, 
ought not to have been given, and, there- 
fore, they could move a reduction on 
that ground. They were quite entitled 
to say that they declined to allow this 
sum of money to be voted for the public 
parks, for which special privileges were 
given to private persons. He contended 
that a motion for the reduction of the 
Vote would be a perfectly competent pro- 
position, on the general ground that the 
parks had not been used for the public 
generally. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES said) what 
he suggested was not a reduction of the 
» N 
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Vote by £100, but simply that the appro- 
priation should be diminished, which 
would leave the Vote unchanged. 


Mr. CALDWELL held that according 
to the rules of the House if they wanted 
an increase in the Vote the only way to 
do it was to move a reduction, which was 
the only way of testing it. [Laughter.] 
There was no more absurdity in moving 
a reduction when they wished the Vote 
to remain as it was than in moving a 
reduction when they wished it to be 
increased. To put the matter in order 
he would move that the Vote be reduced 
by £100. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £72,900, be 
granted for the said service.”-—-(Mr. 
Caldiell.) 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: These sub- 
scriptions only amount to something like 
£400. They are in respect of Hamilton 
Place Gardens and some private enclo- 
sures in Regent’s Park, but they only 
amount toa small sum. My hon. friend 
himself has enjoyed these gardens, and I 
would ask under these circumstances 
whether he regards their use as an 
exclusive privilege. I do not think that 
any general case has been made out in 
favour of doing away with all these keys 
at once, but I will undertake to look into 
the matter and see if anv of them can be 
foregone. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: Would the 
right hon. Gentleman tell the Committee 
how many of these places there are / 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: [ think 
only two, but I will inquire and inform 
the Committee on the Report stage, or 
communicate with my hon. friend  pri- 
vately. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: After the con- 
ciliatory answer of the right hon. Gentle- 
man, I would appeal to my hon. friend 
not to divide on this question ; but I 
wish to emphasise the point raised 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
King’s Lynn, that these subscriptions are 
not for admissions from private gardens 
only into public parks but for private 
entries into public parks maintained out 
of the public funds. That happens in 
Hamilton Place Gardens and other parts 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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adjoining Regent’s Park, and the general 
public think that these persons should not 
get the exclusive right of user of any part 
of Regent’s Park, and when these key 
tenancies terminate I hope the right hon, 
Gentleman will consider the advisability 
of not renewing them. I am very glad 
to hear that there will presently be an 
opportunity for exercising his discretion 
in connection with Regent’s Park. May 
I suggest to him that he should adopt 
the policy of the County Council, who make 
«a considerable revenue from people 
with premises abutting on open 
spaces by charging a key fee of 
7s. 6d., though they have only the 
same right of user as the public. 
In Regent’s Park many people pay two or 
three guineas a year for an advantage 
worth £200 or £300, because of the 
magnificent gardens placed at their dis- 
posal. The people outside that ring 
strongly oppose the arrangement, and | 
think the gardens should he thrown open 
to the general public. 


Mr W. A. McARTHUR (Cornwall, 
St. Austell): I should like to ask a ques- 
tion—I admit, out of mere personal 
curiosity. How is it that the inhabitants 
of Hamilton Place Gardens are the happy 
possessors of keys at all! 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May | ex 
plain that. I paid three guineas for my 
key. It was not a gift at all, and I gave 
it up. 


Mr. W. A. McARTHUR: I should 
like to ask how this particular part of 
the park was set apart for people who 
paid for their keys; and also whether 
there is any foundation for the statement 
that a payment of three guineas a yeat 
constitutes a kind of perpetual right to 
this part of the park. + As {I understand, 
there is no right beyond the year for 
which the subscription is paid, and I hope 
that next year the right hon. Gentleman 
will see his way to make an arrangement 
whereby this portion of the park will he 
put in the same position as the rest of the 
park for public use and enjoyment. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: The fee 
simply covers the year for which it is 


paid. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
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Original Question again proposed. 


*Mr. WEIR: I wish to call attention 
to the insufficient number of seats in 
Kew Gardens, and to ask the right hon. 
Gentleman whether he can see his way 
to provide better seating accommodation 
there. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: That ques- 


tion will be considered. 


Mr. CALDWELL: A large sum is 
paid every year out of Imperial funds 
for the up- keep of parks in London 
which, practically, ought to be kept 
up by the inhabitants of London them- 
selves. The property of these parks 
belongs to the Crown, but the people use 
them in the same way as the people in 
the provinces use their parks, which they 
not only have to keep up, but have to 
purchase in the first instance. I do not 
think it fair that the London parks should 
he kept up out of Imperial funds ; if the 
people of London want them let them 
keep them up at their own expense. It 
mav be said that people from the 
provinces use them, but if people from 
London go to the provinces or to Paris 
they get the use of the parks there. 
There is no argument therefore in the 
statement that because it is London the 
parks should be maintained at the national 
expense. The buildings around these parks 
increase enormously in value because of 
their proximity to the parks, and London 
benefits by the enhanced valuation of these 
buildings. People in the provinces have 
reason to complain, and I never could 
widerstand why London should be treated 
differently in the matter of parks from 
the provinces. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
| would like to ask the right” hon. 
(rentleman to kindly explain why cyclists 
are not allowed to use the roads in Kew 
(rardens under well-defined conditions. 
It is a favourite resort for cyclists, and it 
would be a luxury if they were allowed 
to ride through the Gardens. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: I would 
remind the hon. Gentleman that Kew 
Gardens are not a park, and I do not 
think it would be at all convenient, even 
if within statute, that evelists should be 
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allowed to use the footpaths in Kew 
Gardens any more than the footpaths out- 
side Kew Gardens. The value of Kew 
Gardens is, I have reason to hope, chiefly 
for students, and they are not regarded 
as a public park. I may mention that 
recently I caused better arrangements to 
be made for cycles at the entrance to 
Kew Gardens. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I observe 
there isanotherappropriationinaid—-£217 

which I believe is mainly derived from 
fees on presents of venison. That seems 
to me not creditable to the State. Cer- 
tain judges and other officials receive 
every year a quarter or a haunch of 
venison which is considered a very grace- 
ful and handsome present. It appears, 
however, that while giving this present 
with one hand you take a fee from the 
recipient with the other. I should like 
to know what is the value of the venison. 
When any friend of mine sends me a pre- 
sent of venison, I get rid of it as quickly 
as I can, and I have strong doubts whether 
the venison presented is worth the 
£217 in fees which is received for it. 
This question of fees is one that requires 
a general looking over. I understand 
that many persons who have been offered 
peerages have refused them because of 
the fees. When the Sovereign sends a 
man a present of venison be cannot send 
it back and say he does not want it ; but 
if he takes it he must pay the fee. That 
is not in the least creditable, and I hope 
the right hon. Gentleman will be able 
to give us an assurance that he will 
abolish the practice of giving away 
venison altogether, or else abolish the fees. 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS said tnat the 
tees referred to were merely nominal, and 
that several other amounts were included 
in the £217 mentioned. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS: The Chief Com- 
missioner of Works, like his predecessor, 
has given privileges to athletic clubs in 
the neighbourhood of Kew Gardens which 
are very beneficial to them. But if these 
clubs are given grounds they ought not be 
allowed to display ugly and very vulgar 
advertisements above their scoring boards. 
I would suggest that where clubs are given 
such a favour they should not be per- 
mitted to allow a local tradesman—not of 
English origin either--to put up one of 
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the most vulgar advertisements I have 
ever seen. 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Resolutions to be reported. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That a sum, not exceeding £22,000, be 
granted to Her Majesty, to complete the 
sum necessary to defray the charge which 
will come in course of payment during 
the year ending on the 31st day of March, 
1901, for the Houses of Parliament 
Suildings.” 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 
S.): I wish to direct the attention of the 
right hon. Gentleman to an old historic 
friend of his about whom he has not quite 
satistied me. [refer to our late lamented 
friend Oliver Cromwell. I want to know 
whether he has changed his mind abvut 
the Cromwell statue. If a statue to 
Cromwell is, despite the resolutions of 
hoth Houses of Parliament, to be placed 
within the precincts of Parliament, and if 
money is to be spent on it, what is to 
prevent a more progressive First Com- 
missioner of Works in the future erecting 
aw counter attraction by putting up a 
statue to tooley and his communion 
plate! He has as little to do with the 
House of Commons as a Parliamentary 
institution as had Oliver Cromwell. 
Cromwell defamed Parliamentary insti- 
tutions, and Hooley — endeavoured 
to defame them by becoming a 
Tory candidate. [| object on Trish grounds 
to a statue to a polluted murderer, and | 
object on English grounds because Crom 
well was the we p/us u/tra of an English 
adventurer. He began life by endea- 
vouring to disestablish the Church, and 
he succeeded. Then he allied himself with 
the aristocracy, instituted a very severe 
administration in England, and talked 
scornfully of his Radical days. He was 


distinctly a family man, and he put into 
every place his own relatives and crea 
tures. I do not like Cromwellians of 
He was a cowardly and vin 


that kind. 
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(lictive murderer ; he was dead to every 
principle of humanity, and to have a 
statue to him in the precincts of 
Parliament is an insult to Englishmen, 
and a very gross insult to lrishmen, 
I will protest against it in season and 
out of season. I am sorry the First Com- 
inissioner of Works is turning a deaf ear 
to my eloquence, because [am about to 
appeal to his artistic sense against this 
wretched statue. I know the right hon. 
Gentleman is not very famous for his 
artistic tastes. I have known him since 
his Oxtord days—I will not say how long 
ago—and candour compels me to say that 
at the same time the Committee should 
hear what he thinks of this statue, 
morally and political’y. I saw him my 
self go into the lobby against it. Why 
then should he erect the statue! Wasit 
hecause it was given by Lord Rosebery 
that the right hon. Gentleman was unable 
to put the unclean thing out of sight ! 
Is it that the Government are afraid of 
Lord Rosebery, the great Imperialist, 
and must accept his gift even if 
it defiles the Palace of Westminster ! 
Perhaps the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for the Bordesley Division would 
give us his views as a representative of 
Birmingham. I am a good man. strug 
gling with adversity ; I am the voice of 
one crying in a stock-jobbing wilderness. 
The statue is to the Irish Members an 
emblem of insult. It shows the amazing 
want of sensibility of the English race 
that, although they compel us to come 
to this Parliament, they presume to 
insult us. 


It being midnight, the Chairman left 
the Chair to make his Report to the 
House. 


Resolutions to be reported upon Mon- 
day next; Committee also report Pro 
to sit again upon Monday next. 


GLOSS ¢ 
5 ; 


Adjourned at five minutes after 
Twelve of the clock till Monday 
next. 
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NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [u.1.]. 


ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TROST BILL [H.1.]. 


BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 
BILL [H.L. }. 


CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [H.1.]. 


— Read 3% and passed, and sent to the 


‘ © 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the Commons. 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 

had laid upon the Table the Certificates 

from the Examiners that the further 

Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
- ing Bills have been complied with :— 


Read 


Hamilton Burgh. SCOTTISH 
Redhill Gas. 


Grantham Gas. 


Af ere brore 


oy ete 


And also the Certificate that the Stand” 
- ing Orders applicable to the following 
: Bill have not been complied with :— 


read 24, 


Bray Urban District Council. 


The same were ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


DISTRICT WATER 
[H.L. ]. 


URBAN 
SILL 


' EXMOUTH 


‘ MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [H.L.]. 


Reported from the Select Committee 
# with Amendments. 


EDINBURGH 


COMPANY, 


Amendments made ; 
passed, and sent to the Commons. 


AMERICAN 


DISTRICT 
BOARD BILL [H.H.}. 


3¢; 


LUNACY 


Bill 


INVESTMENT 


LIMITED, BILL [1.1 }. 
Standing Order No. 91 considered (ac- 

cording to order), and dispensed with, 

with respect to the said Bill; and Bill 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
GREAT NORTHERN RATLWAY BILL. 

SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 


(WATER) BILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 


read 1¢; 


GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL [H.1.] 
DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.] 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [H.1.]. 


CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


EDINBURGH 


The Queen’s consent signified ;~and Bill 
_ reported from the Select Committee with 

q Amendments. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 


| with Amendments. SOUTH 
§ 


COLONIAL BANK BILL 


Reported without Amendment. 


COWES PIER BILL [#.1.]. 


Commons. 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [H.L.]. 





‘7 Read 3; Amendments made ; 
‘] passed, and sent to the Commons. 
VOL. LXXXI. 


[FouRTH SERIES. ] 20 


FISHGUARD 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [u.1.]. 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL 


L. Barnard, 
L. Sudley (£. Arran), 
L. Farquhar ; 


AND 


[H.L.]. 


ESSEX WATER 


[H.L. }. 


SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL 
[H.L. ]. I 
Read 3%, and passed, and sent to the . Carnwath, 


TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [u.t.]. 
ROSSLARE 


RAIL- 


BOARD BILL 


SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [H.1.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selec- 
tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
posed to the House to form the Select 
Committee for the consideration of the 
said Bills, viz.— 
q. Lauderdale (Chairman), 


agreed to; and the said Lords appointed 
Bill | accordingly. The Committee to meet on 
| Wednesday the 2nd of May next, at 
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eleven o’clock ; and all petitions referred | noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack. 


to the Committee, with leave to the peti- 


tioners praying to be heard by counsel 
against the Bills to be heard as desired, 
as also counsel for the Bills. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL. SERIES). 
No. 2393. France (Trade of La Rocheile 
and District for the vear 1899). 


CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 
Forty-seventh Report of the Charity 
Commissioners. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
co lie on the Table. 


INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN ENGLAND). 

Return of all loans raised in England 
under the provisions of any Acts of 
Parliaments chargeable on the revenues 
of India outstanding at the commence- 
ment of the half year ended on the 31st 
March, 1900, with the rates of interest 
and total amount payable thereon, ete. ; 
laid before the House (pursuant to Act), 
and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 
EDUCATION (REVISED CODE). 
Petition for postponement of the pro- 
posals recommended with regard to the 
assessment of the grants ; of the Barrow- 
in-Furness School Board; read, and 
ordered to lie on the Table. 


PREVENTION OF CORRUPTION BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


[SECOND READING. | 
Order of the Day for the Second Reading 
read. 

*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN : My 
Lords, this is practically the Bill which I 
introduced last year, and which, after some 
discussion, passed the Second Reading 


and through Committee of the whole. 
House, with the exception that in its | 


present form it gives effect to some 
suggestions made by, amongst others, the 


The object of the Bill is to check, by 
| making them criminal, a large number of 
inequitable and illegal secret payments. 
I do not propose, at this stage, to do more 
than formally move the Second Reading. 


Moved, That the Bill be now read 24. 
—(Lord Russell of Killowen.) 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The Ear! 
of HALspury): I am sure none of us 
have any doubt that the object aimed at 
by this Bill is one which all must desire 
to see attained. The difficulty in such 
legislation, however, has always been that 
you might either do too much or too 
little. But if the noble and learned Lord 
should succeed in carrying the present 
Bill, he will suppress a practice which we 
must all recognise is injurious to society 
and the State, and he will be entitled to 
the gratitude of the country. So far as I 
am concerned, I will do all I canto help 
the noble and learned Lord in the matter, 
and I earnestly hope that he may succeed 
in solving a problem which, for many 
years, has sought a solution, but has never 
yet found it. 


*Lorp JAMES or HEREFORD: My 
Lords, although this Bill will, I am sure, 
pass with unanimity in your Lordships’ 
House, I wish to say a few words in 
support of it. Some twenty-five years 
ago, in conjunction with the _ late 
Mr. Russell Gurney, I tried my hand 
at a Bill for the purpose of stopping the 
practice of giving illicit commissions. 
must confess that our efforts were not 
successful, for it was pointed out to us 
that we had framed our Bill in sucha 
way that anyone who gave a small sum to 
a railway porter was liable to imprison- 
ment. Iam pleased to observe that my 
noble and learned friend the Lord Chief 
Justice has surmounted those difficulties, 
and it seems to me that the Bill as framed 
will be sufficient and efficient for the 
purpose aimed at. Though my noble and 
learned friend, on the introduetion of 
the Bill last year, made a full 
statement of the evils he sought to 
deal with, I am not quite sure that 
even now your Lordships, and, still less, 
the public, are aware of the great extent 
to which this evil system has been carried, 
or of its far-reaching effects. Some years 
ago a suit was instituted before the late 
| Master of the Rolls, Sir George Jessel, by a 
large firm of merchantsat Bombay, whocom- 
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plained that their shipping agent in Lanca- 
shire had systematically charged them 
with a very large amount of commission 
which he had no right to charge. The mer- 
chants, for instance, would order certain 
printed calico. The white calico had to be 
hought, bleached, dyed, printed, packed 
in boxes, and shipped, and in every one 
of those processes, representing so many 
trades, the commission agent had re- 
ceived two invoices, one for the merchant 
abroad and the other, the real invoice, for 
the commission agent ; and investigation 
showed that the transactions were so con- 
ducted as to make, in respect of one 
process, a difference of 70 per cent. in 
favour of the commission agent. With 
good consistency the commission agent 
also charged commission on the sum he 
had pocketed. In the course of the hear- 
ing Sir George Jessel inquired of the 
eminent counsel who appeared for the 
eommission agent what was the answer 
to the charge ; and the reply was that 
the practice was universal throughout the 
whole shipping trade in Lancashire, and 
was prevalent elsewhere. Sir George 
Jessel asked, “ Are you about to prove 
that ?” and counsel replied, “ Yes, I have 
amass of evidence. There are a large num- 
ber of most respectable people in court to 
give evidence in proof that the practice is 
universal.” Sir George Jessel said, “ You 
can send those respectable people home ; 
they have come to prove an iniquitous 
practice, and the sooner they leave the 
court the better.” Judgment went in 
favour of the firm of merchants, but I 
have no doubt the practice was universal. 
There was another case in connec- 
tion with a very large industrial and 
manufacturing business in the Midland 
counties, in which the cashier was charged 
with the embezzlement of several 
thousands of pounds. He admitted that 
he had not accounted for the money, but 
pleaded he had paid it away in commis- 
sions on behalf of the firm. When this 
was mentioned to the directors, who 
were prosecuting, they said it was non- 
sense, and that they had already allowed 
for the commissions. Books were pro- 
duced showing that thousands upon 
thousands a year were paid away in com- 
missions, and it was stated that the firm 
could seldom get contracts and could never 
secure the passing of their goods unless 
they paid these commissions to the people 
behind the scenes. This surely is a 
matter of greatimpertance. The evil of the 
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‘system is not only that the money goes 
out of the pockets of persons who ought 
not to pay it into the pockets of those who 
ought not to receive it. That is not the 
extent of the evil. The whole practice is 
demoralising, and one of the consequences 
is that the person purchasing generally 
gets an inferior article. I will give your 
Lordships a concrete case. A submarine 
cable had to be laid. Tenders were 
advertised for, obtained, and opened, and 
the contractors whose tender was about 
to be accepted, and the amount of whose 
tender approximated to the real value of 
a good cable which would answer the 
requirements contained in the advertise- 
ment, were told by those behind the scenes 
that before the contract would be given to 
them they would have to pay commission 
amounting to some £100,000. What was 
the result ? The contracting company were 
compelled to consider their shareholders. 
They could not make a profit if they paid 
this large sum of money in commissions, 
and so were compelled to deliver an 
inferior cable, which, in the course of a 
few months, frayed away, and when lifted 
was found to beso badly constructed that 
it could not properly be repaired, and the 
whole of the £600,000 which had been 


spent upon the undertaking was entirely 


lost. Surely evils like these are worthy 
of the attention of the Legislature. I do 
not know anyone more capable of dealing 
with this phase of commercial dishonesty 
than one who administers justice, and who 
constantly sees the evils that arise from 
the system. I sincerely congratulate the 
noble and learned Lord, the Lord Chief 
Justice, on the introduction of this Bill, 
and I trust that with the good aid of the 
noble and learned Lord on the Woolsack 
he may be able to carry into law this 
measure, which will tend to _ the 
destruction of an evil and disgraceful 
system. 


*Lorp RUSSELL or KILLOWEN: 
My Lords, I am glad that the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack and the 
noble and learned Lord who has just 
addressed the House find themselves able 


' to give such cordial support to this Bill. 


The evils of the system of illicit secret 
commissions have been pointed out so 
frequently that I do not propose to 
trouble your Lordships now with any 
‘observations upon them. The matter 
could not have been more pithily stated 
than it was some time ago in the columns 


202 
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of The Times newspaper. The Times 
published an article in reference to the 
correspondence on the matter which had 
appeared in its columns, in the course of 
which it said— 


“Virst came solicitors accused of betraying 
the trust of their employers, and leaguing with 
third parties to divide ees to which they had 
no sort of just claim. Then followed bankers, 
auctioneers, architects, insurance agents, and 
accountants. There does not seem, in short, to 
be any end to the ramification of this canker, 
which has grown to such a_height as to 
threaten the extinction of honest plain-dealing 
altogether. It may be traced, indeed, through 
a much wider ramification than the corre- 
spondence we have published has as yet dis- 
closed, and through all shades of question- 
ablene-s, from direct bribery of the most 
corrupt kind, such as that of the architect or 
engineer who receives douceurs from the con- 
tractors and tradesmen whom he is bound to 
overlook, to the more venial, but still not 
justifiable, gifts or ‘discounts’ or ‘half commis- 
sions’ which nominally unpaid agents, such as 
hankers, may receive from a broker.” 


Prevention of 


I am glad to be able to say that the 
. =) . . . 2 . 

public discussion of this question has 
already worked for the public advantage. 
I have received a great many communica- 
sf : 5 . 2 

tions from firms, notably from some in the 
printing trade, which was the theatre of 


some of the most pernicious of these prac- | 


tices, to the effect that they are binding 
themselves together so as by co-operation 
on their part to do away with the system. 
This Bill comes before your Lordships and 
before the public under circumstances 
which I venture to think are unique. It 
has been circulated more widely and has 
received a larger amount of what I may 
call representative support than any 
Bill I know of. I will only trouble 
your Lordships with two or three of the 
more important instances. The Associa- 
tion of Trade Protection Societies, repre- 
senting seventy-four societies and com- 
prising 34,000 members, passed a resolu- 
tion unanimously expressing- 
“the necessity for a great effort being made to 
attack, expose, and eradicate the pernicious 
system of illicit secret commissions.” 
Another even more important resolution is 
the one passed by the Congress of Co- 
operative Societies, including a member- 
ship of one million and a half, representing 
a capital exceeding £20,000,000, and with 
a yearly turn-over in trade of nearly 
£70,000,000. The resolution was as 
follows— 

“That this Congress expresses its strong 


approval of the principle of the Bill promoted 
by the Lord Chief Justice with the object of 


Lord Russell of Killowen. 
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bringing the practice of giving and taking 
secret and illicit commissions in trade and 
commerce under the Criminal Law, believing 
that such practices are seriously demoralisine 
to individual character, injurious to industrial 
and commercial enterprise of every kind, and 
especially destructive and harmful to all forms 
of co-operation and to municipal and public 
bodies generally, and we trust that the means 
of putting the principle of the Bill in operation 
will be unrestricted.’ 


A similar resolution was passed by the 
Manchester Society of Chartered Ac. 
countants and by a public meeting held in 
Birmingham to consider the Bill; and 
those resolutions were passed not upon the 
general principle of the measure, but after 
they had had the opportunity of seeing 
and fully considering the Billitself. The 
Association of Chambers of Commerce of 
the United Kingdom, representing ninety- 
three Chambers of Commerce, passed the 
following resolution during the last 
month 

“That this Association approves in princi- 
ple of the Prevention of Corruption Bill intro- 
duced in the Session of 1899 by Lord Russell of 
Killowen, and trusts that, with such amend- 
ments as may be necessary on points of detail, 
the measure may pass into law during the 
present session. 


Only this morning, as 1 was coming down 
to your Lordships’ House, I received a 
letter from a gentleman who does not wish 
his name to be made public, but whom I 
personally know, which I think is worth 
reading to your Lordships because it 
justifies the remark of the noble and 
learned Lord on the Woolsack that the 
ramifications of this system are almost 
infinite. My correspondent is in a large 
way of business as a carriage maker and 
seller, and is also a large buyer of horses. 
He writes— 


“The eustom of coachbuilders giving com- 
missions to the servants of their customers is 
universal, and [ know of no exceptions. The 
rate varies from 25 to 5 per cent. on new 
carriages, and as much as 10 per cent. on 
repairs. It would be impossible for a cvach- 
builder to continue his business in the present 
state of the law if he did not give commissions, 
owing to the fact that carriages require extra 
ordinary care taken of them in the way of 
washing off the mud, ete., and if a coachman 
did not receive his commission he would not 
take that extra care of his carriage, and in six 
months the carriage would have suffered very 
greatly, and yet nothing could be proved 
against the coachman. The result would bea 
customer would have a damaged carriage and 
the coachbuilder’s reputation would have 
suffered. With regard to horses, [ have bought 
several hundreds and know something of the 


‘trade, and it is the usual practice for the 
| coachman to receive ‘the shillings’ (as the 
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and though I think in many cases the coach- 
man does not ask for it, it is hard for him to 
refuse if the dealer offers it on condition of 
his master buying the horse. In the building 
trade commissions are paid to servants for 
repairs and decorations to houses, but not on a 
serious scale. It is within my own knowledge 
that the general practice amongst provision 
dealers is to give commissions to the servants ; 
and | know of a cook who was approached 
by a provision dealer with a bribe to actually 
spoil in the cooking the provisions supplied 
by a rival firm, and when the cook refused 
she was approached a second time, and then 
she informed her master of the circumstances. > 
I hope I shall have the benefit of the 
advice of the noble and learned Lord on 
the Woolsack as to the best way of deal- 
ing with this Bill, in order to secure its 
passing into law at as early a period as 
possible, 


On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [u.1.]. 


Amendments reported (according to 
order). 


*LorD WINDSOR: In consequence of 
the insertion of Clause 4 in the Standing 
Committee the Irish Office have drawn 
my attention to a consequential Amend- 
ment. The Libraries Offences Act, 
1898, does not apply to Ireland, and 
therefore it will be necessary to move an 
Amendment in Clause 11. I will submit 
that Amendment on the Third Reading. 

Tue LORD PRIVY SEAL (Viscount 
Cross): I have to say, on behalf of the 
Local Government Board, that they 
entirely accept the Bill as it stands. 


Bill to be read 3¢ on Thursday next. 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
before Five of the clock, till To- 
morrow, half past Ten of the 
clock. 
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REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 
BILL (STANDING ORDER COMPLIED 
WITH). 

Mr, SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
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Petitions for Private Bills pursuant to 
the Order of the House of the 29th day 
of March, That, in the case of the 
following Bill, the Standing Orders which 
are applicable thereto have been complied 
with, viz. : 
Land Registry (New Buildings) Bill. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY _IN- 


QULRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bills, originating in 
the Lords, and referred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders 
not previously inquired into, and which 
are applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 
Government Stock and other Securities 
Investment Company Bill { Lords]. 
Newport (Monmouthshire) Gas_ Bill 
| Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 
COMPLIED WITH). 


Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 


_port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 


tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the following Bills, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
been complied with, viz.:— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 
(No. 1) Bill. 
Electric Lighting 
(No. 2) Bill. 
Local Government Provisional Order 


(No. 1) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 


second time to-morrow. 


Provisional Order 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 
STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 

tions for Private Bills, That in the case 
of the following Bill, referred on the 

First Reading thereof, no Standing 

Orders are applicable, viz. :— 

Local Government (Ireland) Provi- 
sional Orders (No. 2) Bill. 
Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 


Report from one of the Examiners of | time to-morrow. 
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PRIVATE BILL PETITIONS (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT COMPLIED WITH). 





Business. 


MONS} 
_ field, Wigan, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr. Chaplin. * 
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Mr. SrEAKER laid upon the Table Re- | 


port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 
tions for Private Bills, That, in the case 
of the Petition for the following Bill, the 
Standing Orders have not been complied 
with, viz. : 

Bray Urban District Council. 

Ordered, That the Report be referred 
to the Select Committee on Standing 
Orders. 


CHESHIRE LINES COMMITTEE BILL. 
_ Read the third time, and passed. 
GREAT EASTERN RAILWAY BILL. 


Read _ the 
[New Title. ] 


third time, and passed. 
RAILWAY BILL. 


WATER 


GREAT NORTHERN 
NORTH WARWICKSHIRE 
LL. 
SPALDING URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(WATER) BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
GREAT YARMOUTH PORT 
HAVEN BILL. 


As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


AND 


READING CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 
SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 


WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE 
BILL. 
As amended, considered ; to be read the 
third time. 


DONEGAL RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


DUNDEE HARBOUR BILL [Lords]. 
LANCASHIRE FNEBRIATES ACTS 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
MENSTONE WATER (TRANSFER) BILL 

[Lords]. 
URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read a second time, and committed. 


OTLEY 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT 
ORDERS (No. 2). 

Bill te confirm certain Provisional | 
Orders of the Local Government Board | 
relating to Dewsbury, Llandudno, Mac- | 
clesfield, Manchester, Newton-in-Maker- | 
| 


PROVISIONAL | 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating 
to Dewsbury, Llandudno, Macclesfield, 
Manchester, Newton - in - Makerfield, 
Wigan,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 
and to be printed. {Bill 164.} 


BRADFORD CORPORATION BILL. 

Ordered, that the Minutes of Evidence 
taken on the Bradford Water and Im- 
provement Bill, in Session 1881, the 
Pudsey Gas Bill, in Session 1887, and 
the Bradford Tramways and Improve- 
ment Bill, in Session 1899, be referred 
to the Select: Committee on Police and 


Sanitary Regulations Bills.—-(Mr. Cal/- 
well.) 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 


1) Bill.” ~(Mr. Leitchie.) 


Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
120, ] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING 

ORDERS. 

Copy ordered, ‘of Memorandum stating 
the nature of the Proposals contained in 
the Provisional Orders included in the 
Electric Lighting Provisional Orders (No. 
2) Bill."—(.Mr. Ritchie.) 


PROVISIONAL 


Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
121.] 

HARBOUR, &c., BILLS. 

Copy ordered, “of the Report of the 
Board of Trade on the North Eastern 
Railway Bill [Lords].”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
122.] 

EXETER CORPORATION BILL. 


Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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to lie upon the Table. printed. [No. 119.] 
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MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
That they have agreed to— BELL. 
Military Lands Provisional Order Bill, LI 
without Amendment. : 


Petitions in favour from  Juincoln ; 
anhilleth ; Wrexham ; and Edinburgh ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


That they have passed a Bill, intituled, angen 
“An Act to authorise the Commissioners aa ; ee 
of the burgh of Motherwell to provide an RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
additional water supply to the burgh ; re 
and to make and maintain new and addi- CHARITY COMMISSION (ENGLAND 
tional waterworks ; and for other pur- AND WALES). 
poses.” Motherwell Water Bill [Lords]. Copy presented of Forty-seventh Re- 
port of the Charity Commissioners for 
England and Wales [by Command]; to 
lie upon the Table. 


MOTHERWELL WATER BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 
Bills. PARLIAMENTARY CONSTITUENCIES 
(ELECTORS, ETC.) (UNITED KING- 
DOM). 
Return presented, relative thereto (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS No. 78, of Session, 1899) [ Address, 31st 
“uyT r 2 ‘ : ° 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. January ; Sir Charles Dilke|; to lie upon 
Petitions in favour, from Dingwall ;| the Table, and to be printed.  [No. 
Chirnside ; Nairn; and Edinburgh; to 116.] 
lie upon the Table. 


PETITIONS. 


EAST INDIA (LOANS RAISED IN 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ ENGLAND). 
fe nedhghei tmp ang Mage 
os ; mena saa — : Copy presented, of Return of all Loans 
Petitions in favour, from Chiswick ; yaised’ in England, chargeable on the 


and Northtfleet ; to lie upon the Table. Revenues of India, outstanding at the 
eee commencement of the half-year ending on 
MEWEV ES Bids. the 3lst March. 1900, ete. [by Act]; to 
Petition from Leicester, in favour; to. lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
lie upon the Table. [No. 117.] 

eg one nae (EX- CIVIL SERVICES, 1900-1901 (SUPER- 
’ , ANNUATION AND RETIRED AL- 

Petition from Edinburgh, in favour ; to LOWANCES). 
lie upon the Table. Copy presented, of Appendix to the 
Estimate for Civil Services, Class 6, Vote 


ov ‘Oa gene Ge. — 1, containing a list of Superannuation and 


Retired Allowances payable on the 30th 
November, 1899 [by Command]; Re- 
ferred to the Committee of Supply, and 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS To. * be printed. [No. 118.] 
CHILDREN BILL. : 

Petitions in favour, from Gateshead; PUBLIC ACCOUNTS (NAVY VOTES). 
J. Wallace Hood, junior, and others ;, Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
Keighley ; Glasgow ; North Road ; Ches- dated 24th March 1900, under the appro- 
ter le Street ; Wrexham ; Lincoln ; Tyne- priation Act, 1899, authorising the 
mouth; Pendleton; Exeter; Bacup ; temporary application of Surpluses on 
Neweastle-on-Tyne ; and Folkestone ; to certain Navy Votes for the year 1899- 


Petition from Swindon, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


lie upon the Table. 1900, to meet excesses on certain other 
nares Navy Votes for the same year [pursuant 
STREET NOISES BILL. to Resolution of the House of 4th March 


Petition from Wandsworth, in favour ; 1879]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
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DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACTS, 1894 AND 
1896 (IRELAND). 

Copy presented, of Return in pursuance 
of the Acts as regards Ireland for the 
year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


(Juestions. 


REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE (ENG- 
LAND, SCOTLAND, AND IRELAND). 
Return ordered, “showing, for the 

year ending the 31st day of March, 1900, 

(1) the amount contributed by England, 

Scotland, and Ireland respectively to the 

Revenue collected by Imperial officers ; 

(2) the expenditure on English, Scotch, 

and Irish services met out of such 

Revenue ; and (3) the balances of 

Revenue contributed by England, Scot- 

land, and Ireland respectively which are 

available for Imperial expenditure (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 

No. 317, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. Lough.) 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR —_ BOER 
PRISONERS—PLACE OF CUSTODY. 
Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 

the First Lord of the Treasury whether 

Mr. Schreiner has made representations 

to Her Majesty’s Government with a 

view to prevent the Boer prisoners of 

war being sent to St. Helena ; if so, what 
reply has the Government made ; is this 
removal to a distant island necessary for 
the safe custody of these prisoners ; and, 
if not, why are they to be sent to the 
island; and will Mr. Schreiner’s letter 
and the reply of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment be laid upon the Table of the 
House. 


Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.) had the fol- 
lowing question on the Paper: Toask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether Mr. 
Schreiner, Prime Minister of Cape Colony, 
has issued a protest to the Imperial 
Government against the deportation of 
Boer prisoners to St. Helena; and 
whet'.er any reply to such protest has 
heen given ; and, if so, would he state the 
substance of the reply. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): It is the fact that Mr. Schreiner ex- 
pressed objection to the removal of the 
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prisoners to St. Helena, and that objec- 
tion was communicated to Her Majesty's 
Government. Her Majesty's Government, 
having given the fullest consideration to 
the whole subject, do not see their way 
to alter their policy of sending a certain 
number of these prisoners to St. Helena. 


Mr. FLYNN: Was this removal! neces- 
sary for the safe custody of the prisoners ! 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It was dic. 
tated in part by military considerations, 


PROCLAMATIONS AGAINST LOOTING, 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he 
has any information to the effect that the 
farms around Ladysmith have been much 
damaged by the Boer forces during the 
investment ; that the farmhouse of the 
Mayor of Ladysmith between Lombard’s 
Kop and Pepworth Hill has been com- 
pletely gutted, the furniture removed, 
and the walls of the buildings and their 
fittings destroyed, and that on the route 
taken by the British troops between 
Kimberley and Bloemfontein farmhouses 
have been sacked and burned or seriously 
damaged, and the furniture generally 
destroyed ; and, if so, will general com- 
manding officers be instructed to take all 
possible steps to prevent looting and 
destruction of property by the British 
forces. 


*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

ror WAR (Mr. WyNbDHAM, Dover): 
The hon. Member’s question confuses two 
charges—one against the enemy’s forces, 
accusing them of destroying property in 
the neighbourhood of Ladysmith ; a 
second against British troops, accusing 
them of destroying property between 
Kimberley and Bloemfontein. No in- 
formation has reached us from Lord 
Roberts in respect of either allegation. 
But the hon. Member must be aware that 
stringent orders have been issued by 
Lord Roberts to British troops warning 
them of the consequences of any such 
acts. I do not know of any similar order 
having been issued by the enemys 
generals. Nor can I guess the hon. 
Member’s object in confusing the two 
charges, unless it was to exhibit this 
gratifying contrast. 


Mr. FLYNN: I had no intention of 
confusing the issues at all. I think pro- 
clamations should be issued by both sides. 
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933 (Questions. 


ARMY DOCTORS AT THE FRONT. 

Mr WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if he will state the highest and 
lowest remuneration to be paid to Army 
doctors engaged in the war in South 
Africa, out of the £15,000 provided in 
the Supplementary Estimates for pay of 
Army Medical Service, and the highest 
and lowest remuneration to be patd to 
civilian medical practitioners engaged in 
the war in South Africa, out of the 
£50,000 provided in the Supplementary 
Estimates for pay of civilian medical 
practitioners ; and will he also state how 
many civilian medical practitioners offered 
their services gratuitously ; and, if so, 
were any accepted. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: The highest rate 
of pay and allowances drawn by officers 
of the Army Medical Staff in South 
Africa is £1,752 per annum, and the 
lowest rate £336 17s. 6d. The remunera- 
tion of all civil medical practitioners in 
South Africa, except consulting surgeons, 
is £428 17s. 6d. a year ; consulting sur- 
geons are paid at the rate of £5,000 
a Vear. 


foremployment in South Africa, but no 
record has been kept to show how many 
offered their services gratuitously. The 
gratuitous services of Sir Thomas Fitz- 
gerald and of the late Dr. Grigg were 
offered and accepted. 


CENSORSHIP. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS (Nottinghamshire, 
Rusheliffe): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether the 
censorship now established in British 
South Africa includes in its operation 
letters or other documents passing in the 
mails; and, in that case, under what 
authority, statutory or otherwise, is it 
exercised. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The censorship is 
established under the authority of Her 
Majesty's Government, and, as my hon. 
friend the Financial Secretary pointed out 
inareply to a question put on 8th March,* 
it is not desirable tomake known particu- 
lars with regard to the manner in which 
the censorship is exercised. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: May I take it, then, 
that although a reply was given to: me 
on March 8th as to the authority under 





> See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth | 
) Series}, Vol. Ixxx., page 371. 
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which the censorship of telegrams is 
exercised, we are not to have a similar 
reply in respect of the authority under 
which the censorship of mails is 
exercised ¢ 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I do not construe 
the previous reply precisely as the hon. 
Gentleman does. In the Telegraphic 
Convention of St. Petersburg, 1875, un- 
doubtedly there are articles which con- 
template the censorship of mails during 
war. I have made a cursory perusal of 
the Convention of Washington, which is 
of a much later date, and I can find no 
such articles. But in any case such 
articles would only be inserted in antici- 
pation of such action as any Government 
must take in time of war or rebellion ; 
and anyone who is aggrieved must seek 
redress in the usual manner. 


MARTIAL LAW. 

Mr. JOHN ELLIS: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War over 
what area in British South Africa has 
martial law been proclaimed, and what 
was the date of such proclamation. 

THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
With regard to the 
proclamation of martial law in the Cape 
Colony up to the 12th March, I have to 
refer the hon. Member to my answer of 
that date to the hon. Member for Mont- 
gomeryshire.* Since then on 22nd March 
Gordonia has been placed under martial 
law. With regard to Natal martial law 
was proclaimed over the northern part of 
the colony on 15th October, and over the 
whole colony on 23rd October. Martial 
law was alsuv proclaimed in the Mangwe, 
Tuli, Matobo, Bulalima, and Mawaboni 
districts of Southern Rhodesia on 25th 
November. 

SOUTH WALES BORDERERS—IN- 
SUBORDINATE VOLUNTEERS. 
Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether his attention has been 
called to the case of John Garland and 
Tom Phelps, No. 7,553 and No. 9,563 
respectively, Active Service Company 
South Wales Borderers, who recently 
volunteered at Newport, Monmouthshire, 
for service in South Africa ; whether he 
is aware that after enlistment both these 
Volunteers were discharged for the sole 
offence of being absent one day without 


* See The . Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 





' Series], Vol. Ixxx., page 569. 
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leave; and whether, seeing that other | 
Volunteers who committed the same. 
offence have been allowed to proceed to | 
the front after punishment according to 
the regulations, he can hold out any 
prospect that these Volunteers will be 
allowed to proceed to the front in accor: 
dance with their desire. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I am afraid that 
the hon. Member has considerably under- 
stated the offence committed by these 
men. They were absent from the in- 
specting officer’s parade on the 10th Feb- 
ruary, and were duly warned that a 
repetition of the offence would lead to 
discharge. They were, however, again 
absent from inspection on the 12th, 
having broken ovt of barracks when 
prisoners at large. When they returned 
after thirty-six hours absence they had 
evidently been drinking heavily. After 
an interval, when they were considered 
sufficiently sober, they were ordered to be 
discharged, 
ARMY COMMISSIONS — PROMOTIONS 

FROM THE RANKS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether in the existing dearth 
of trained officers he will consider the 
advisability of granting commissions to 
some of the young men now serving as 
non-commissioned officers and privates in 
Her Majesty’s service, many of them now 
at the front in South Africa, who, prior 
to enlistment, passed the qualitying 
examination for the Army, but were not 
sufficiently high upon the list to enable 
them to gain admission at a time when 
the competition was abnormally severe. 
*Mr. WYNDHAM: Fifty commissions 
have been placed at the disposal of Lord 
Roberts to be given to all classes of troops 
under his command irrespective of rank 
or corps. In addition he has been asked 
to nominate a few deserving non-commis- 
sioned officers for promotion for good 
service. These will be exclusive of any 
who may hereafter be recommended for 
distinguished service in the field. And, 
further, eighteen non-commissioned officers 
who were noted as candidates for promo- 
tion have recently been selected for com- 
missions, and will be gazetted as soon as 
they are reported medically fit. 
SIR GEORGE WHITE AND THE WAR 

OFFICE. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL (Donegal, 8.): 

I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
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State for War whether he is aware that 
Sir George White has stated that efforts 
were made by the War Office to super. 
sede him, and that those efforts were pre- 
vented by Sir Redvers Buller ; and, if so, 
what action is proposed by the War 


| Oftice. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: No, Sir. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL:I shall repeat 


this question when Sir George White 
arrives in this country. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 
may repeat the question, but I should like 
to take this opportunity of stating that, 
while [ am always ready to give informa- 


| tion on questions of fact, I am not pre- 


pared to discuss by way of question and 
answer in this House what is merely 
a mischievous repetition of unfounded 
rumours. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL, rising at a 
later stage, said: Perhaps the House will 
bear with me in making a personal expla- 
nation. The Under Secretary for War 
has said that | was using the power of 
questioning in order to put in mischievous 
suggestions, and the cheers with which 
hon. Gentlemen opposite received the 
statement proves how grave is the accusa- 
tion against one in my capacity as a 
Member of Parliament. As this is a 
personal explanation, may I give the 
House the evidence on which I based my 
question ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: No, that is not in the 
nature of a personal explanation. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: May I ask 
whether the hon. Gentleman was in order 
in making an imputation against me 
which is wholly unwarranted ! 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I understood the 
Under Secretary to say that in his opinion 
these questions were mischievous. I do 
not think the hon. Gentleman said that 
they were asked from a_ mischievous 
motive. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I submit 
with great respect that the hon. Gentleman 
said they had a mischievous tendency. 

*Mr. SPEAKER: And it would be in 
order to say that. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: What I said was 
that these rumours were unfounded, and 
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that their repetition was mischievous. | 
So it is. I made no charge against the 
hon. Member ; it was merely a statement 
of opinion in which I was _ perfectly 
warranted. 


LORD METHUEN’S POSITION. 
Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
with what command is Lord Methuen at 
present entrusted, and what is the nature 
of his duties, civil or military. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Lord Methuen is 
at present in command of the troops in 
the neighbourhood of Kimberley. 


ENGAGEMENT—COLONEL 

LONG, R.A. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether Colonel Long, R.A., who was 
severely wounded in the battle which 
resulted in the reverse at Tugela, has 
sufficiently recovered be able to give an 
account of the circumstances under which 
the British guns were captured by the 
Boer forces ; and whether, having regard 
to the circumstance that Sir Redvers 
Buller, in his despatch or communication 
with reference to the capture of these 
guns, states that Colonel Long was too 
ill at the time to give any explanation, 
Colonel Long’s explanation will be duly 
published to enable a judgment to be 
formed of the whole transaction. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : We have no official 
knowledge of Colonel Long’s present con- 
dition, but from private sources we are 
glad to learn that he is making satisfactory 
progress towards recovery. It rests with- 
in the discretion of the Commander-in- 
Chief in South Africa to report upon the | 
proceedings of any ofticer under him. 


TUGELA 


ARMY CONTRACTS-—SHIRTS. 

Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 
meath, S): On behalf of the hon. 
Member for Londonderry, I beg to ask 
the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether any orders for shirts, and, 
if so, to what amount, have been placed 
vith the wholesale houses in London- 
derry, 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. Powett- 
WituiaMs, Birmingham, 8.): The only 
shirts ordered by the War Office ara 
flannel. Orders for these have been 
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given to firms who have factories in 
Londonderry ; these shirts, however, do 
not appear to be made there. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—QUALIFICATIONS 
OF DIRECTORS’ STAFF. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether the members of the staff of 
the Director of Army Contracts have 
received any training of a business, 
technical, or commercial character ; 
whether complaints have been received 
from contractors as to the visits of 
detective otticers from the War Office to 
the premises of firms supplying stores to 
the Army ; and what are the rules of the 
Department regulating the visits of these 
gentlemen to clothing, shoe, and saddlery 
factories. 

*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
staff of the Director of Contracts have 
received adequate training in the business 
with which they have to deal, which is 
that of knowing when the enormous 
variety and quantity of stores required 
for the Army can be satisfactorily, 
quickly, and economically obtained. The 
inspection of the stores is conducted by 
skilled officers and men on behalf of the 
Department receiving the stores, and not 
by the contract branch. No complaints 
have been received in regard to the visits 
of officers from the contract branch referred 
to in paragraph 2. These visits are 
made under the orders of the Director 
of Contracts, to ascertain by personal in- 
spection, either the progress that is being 
made in the execution of a current con- 
tract, or the capacity of a firm to under- 
take orders. Inquiries into labour 
questions also entail personal visits. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 

Mr. HOWELL (Middlesex, Totten- 
ham): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for War whether he is aware 
that Messrs. Samuels, Army contractors, 
of Ludgate Hill, supply military stores to 
several Volunteer regiments ; whether he 
will take steps to communicate to the 
commanding officers of such regiments 
the fact that Messrs. Samuels have been 
struck off the War Oftice list of con- 
tractors for supplying defective stores for 
the use of troops in South Africa; and 
whether he will give directions that no 
further orders for military stores should 
be given to the firm in question. 
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*Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 


War Office has recently been informed 
that Messrs. Samuels supply stores to 
several Volunteer regiments, but has not 
been informed of the names of such regi- 
ments. Means will be taken to acquaint 
Volunteer commanding officers of the 
decision of the Secretary of State in 
respect to this firm. 


DEPUTY JUDGE ADVOCATE. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN  (Mont- 
gomeryshire): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War at what date 
Lord Basil Blackwood, who appears in 
the Army List for March as holding the 
post of Deputy Judge Advocate to Her 
Majesty’s Forces in South Africa, re- 
ceived this appointment, and whether the 
Government were aware when they made 
the appointment that he was a_ barrister 
of less than three years standing. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: He was appointed 
on the 15th February on the recom- 
mendation of Sir F. Jeune. 


Mr. HUMPHREYS-OWEN : Can the 
hon. Gentleman answer the last few words 
of the question ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Gentle- 
man seems to be confusing the Deputy 
Judge Advocate with the Deputy Judge 
Advocate General. 


Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Does not 
the Judge Advocate General appoint the 
Deputy Judge Advocate General ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : I believe so. 


CONVEYANCE OF HORSES BY RAIL. 
Mr. BUTCHER (York): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the regulations of the War Office 
require that horses for the use of the 
Regular Army and the Yeomanry shall be 
carried by rail in open cattle-trucks 
instead of in horse-boxes, and shall be so 
carried without rugs or clothing; whether 
he is aware that, during the recent severe 
weather, the adoption of this regulation 
has caused serious injury to horses, espe- 
cially clipped horses, involving consider- 
able pecuniary loss, and whether reports 
have been received from remount officers 
condemning the regulation above referred 
to as cruel and uneconomical; and 
whether the officials of the department 
who have the charge of transport will be 
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given a discretion in proper cases to pro- 
vide clothing, and to allow the horses to 
be carried in horse-boxes instead of in 
cattle ti cks. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The regulations 
provide for the conveyance of horses in 
cattle-trucks, which during severe weather 
are to be covered with tarpaulin sheets, 
Last December, however, instructions 
were given to cover the trucks with 
tarpaulin sheets in all cases, and the 
issue of horse blankets has been ordered 
for all horses travelling by rail during 
inclement weather. Since these orders 
have been issued there have been no 
complaints from remount officers, but dis- 
cretion is left them to use horse.boxes in 
special cases if necessary. It is usually 
not possible to use  horse-boxes when 
large numbers of horses have to be trans- 
ported at once, because the necessary 
rolling stock cannot be collected. 


NEW FORGING PRESS AT WOOLWICH. 

Mr. STUART-WORTLEY (Sheffield, 
Hallam): I beg toask the Under Secretary 
ofStatefor War whethertenders have been 
invited for the construction at Woolwich 
of a 3,000-ton forging press ; whether a 
press of this size and power is far larger 
than is necessary for the production of 
forgings of the size to which the War 
Otfice have repeatedly promised the 
private trade that the production of the 
Royal Ordnance Factories should be 
limited ; and whether any and what change 
of policy in that respect is contemplated ; 


and, if not, for what purpose is the 3,000- 


ton forging press required. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Tenders have been 
invited for a 3,000-ton forging press for 
erection in the ordnance factories at 
Woolwich to take the place of the present 
steam hammer, which is worn out. The 
press is larger than is necessary for the 
production of forgings of the size hitherto 
made in these factories. It is, however, 
intended to restrict the use of the press 
in ordinary time to the production of 
forgings of the size hitherto made ; but it 
is considered necessary to have a reserve 
of power available in case of emergency. 

Mr. SWIFT MacNEILL: Will the 
authorities consult experts on forging 


subjects, such as Zhe Times ! 


[No answer was given. | 
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j Director of Public Prosecutions, 


94] Questions. 
RIFLE RANGES IN ESSEX. 

Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, seeing that the rifle range at 
[ford is likely to be closed at no distant 
date, and that there are Crown lands in 
Essex on which suitable rifle ranges might 
he constructed without great cost, he will 
make inquiries into the subject with a 
view to providing additional facilities for 
Volunteer corps and rifle clubs recruited 
in West Ham and neighbouring districts. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: 


under consideration. 


The question is 


THE BLAKELY GUN 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury if he will consider 
the desirability of taking steps to repeal 
the a e Parliament of. 8th April, 1859, 
Vic. 22, e. 13, so far as it relates to the 
apie of Lord Armstrong for guns 
constructed on the principle invented and 
“yg by the late Captain Blakely, 
R.A.. whose invention for guns was re- 
fused by the War Office, and stbseque sntly 
at lopted by the Department without any 
recognition or reward to the true and 
original inventor. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon. Member has already been informed 
that his views of Captain Blakely’s 
services are founded on a misapprehension. 
That being so, it is impossible to repeal 
the statute. 


Mr. WEIR: I shall call attention to 
this matter on the Estimates. 


JAMESON RAID—RHODES-HAWKSLEY 
CORRESPONDENCE. 

Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
I beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
whether the attention of the Public Pro- 
secutor has been directed to the abstrac- 
tion and receipt of certain letters from 
the office of Mr. Hawksley, solicitor ; 
whether the information in his possession 
shows that such abstraction and receipt 
constitute criminal offences ; and whether 
the Public Prosecutor intends to take 
any steps with a view to the prosecution 
of the parties implicated. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RICHARD WeEpsTER, Isle of Wight): No 


communication has been made to the 
nor has 
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he any information beyond the statements 
which have appeared in the press. They 
are not sufficient to enable anyone to 
express an opinion whether a criminal 
offence has been committed. The case 
is not one in which the Director of Public 
Prosecutions would at present be justified 
in taking any action. 


CORDITE—D ANGER FROM SPONTANE- 
OUS COMBUSTION—EXPLOSION ON 
THE “ REVENGE.” 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glas- 
gow, Bridgeton): I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Admiralty whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the statement 
that a fire was recently discovered in the 
magazine of one of Her Majesty's ships, 
which could not be ascribed to anything 
except the spontaneous combustion of 
cordite, presumably of inferior quality ; 
and whether, if the facts of the occurrence 
of the fire be as stated, an official i inquiry 
has been held, and with what result ; and 
if the fire, as stated, was found on inquiry 
to be due to the spontaneous combustion 
of inferior cordite, whether any steps are 
being taken to guard against similar 
accidents through cordite hurriedly manu. 
factured to meet the present demand. 


THe FIRST LORD oF tHe ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): The occurrence re- 
ferred to is presumably what happened in 
the magazine of the “Reve *nge,” when one 
cartridge spontaneously ignited and set 
fire to two others in the same box. The 
other boxes of cartridges in the magazine 
were not affected. With regard to this 
occurrence | made a statement in the 
House, jn reply to the hon. and gallant 
Member for Easthourne, on February 8,* 
that an inquiry had been held, and that 
the whole of the evidence had heen re- 
ferred to the Ordnance Committee for 
further investigation. The cause of the 
explosion has not yet been ascertained 
with any certainty. Withregard to the 
second part of the question, there is no 
foundation whatever for the imputation 
that the explosion was in any way due 
to hurried manufacture to meet the pre- 
sent demand. The cordite which ignited 
was made in 1894, and there was no new 


cordite on board the “ Revenge.” The 
position of the Navy as regards the 


supply of cordite has not been such as to 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii., page 917. 
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require the placing of any special or 
hurried orders. The orders for 1899- 
1900 were placed in due course in June 
last year, and those for 1900-1901 will be 
placed almost immediately. 


FLOGGING IN NAVAL PRISONS. 

CapTAIN NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Home Depart- 
ment if he can state whether the rules of 
Her Majesty’s prisons apply to naval 
prisons ; and who is the confirming 
authority in the case of sentences of 
flogging in naval prisons under the new 
Prisons Act. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The rules of Her 
Majesty’s prisons are applied by Ad- 
miralty regulations to naval prisons, so 
far as the special circumstances of the 
naval service admit. In cases of punish- 
ment by flogging in naval prisons under 
the new Act, the Visitors adjudicate. No 
superior confirming authority is provided 
for. These rules are applied to prisons 
abroad as well as at home, and reference 
to a superior authority would lead to 
inconvenience with prisons on foreign 
stations. 


DELAGOA BAY—CONTRABAND OF 
WAR, ETC. 

CotoneL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the information in his 
possession shows that the Portuguese 
officials at Delagoa Bay, as representing 
a neutral but friendly and allied Power, 
have done their utmost to prevent the 
passage of intending combatants and 
eontraband of war through Portuguese 
territory. 


THe UNDERSECRETARY orSTATE 
ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford): Her Majesty’s 
Government have no reason to helieve 
that the Portuguese Government have in 
any degree failed to do their duty in pre- 
venting contraband of war from being 
landed at Lorenzo Marques. 


LOAN CONVERSION 

VENTIONS. 

Mr. PIERPOINT (Warrington): I 
heg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs whether a 
convention for the conversion of the 


TURKISH CON- 


residue of the Four per Cent. Turkish | 
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Guaranteed Loan of 1855 was signed by 
the Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs and Costaki Pasha in Angust, 
1898 ; and, if so, whether application is 
to be made to Parliament during this 
session for ratification of the convention, 
he will explain what is the cause of the 
delay. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: The negotiations 
on the subject are incomplete and are at 
present suspended. I regret that no 
statement can be made at present 
respecting them. 


WESTERN AUSTRALIA—GOLDFIELDS 
DISTRICT PETITION. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): | 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies whether it was with the know- 
ledge and sanction of the Colonial Oftice 
that the Governor of Western Australia, 
on sailing for England, left the petition 
to the Queen from the residents of the 
goldfields districts for the consideration 
of local Ministers; and, whether the 
usual course is to transmit such petitions 
direct to Her Majesty. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: T have no 
official information in regard to the 
petition referred to. The proper and 
constitutional course in regard to all 
petitions from the self-governing colonies 
is for the Governor to submit them to 
‘his Ministers and forward them to the 
Secretary of State with their remarks. 


INDIAN CURRENCY. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India if he can state what amount of gold 
in India and England respectively has the 
Indian Government acquired in connec- 
tion with the proposed changes in its 
currency system ; by what methods this 
gold has been drawn into the Indian 
Government's treasuries, here and in 
India; and to what extent, if any, has 
the issue and circulation of currency 
notes been increased as resulting from, or 


in dependence on, the gold in these trea- 


suries; if he can inform the House at 
what date the Indian mints recommenced 
coining to replenish the active circulation 
of rupees, to what extent this increase in 
silver currency has proceeded up to date, 
and whether the mints or the currency 
department paid out gold to any appre- 
ciable extent in exchange for fifteen 
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rupees or currency notes; and what the increased vary from 5 to 28 per cent., and 
: amount or rate of profit derived from the that no corresponding increase of duty is 


oy ; z 

x issue of new token rupeesis, and whether proposed in the cases of transparent soap 
St, such profit will be credited to the cur- and confectionery in the manufacture of 
“ rency department or to the general which spirit is used, he will reconsider the 
ris : 


i. revenues. question of disturbing existing duties on 
he ff *Tux SECRETARY ror INDIA (Lora ‘Be nine articles specified. 

G. Hamitton, Middlesex, Ealing): (1) *THeE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
The Government of India holds at present CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Bracu, 


1 about £7,900,000 of gold in India, and Bristol, W.): The customs duties paid on 
os £1,500,000 in England. (2) The methods the articles mentioned in the hon. Mem- 
vet by which it was attracted are as follows: ber’s question amounted in the year 
we In India Government offered to receive 1898-99 to £2,349, and the increase in 
gold in exchange for currency notes or the duties is estimated to produce about 

rupees at the rate of one sovereign for £150. In the manufacture of these 

Ds fifteen rupees ; in England the Secretary articles spirit, on which increased duty 
of State in Council sold telegraphic orders has to be paid, is used, and I do not think 

| for rupees on the treasuries in India at jt would be fair to the British manufac- 


he the rate of one rupee for 16,°,d. (3) The turer who has to pay these increased 
receipts of gold in the treasuries began rates to admit the like articles of foreign 
to assume large dimensions about manufacture without any proportionate 
lia, February, 1899, at the end of which jncrease of duty. No increase has been 


_ month the outstanding currency notes proposed in the duties on confectionery 
he amounted to 264 lakhs, while at the end made with spirit and transparent soap, as 
“s of March, 1899, they were 2,820 lakhs; the proportionate increase would be too 
the 


by the last return they amounted at the small to be expressed in any current 
ons end of February, 1900, to 2,727 lakhs. coin. 

(4) The coinage of rupees was resumed Say one alain 

on the 25th of January last. (5) The  5ik CHARLES CAMERON : On what 
addition to the coinage so far is believed principle has the variation been made ? 
al to have been about 140 lakhs of rupees. *g:p M. HICKS BEACH: On the pro- 
all | (6) Gold has been paid out to the amount portion of the increase on spirits to the 
‘ies of about £244,000. (7) The rate of profit existing duty throughout. 

ve in coining rupees from fresh silver when ' : 

the | silver is at its present price is about | 1.7 INGTON BOARD OF GUARDIANS. 
fifty-two per cent. (8) The Government te eae 5 sti 

of India have not reported their views as Mr LOUGH (Islington, W.): J beg 
to the mode of showing such profit in the to ask the President of the Local Govern- 


accounts. ment Board whether his attention has 
e): been called to the fact that the Islington 
fae CUSTOMS DUTIES ON SPIRIT Board of Guardians have refused to accept 
old METHOD OF LEVYING. a report from their clerk as to the conduct 


artain officials ; and whether he pro- 
the 1} Sin CHARLES CAMERON : I beg to ° certain © fence P 
‘ ric eplgedinig S eat ene t ses to take any action in the matter, 
é ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer . y 
* what was the total amount of customs THE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
his] duties paid according to the last Annual GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 





ian Report of the Commissioners of Customs RUSSELL, Tyrone, 8.) : I understand that 
in on the following nine articles, namely, the facts are as stated. The Local 
has chloral, hydrate, chloroform, colodion, Government Board, however, have no 
ney acetic, butyric, and sulphuric ethers : | definite particulars as to the allegations 
, or iodide, bromide, and chloride of ethyl; contained in the report referred to, but 
a jat what amount does he estimate the inquiry is being made on the subject. 

a ; 


Increased customs duties proposed under 
ced (the Finance Bill of this. session to MONTGOMERYSHIRE WORKHOUSES. 


ion be levied on these nine articles; and Cotonet PRYCEJONES  (Mont- 
®t) whether, in view of the fact that the gomery Boroughs): I beg to ask the 
we, _ tevenue to be realised is so small, that the President of the Local Government Board, 
ney proportions by which the duties hitherto in view of the fact that there are four 
vl 3 levied on these articles is proposed to be | workhouses in the county of Montgomery 


ix 
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maintained at the public expense, and one | 


of them is capable of housing all the in- 
mates, whether he will make inquiries, 
and, if found practicable, take steps to 
reduce their number, thereby effecting a 
large annual saving to the ratepayers of 
that county. 


Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The Local 
Government Board have directed inquiries 
to be made on the subject. 


PARK—SEAT ACCOMMO- 
DATION. 

Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower Ham- 
lets, Poplar): | beg to ask the First 
Commissioner of Works whether he could 
see his way to provide seats on the grass 
and under the trees in the Green Park 
for the use of those who frequent the 
park who are for the most part unable to 
pay for chairs. 


THE FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. AKers DouG.as, Kent, St. 
Augustine’s): There are 118 free garden 
seats on or facing the walks in the Green 
Park, and thesupply seemsto me sufficient. 
There are many objections to placing 
seats in secluded places under the trees, 
but I will consider whether more of the 
seats near or on the walks can be reversed 
so as to face the park. 


GREEN 


TRAWLING IN PROHIBITED SCOTTISH 
WATERS. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate whether he is aware that the 
captain of a British trawler has been sen- 
tenced by the High Court of Viborg to 
eighteen months penal servitude and a fine 
of £180 for fishing in prohibited waters, 
resisting the authority of the State, and 
causing through carelessness the upsetting 
of a fishing boat ; and, having regard to 
the light penalties inflicted on the masters 
of trawlers who make a practice of trawling 
in prohibited waters around the coasts of 
Scotland, will the Fishery Board for Scot- 
land consider the desirability of making a 
bye-law for the imposition of: heavier 
penalties and punishments than those now 
in force. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray,  Buteshire): My 
attention has not been specially called to 
the case referred to by the hon. Member 
in the first paragraph of his question, and 
I am consequently unable to say whether 
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the facts there stated are accurate, As 
regards the second paragraph, Parliament 
alone can enact penalties and the Law 
Courts impose them. The Fishery Board 
have nothing to do with them. ~ 


SCOTTISH LUNACY 
MEETINGS. 
Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate if he will state the number of 
board meetings held by the Lunacy 
Board for Scotland in 1897, 1898, and 
1899, respectively ; the number of board 
meetings attended by the chairman in 
each of these years ; and the number of 
board meetings attended by each of the 
other unpaid commissioners during the 
same period. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: In 
1897 twenty meetings were held by the 
General Lunacy Board. The chairman- 
ship was changed during the currency of 
this year. The two unpaid members 
attended at fifteen meetings respectively. 
In 1898 twenty-six meetings were held, 
the chairman being present at twenty- 
five, and the other unpaid members at 
sixteen and nineteen meetings respec- 
tively. In 1899 twenty-seven meetings 
were held, the chairman being present at 
twenty-three, and the other unpaid 
members at twenty-three and twenty- 
four meetings respectively. I must add 
that while these are the numbers of the 
formal meetings of the Board, they do 
not nearly represent the amount of work 
done by the chairman and other unpaid 


BOARD 


members in connection with lunacy 
administration. 
DEPORTATION OF IRISH PAUPERS. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board 
whether he is aware that the clerk of the 
Blackburn Board of Guardians made an 
application before the magistrates for an 
order for the removal from the Blackburn 
Workhouse of an inmate named Edward 
Murray to his birthplace at Kilmena, 
County Mayo, he having been born in 
Ireland in 1815, and having lived in 
England continuously since the year 
1837; and whether, considering that 
legislation has been promised dealing 
with the question of deportation of 
paupers into Ireland, the Local Govern- 
ment Board will refuse to sanction the 


transfer of Edward Murray into Ireland 
| at the expense of the Irish rates. 
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Mr. T. W. RUSSELL: The hon. 
Gentleman will remember that I answered 
a question as to this case on Friday last. 
With regard to the second paragraph the 
Local Government Board have no power 
to interfere with the discretion of the 
guardians. 


FAIR RENTS IN COUNTY KERRY. 

Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
can state the number of applications 
lodged by tenants in North Kerry to 
have fair rents fixed in Listowel and 
Tralee, respectively ; whether he is aware 
that the cases of tenants whose applica- 
tions were made three years ago are still 
uheard ; and whether representations 
will be made to the Land Commission 
with a view of remedying the existing con- 
gested condition of tenants’ applications 
to fix fair rents by more frequent sittings 
of the Sub-Land Commissioners. 


*Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ArkKtnson, Londonderry, 
N.): There are eighty-six cases from the 
Union of Tralee, and 112 from the Union 
of Listowel that have not yet been listed 
for hearing. None of the applications to 
fix fair rents from those districts have 
heen outstanding for as long a period 
as three years. <A list which will include 
cases from North Kerry will be issued 
as soon as the list containing cases from 
the southern portion of the county and 
at present in course of disposal has been 
completed. 

Mr. FLAVIN: Is it not the case that 
originating notices have been served in 
that district for a period of over two 
years, and yet have not been heard ? 

*Mr. ATKINSON: I presume the 
Land Commission make the best arrange- 
ments they can. 


Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. 


} Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
Vis aware 
1 0Sullivan, 
{County Kerry, a tenant under Trinity 
College, Dublin, holding about twenty- 


that a tenant named Denis 
residing at  Cahirciveen, 


nine acres of pocr land at a rental of 
£7 12s, 6d. per year, and a valuation of 
£5 5s, gave evidence in his application 


"to have a fair rent fixed that it cost him 


in addition to the rent a further sum of 
£14 7s. in handfeeding the cattle for the 
mst year. And also that he let for graz- 
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ing purposes about ten acres of his hold- 
ing at a loss of about 8s. for the year ; 
whether he is also aware that the tenant 
served his notice to have a fair rent fixed 
in April, 1898, and since that date also 
asked the agent of Trinity College to have 
the rent fixed out of court by Land Com- 
mission valuer, which request the agent 
of Trinity College refused. And, also, 
Denis O'Sullivan and other tenants on 
Trinity College property accepted the 
valuation of the landlord’s valuer, Mr. 
Rea, in 1882 ; and whether the Sub-Land 
Commission, when delivering judgment 
in this case, will fix the judicial rent so as 
to take effect the gale day next after the 
service of the originating notice. 

I also beg to ask Mr. Attorney General 
for Ireland whether he is aware that, at 
the recent Land Commission Court held 
at Cahirciveen, the valuer examined by 
Trinity College against the tenants was a 
local landlord named Captain James J. 
Magill, and that in many of the tenants’ 
eases then listed for hearing the first 
judicial rent was 100 per cent. over the 
valuation ; but that, notwithstanding 
this, the landlords’ valuer, Captain Magill, 
swore that the rent for a second judicial 
tenancy should be in the majority of 
cases much higher than that fixed in the 
first judicial term; and whether he will 
ask the Land Commission to reconsider 
their decision in this court. 


*Mr. ATKINSON: The first question 
refers to a case which is at present pend- 
ing before the Sub-Commission for deci- 
sion. The Land Commissioners, under 
the circumstances, decline, and, in my 
opinion, properly so, to call upon the Sub- 
Commission for information as to the 
various matters mentioned in the ques- 
tion. The same remark applies to the 
next question on the Paper. 


Mr. FLAVIN : Is the right hon. 
Gentleman aware that the valuer in this 
case has actually sworn in open court that 
the second judicial rents should be higher 
than the first ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


UNITED IRISH LEAGUE MEETINGS AT 
DONERAILE. 

Mr. FLYNN: I beg to ask the Chief 

Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of 

Ireland if he will state by whose orders 


_and on what grounds, on the occasions of 


the meetings of the United Irish League, 
2P 
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951 Questions. 
held once a week in Doneraile, County | 
Cork, of which Rev. J. M. Callaghan | first paragraph is in the affirmative. | 
is president, a policeman stations himself | have already stated that it is under con- 
at the entrance to the place of meeting | sideration whether it may not be advis- 
and takes note of each individual entering. | able in the course of the present session 
TT eT : _ | to give the Local Government Board, by 
Mr. A‘ KINSON (for Mr. G. W. | iegeiion, power to vary areas of slaingp 
BALFouR): This question is apparently | fixed by previous Orders. 
based on a newspaper report dated the | j 
27th instant. ‘The statement in the| *Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
question is absolutely devoid of founda-| Gentleman say how soon legislation will 
tion. | be introduced 1 


Questions. 


Mr. FLYNN: It is founded on the} _ Mn. ATKINSON :- I cannot add any. 


rey. gentleman’s own complaint. thing to what I have already stated. 


Mr. ATKINSON : Then he is entirely | 
in error. 


SCARIFF WATER SUPPLY. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): I beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
IRISH CONGESTED DISTRICTS ‘the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
BOARD. } the Irish Loeal Government Board has 
Mr. FLAVIN : I beg to ask the Chief | received a petition from the inhabitants 
Secretary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ire-| of Seariff in connection with the water 
land whether he is aware that the Kerry supply scheme for that district ; and what 
County Council unanimously passed a | js being done in the matter. 
resolution asking that a representative | pO iy fet 
from Kerry be placed on the Congested | Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat. 
Districts Board; and whether, owing to | FOUR): The petition referred to has been 
the poor and congested condition of a received, The Local Government Board 
large portion of Kerry, some means can will issue orders for a local inquiry into 
be found by which a Kerry representa- | the matter in pursuance of Section 15 of 
tive will be added to the Board. the Public Health Act of 1896. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. | > FORESHORE = RIGHTS—LORD 
ia SRL Ti : MIDLETON AND THE BALLINA- 
Batrour): I have already answered two CURRA FORESHORE 


similar questions on this subject to the <a ga ; 
effect that the number of members of the. CAPTAIN DONELAN (Cork, EY): On 
Soard is fixed by statute, and that there is | behalf of the hon. Member for Cork (Mr. 
no vacancy at present on the Board. Maurice Healy), I beg to ask the Presi. 
A dent of the Board of Trade on what 
*Mr. FLAVIN: Have vacancies been grounds the Board of Trade, when alienat- 
created and filled for any other county in ing foreshore, make a distinction as 
Ireland which is not so much congested | regards first communicating with the har- 
as Kerry is ? bour authority between foreshore under 
tae : : se water and foreshore which is not under 

[No answer was given. | 3 4 sea 
: water ; will he explain why it is that, 


[IRISH LOCAL GOVERNMENT ORDERS. | seeing that foreshore which is available 





Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he 
is aware that the Killarney Rural District 
Council have passed a resolution unani- 
mously asking that a Bill should be 
introduced into Parliament to repeal 
Section 5 of the Act of 62 and 63 Vic., 
c. 31, validating the Orders of the Local 
Government, dated the 15th May, 1899, 
and the 17th July, 1899; and whether 
the Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of acceding to the request of the 
members of the Killarney Rural District 
Council by introducing such a Bill. 





| for conversion into piers and quays is the 
| most valuable, the Board of ‘T'rade let it 
| pass into private hands without consulting 
| the harbour authority; and, also, why, 
|in selling the Ballinacurra foreshore to 
| Lord Midleton, the Board of Trade did 
| not make it a condition that Lord Midle- 
ton should grant to the Cork Harbour 
| Board the lease which he had agreed to 
grant in 1884, and the granting of which 
| the Board of Trade then prevented by 
| refusing their consent. 


| 


| THe PRESIDENT oF THE 
(or TRADE (Mr. Rivcnte, Croydon) : 


BOARD | 
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The Board of Trade, when considering) Mr. RITCHIE: I think there is no 
an application for a grant of foreshore necessity for anything of the kind. 


below high-water mark,. communicate with | 
the har bour authority in order to ascer- | Captain DONELAN : Will the right 


tain their views as to the effect on navi-| / hon. Gentleman suggest to Lord Midle- 
gation of the works proposed to he | ton the desirability’ of carrving out this 
erected on such foreshore. In cases of | !™provement ? 
accreted land above tidal influence, no *\Mr, SPEAKER: Order, order! 
such question can arise. After the Board 
had agreed to grant a conveyance of the R.LC.—DISTRICT INSPECTOR TAYLOR. 
land in question to Lord Midleton, in ‘y a al Ree che 5 
order to avoid litigation as to title, they | Mr. PLAVIN : [ beg to ask Mr. 
received a letter from the Harbour Com-| Attorney General for Ireland whether 
missioners asking that the land might be | he ee that District Inspector 
granted to them. The Board endeavoured Taylor, of Kenmare, visits and stays 
to induce Lord Midleton to agree to With Mr. Warden, of Derryguin, fre- 
grant to the Harbour Commissioners a | quently ; and that he also drives with 
long lease of the land, but they had no Mr. Warden to and from the Sneem petty 
power to insist on such a condition. The | 2ssions court ; and whether Mr. Taylor, 
Board are not aware whether the land Wo is a police officer, is acting according 
sold is identical with that which the © the police regulations in associating him- 
Harbour Commissioners desired to lease Self so publicly with Mr. Warden, a local 
jine Toed Midleton in 1884. landlord, seeing that Mr. Taylor appears 
in cases where Mr. Warden adjudicates at 
Captain DONELAN: May I ask is the petty sessions court. 
the right hon. Gentleman aware that the ee 
Cork “Harbour Commissioners wrote to Mr. ATKINSON: I was not pre- 
the Board of Trade in January, 1899, viously aware that the facts are as repre- 
requesting that this foreshore might be sented in this question. I need hardly 
vested in them for public purposes, and *2Y that the constabulary regulations do 
that it was not until the following August 20% prohibit an officer of the force from 
that the Board of Trade wrote in reply “}8'Ung, associating or driving with a 
stating that a similar application had been | Magistrate of his district under the cir- 
received from Lord Midleton ? cumstances stated. The Inspector 
General reports that the district in- 
Mr. RITCHIE: Yes, but it does not  spector is an excellent officer, and that he 
in any way qualify the answer I have performs his duties with great zeal, 
given. I understand that before the efficiency, and independence of all 
application had been received from the | parties. 
Cork Harbour Commissioners an arrange- |, se i . 
ment had practically been come to with Mr. FLAVIN : Is the hon. Gentleman 
Lord Midleton. aware that District Inspector Taylor also 
prosecutes in cases where Warden’s 
Mr. FLYNN: Then why was it not tenants were the defendants, and Mr. 
communicated to the Cork Harbour Warden also adjudicates in those cases ? 
Commissioners for a period of eight | 


{No answer was given. | 
YL 


months 4 
2 
Mr. RITCHIE: The Board of Trade EDUCATION, &e,, SCHEMES—ORDERS 
could not have acceded to the application IN COUNCIL. 


of the Cork Harbour Commissioners Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
without running the risk of serious litiga- | hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the 
tion. They could not give them the title First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
to land which was claimed by Lord) yjij) propose the adoption by the House 
Midleton as having been in possession of | 9 Commons of an Order similar to that 
his family for 200 years. adopted by the other House of Parlia- 
peti» ade ment,* to the effect that where by statute 

Mr. FLYNN : Will the correspondence | any scheme, before it can be auleerveer 
between Lord Midleton and the Board of | },y° Order in Council, is ordered to lie 
Trade be made available to Members of | * 
the House ? | * See page 621 of this Volume. 
34 
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upon the Table for a prescribed number | 
of days, it shall be laid upon the Table | 
in a printed form, and not otherwise ; and | 
thereupon shall forthwith be circulated 
to the Members of this House. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If understand 
that the hon. Gentleman is quite right in 
his statement with regard to the practice 
in another place. I see no reason why 
that practice, which is obviously a con- 
venient one, should not be adopted here 
and I will communicate with the authori- 
ties of the House on the subject. 


SEA FISHERIES BILL. 

Mr. H. S. FOSTER (Suffolk, Lowes- 
toft): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether the Second Reading | 
of the Sea Fisheries Bill will be taken be- 
fore Easter ; and whether, in view of its 
importance to the fishing industry, a full 
opportunity will be given for its discus- 
upon the motion for the Second Reading. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: We do not 
propose to take this Bill before Easter. 
I cannot give any pledge at the present 
moment as to when or where it will be 
placed on the Orders of the Day. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sm HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton): Will the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House now fulfil 
his promise to state what is the actual 
business to be taken before the House 
adjourns for the Easter recess, and on 
what days it will be taken ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The enumera- 
tion of the Bills and the times at which I 
hope to deal witk them are as follows : 
The Bills the stages of which are prac- 
tically completed are the Finance Bill, 
Army (Annual) Bill, and Electoral Dis- 
abilities (Military Service) Bill. The 
Second Readings that have to he taken 
are the Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scot- 
land) Bill, the Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) Bill, and the Agricultural 
Holdings Bill. We shall, I hope, also 
finish the small remains of the debate 
relating to municipal trading; and I 
should like to get the Police Reservists 
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IONS} 


pose to interfere with the rights of private 
Members on Tuesday, except so far 
as it may be necessary for the Finance 
Bill. I was under the impression that 
we should have to take a new clause in 
Committee of Ways and Means, but I 
now hope that that necessity may be 
avoided. My idea will be to take the 
Railways Bill first on Thursday, and the 
Agricultural Holdings Bill first on Mon- 
day. The Finance Bill will be taken on 
Friday, which will not be a day to be 
counted. The debate on municipal 
trading must be disposed of before the 
holidays, but I do not wish to see the 
House sitting on Tuesday for that pur- 
pose, and if Members will meet the plan 
half-way and enable the Government to 
get the Municipal Trading Resolution 
after the Railways Bill on Thursday, | 
should like to move first on Friday that 
the House at the end of the sitting on 
Monday do adjourn for the holidays. In 
that case the House would gain half a 
day, and for the purposes of many Mem- 
bers a whole day’s additional holiday. 
As regarded the Education Code, I am 
not sure whether it would not be more 
convenient to postpone the discussion till 
after Easter, but I cannot make a definite 
statement on that subject until to-morrow, 
when I have to answer a question ad- 
dressed to me by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for the Dartford Divi- 
sion of Kent. The House will see, there- 
fore, that as at present advised I suggest 
that for Tuesday the business shall be 
the Finance Bill, if the stage is necessary, 
otherwise private Members’ business: 
Wednesday, private Members’ business: 
Thursday—(1) Railways (Prevention of 
Accidents) Bill, (2) Municipal Trading 
| Resolution ; Friday--(1) Motion for the 
Holidays, (2) Finance Bill, Third Read- 
ing. Monday, the Agricultural Holidays 
Bill, and possibly the one or two non- 
contentious Bills I have named. 


Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.): 
As the Agricultural Holdings Bill applies 
to Scotland as well as to England, and as 
‘the debate is hardly likely to be con- 
cluded in one sitting, will not the right 
‘hon. Gentleman reconsider his proposal 
| to take it on Monday ? 


(Allowances) Bill and the Naval Reserve | 


(Mobilisation) Bill. As to these I do not 
think hon. Members will wish to say 
much. As regards the actual distribu- 
tion of the programme, I do not pro- 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The question 
is rather an unfair one. 
| the House as long a holiday as I can, and 
| the hon. Member's complaint would have 


I want to give 
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no foundation if I put the holidays off 
till Thursday. 


Mr. BRYCE 
suppose we may take it 
Australian Federation Bill 
taken before the holidays ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: It will not. 


Mr. GRAY : Assuming that the debate 
on it is not taken before Kaster, I take it 
that although the Code will come in force, 
the House will have an opportunity of 
discussing it apart from the Education 
Estimates. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: If the discus- 
sion on the new Education Code does not 
take place on Thursday, [ shall give a 
pledge that the new Code shall not come 
into operation until the House has had an 
opportunity of discussing it. That oppor- 
tunity will be given, apart altogether 
trom the Education Estimates, at a very 
early date after Kaster. 


Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): How, 
in view of the fact that the time for the 
discussion of the Code runs out on the 
l4th instant, does the Leader of the 
House propose to deal with the new 
Code? Does he propose to withdraw it 
entirely from the Tabie of the House, 
which I presume is the only course open 
to him ¢ 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I think the 
hon, Member is under a misapprehension 
as to the exact legal position. Anyhow, 
as soon as the month during which the 
Code lays on the lable comes to an end, 
the Education Department has the right 
to put the Code into force, but the right 
of Parliament to deal with the Code does 
not lapse with the month, and at any 
time during the year the House may give 
any verdict which it likes upon the pro- 
priety of the Code. It is quite true, 
therefore, that unless this is discussed 
before the holidays there will be a certain 
period—a very short period—in which 
technically the Education Department 
will have the right to put the Code in 
force withont the House having had an 
opportunity of discussing it, but [ propose 
to get over that difficulty by giving a 
pledge to the House that the Education 
Department will not put the Code in force 


(Aberdeen, 8.): I 
that the 


will not be 


| during that period. 


Mr. FLOWER: But a certain number 
of managers have arranged—— 
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*Mnr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There 
is no question before the House. 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): May 
I appeal to the Leader of the House to 
postpone the debate on municipal trad- 
ing till after Easter? There is a good 
deal to be said upon it, and we only had 
an hour and a half to discuss it last 
Thursday, and [ do not think it is un- 
reasonable to ask for more time. 


CapTAIN DONELAN : May we take it 
that the Charitable Loans (freland) Bil! 
will not be taken before Easter ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
May [ again appeal to the right hon. 
Gentleman with regard to the Agricul- 
cultural Holdings Bill. I should be the 
last to wish to curtail the holidays of the 
House, but many Members want to take 
part in the debate on this Bill. Is it the 
right hon. Gentleman’s intention, if the 
debate is not finished on Monday, to 
move the closure——— 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Cartan SINCLAIR: I do not wish 
to put the question in an irregular form, 
but does the right hon. Gentleman intend 
to terminate discussion on Monday under 
any circumstances ? 

*Mr. SPEAKER: That is a matter for 
the House. 

Caprain SINCLAIR: Then, does the 


right hon. Gentleman hope that the dis- 
cussion will be concluded that night ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My hope cer- 
tainly is that the Bill will be finished, and 
I say it must be before we separate for 
the holidays. 


: Yes, Sir. 


WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION 

(1897) EXTENSION BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments, from the 
Standing Committee on Trade, &e. 


ACT 


Xeport to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 123.] 


Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. [No. 
123.] 


Bill, as amended (by the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into consider- 
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ation upon Monday, 30th April, and to 
be printed. [Bill 165.] 
FINANCE BILL. 
As amended, considered. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks 


THE EX- 
BEACH, 


{COMMONS} 


Bristol, W.): On Thursday last, in Com- | 


mittee on the Finance Bill, the hon. Mem- 
ber for North I-lington drew attention to 
the very anomalous state of the law with 
regard to the exemption from duty of 
estates of soldiers and sailors. As he 
pointed out, the estates of private 
soldiers, sailors, and marines are abso- 
lutely exempted from estate duty, what- 
ever the amount of them may be. 
What is the obvious result of this? At 
the present moment a number of men of 
considerable means are serving as privates 
in our forces in Sovth Africa, and the 
heirs of any of them who lose their lives in 
the campaign will be entirely exempt 
from the payment of estate duty. As the 
law stands there is no such exemption for 
the estates of officers and non-commis- 
sioned officers. A man who has been 
promoted on account of good conduct to 
the place of a non-commissioned officer, or 
who has for the same reason obtained a 
commission, loses under the existing law 
the privilege of exemption. My hon. 
friend held that this was extremely unfair, 
and suggested that exemption should be 
extended to meet these cases. The ques- 
tion was debated for a considerabie time 
in Committee on Thursday, and I think 
it was felt that the proposal then made 
went somewhat too far. The hon. 
Member for the Brightside Division of 
Sheffield pointed out that there might be 


cases in which the widow or the children | 


of an officer might be possessed of large 
means of their own, although the officer 
himself possessed very small means, and 
yet by his death they would under the 
clause of the hon. Member fer Islington 
have obtained an exemption to which, I 


think, nobody can feel that they are pro- | 


perly entitled. I have endeavoured to 


see if it were possible to deal with the | 


matter by some addition to the present 


system under which gratuities and pen- | 


sions are granted; but on examination | 


and consultation with the Secretary for 
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This matter is on an entirely different 
footing, and even in the point of time 
alone it would have been absolutely im- 
possible to fit any provisions dealing with 
this subject into the existing system. 
I therefore propose the clause which 
stands on the paper—that on the recom- 
mendation of the Admiralty or the War 
Office the Treasury shall be permitted to 
remit so much of the death duties as the 
circumstances may seem to justify, pro- 
vided that in no case shall the remission 
exceed the sum of £150, which would be 
the amount of death duty on a sum of 
£5,000, and that it shall only apply to 
property going to the widow or the 
children of the deceased officer. I hope 
that in its present form the clause will 
receive the approval of the House. I am 
sure we are all desirous to do everything 
that is fair to the relatives of officers who 
die in their country’s service. 


New Clause— 


“(1) Where any person dies from wounds 
inflicted or disease contracted, within twelve 
months before death, while on active service 
against an enemy, wether on sea or land, and 
was, when the wounds were inflicted or the 
disease contracted, either subject to the 
Naval Discipline Act or subject to military 
law, whether as an officer, non-commissioned 
officer, or soldier under Part Five of the Army 
Act, the Treasury may, if they think fit, on 
the recommendation of the Secretary of State 
or of the Admiralty as the case requires, 
remit, up to an amount not exceeding one 
hundred and fifty pounds in any one case, the 
whole or any part of the death duties (within 
the meaning of sub-section three of section 
thirteen of the Finance Act, 1894) leviable in 
respect of property passing upon the death of 
the deceased to his widow or children. 

“ (2) This section shall take effect in the case 
of any person dying since the eleventh 
day of October, one thousand eight hundred 
and ninety-nine.”—(Mr. Chancellor of the 
Exchequer.) 


brought up, and read the first time. 


Question proposed, “That the clause 
be read a second time.” 


Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) : This 
clause is of enormous importance, and 
under the altered circumstances, with the 
limitation imposed, it becomes rather 
difficult to vote against it. 


*Smr M. HICKS BEACH: May I! 
intervene in order to explain what I 


War I found that it would be practically ‘omitted to do just now, that I have had 
impossible, for various reasons which [| two cases of great hardship before me 


need not detain the House by detailing. | during the last two months—one affecting 
} 
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the widow of an officer, and the other | very great improvement upon those dis- 


the relations of a non-commissioned 


othicer. 


Mr. BROADHURST: I quite agree 
that the right hon. Gentleman has fully 
redeemed the pledges he gave last Thurs- 
day, but [ would press him while he is 
making this concession to go further, 
and say if he cannot promise some 
equal advantage to the widows and 
orphans of private soldiers and sailors. 
That was a point I submitted to the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer on Thursday 
last. I think a private soldier has a 
right to demand it. I pointed out that 
this was a new proposal of legislation, 
and capable of great extension. When 
the right hon. Gentleman was President 
of the Board of Trade he had brought 
under his notice several cases where 
valuable lives were lost in the endeavour 
to save others, both in the lifeboat and 
fishing services. Such cases, I think, are 
entitled to this concession, and should 
have it in addition to the amounts which, 
in one or two cases, the right hon. Gen- 
tleman awarded at my instance. All 
these matters must be taken into con- 
sideration. There are many dangerous 
trades-—miners, sailors, and others are 
constantly engaged in dangerous work in 
which enormous numbers of lives are 
lost, and such cases ought to come within 
this clause. That is a point we are 
entitled to urge, but I shall not vote 
against this new clause, although it does 
not go so far as I could have wished. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.) said 
he agreed with the point which had been 
mace as to persons who lost theirlives when 
endeavouring to save those of others, 


and could have wished that the general | 


class of case might have been included in 
the clause. 
difficulty in safeguarding all these matters 
at one time, and the new clause therefore 
ought to be taken as an instalment of 
what was tocome. He thought the clause 
would meet the various cases fairly well, 


and the House might leave the details of | 


the working to the Treasury. He thought 
the clause would be received with great 


There was, however, great | 


cussed on the last occasion, but it had 
one weak spot, which was that whilst the 
officers received this consideration the 
rank and file did not. As a compromise 
the clause, no doubt, was a very fair one. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) wished to know whether it 
was clearly understood that the word 
“remit ” also meant “refund.” It was a 
matter of some importance, as the right 
hon. Gentleman would see. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: A drafting 
Amendment will put that right. 


Mr. SYDNEY BUXTON (Tower 
Hamlets, Poplar) characterised the pro- 
posal of the right hon. Gentleman as a 
compromise which, although it did not 
cover all that was desired, went some way 
in that direction. No one desired to object 
to anything in the nature of allowances 
being given, but grave objection was 
taken to the fact of such a thing being 
fixed on the death duties. The clause 
proposed, however, specifically fixed a 
limit of £150, and he therefore did not 
oppose it, and he hoped the House would 
come to a unanimous conclusion upon it. 


Mr. GALLOWAY (Manchester, 8. W.) 
urged the Chancellor of the Exchequer to 
give the Treasury a descretionary power 
to include property passing to mothers. 
There were many such cases in which 
there might be great hardship if this were 
not done. 


Captain PRETYMAN (Suffolk, Wood- 
bridge) pointed out that the somewhat 
acrimonious character of the previous 
debate on this question arose from a mis- 
understanding between hon. Members. 
On the one side it was thought there was 
a want of sympathy with the officers, 
and on the other that there was no 
sympathy to the private soldiers. The 
new clause had dispelled that misunder- 
standing, and for his part he accepted it 
most heartily, and congratulated hon. 
Members opposite on having come to the 
same conclusion. 


contentment by the community, and that | 


it would do away with the grievance now 
felt. 


_Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side) said the clause now proposed was a 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York) thought the 
clause put down by the Chancellor of 
‘the Exchequer avoided many of the 
objections which had been raised te 
| the clauses previously proposed. The 
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existing exemption in favour of estates of 
“common soldiers, seamen, and marines ” 
did not meet the case of the non-com- 
missioned ofticer, who would get no 
exemption at all. The clause now pro- 
posed would remove this defect, and he 
thanked the right hon. Gentleman for 
having brought such a proposal before 
the House. 


*Sirk_ HENRY 
hampton, E.) desired to express his 
concurrence in the way in which the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer had settled 
this difficult question, but also to ask one 
question upon a point which was merely 
a matter of drafting. He wished to know 


FOWLER = (Wolver- 


whether the word “children” would 
include “ grandchildren.” It might 


happen that “children” had predeceased 
their father, leaving only grandchildren 
surviving, and in that case would the word 
“children” embrace grandchildren ? 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHarD WessTER, Isle of Wight): The 
use of the word “issue” would meet that 
difficulty. 


Mr. WILLIAM MOORE (Antrim, N.) 
thought the words of the clause ought to 
cover those who were drowned whilst on 
active service. If a man, for instance, 
was proceeding across a bridge or assist- 
ing to bridge a river and got pushed into 
the water and was drowned, the clause 
ought equally to apply to him. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Mr. GEDGE (Walsall) pointed out 
that the clause as worded would not 
cover cases where death took place from 
aceident. He moved the insertion of the 
words ‘or by accident.” 


Amendment proposed— 


“In line 2, after the word ‘contracted, to 
insert the words ‘or by accident.’”—(Vr. 
(redge.) 


Question proposed, ‘* That those words 
be there inserted.” 


{COMMONS} 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH said he had | 


no objection to insert after the word 
“inflicted ” the words “accident occur- 
ring.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. Butcher. 
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Clause amended, by inserting, in line 
1, after the word “inflicted,” the words 
“accident occurring,” and by inserting, in 
line 4, after the word “inflicted,” the 
words “the accident occurred.”—(IMr, 
Chancellor of the EBvchequer.) 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON said the pro- 
posed exemption would not apply in cases 
where the duty had already been paid, 
If money once got into the Treasury 
it could not be got out again. He sug- 
gested that words should be inserted 
which would enable those coming within 
the scope of the clause to get duty re- 
funded where it had heen paid. 


Clause amended by inserting in line 8, 
after the word “remit” the words * or 
in the case of duty paid, repay.”—(Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Mr. GALLOWAY proposed the inser- 
tion of the word * mother.” He believed 
the right hon. Gentleman would make 
the clause extend to grandchildren, and 
the case of a mother might be more 
deserving than that of grandchildren. 
He understood the whole question was 
one of discretion, and not an absolute in- 
struction. There were cases in which a 
mother might have been entirely depend- 
ent on a son. 


Amendment proposed 

“In line 12, after the word ‘his’ to insert 
the word ‘ mother.’ ”—(.VUr. (ralloway.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘mother’ be there inserted.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I hope the 
hon. Member will not press this Amend- 
ment. A mother is not the only person 
who may have been dependent. A father, 
a grandfather, or a sister may also be de- 
pendent. I do not think we can go 
beyond the widow. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) 
suggested that his hon. friendand the Attor- 
ney General might he reconciled by sub- 
stituting for ‘“ children” the words 
“lineal descendants or ascendants.” There 
was a very strong case for the father and 


mother, in spite of what the Chancellor of 
| the Exchequer said. 


Surely it was very 
hard that a mother, a father, or grand- 
children should not be relieved in the 


| same way as the others. 


Sas es oe 
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Mr. BROADHURST reminded the , 
Chancellor of the Exchequer and the hon. | 
Gentleman opposite that they came to a | 
friendly understanding last week, when the 
relief was limited to the widow and 
children. If they once began to move 
from the point then agreed upon there 
would be considerable difficulty. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet) said the words suggested by the 
hon. Member for King’s Lynn were 
distinctly limited. They would meet 
the case of a father or mother, and of a 
grandfather and grandmother, and also 
of children and grandchildren, and stop 
at brother and sisters, cousins, and so on. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made— 

“In line 13, by leaving out the word 
‘children, and inserting the words ‘lineal 
descendants, instead thereof.”—(Mr. Attorney 
(reneral.) 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES moved the 
insertion of the words “ or ascendants.” 
The clause included children and grand- 
children. They had got them all in the 
descending line, but surely they should 
have them in the ascending line. There 
would not be many of them. It would 
have the smallest possible effect on the 
revenue. He trusted the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer would agree to this. 


Amendment proposed— 

“ After the words last inserted, to insert the 
words ‘ or ascendants.’”—(Mr. Gibson Bowles.) 

Question proposed, ‘ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


*Sir. M. HICKS BEACH hoped that 
hon. Members would not agree to this 
Amendment. He thought this particular 


benefit ought to be confined to the widow | 


and lineal descendants. 
Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Amendment made— 


_ “In line 13, by inserting, after the words last 
Inserted, the words ‘if the value of the property 


for estate duty so passing does not exceed | 


£5,000.’ —(Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


Clause, as amended, added. 


Str CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) drew attention to the pro- | 


{2 Aprit 1900} 
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posal to increase the duty on chloral 
hydrate, chloroform, coliodion, acetic, 
butyric, and sulphuric ethers, and iodide, 
bromide, and chloride of ethy!. The in- 
creased duty was estimated to produce 
only an additional £150, and it certainly 
appeared to be mere pedantry in a War 
Budget to increase duties on nine articles 
for the purpose of raising that insignificant 
sum. Moreover, the duties were increased 
in a most arbitrary fashion, the increases 
ranging from 5 per cent. to 28 per cent. 
He therefore moved to omit from 
Clause 5 the words enacting these in- 
creases of duty. 


Amendment proposed to the Bill— 


“In page 3, to leave out from line 31 to the 
end of line 4, in page 4, both inclusive.” —(Su- 
Charles Cameron.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand pari of the 
Bill.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I quite agree 
that this is a very small matter as regards 
the revenue, but whenever the duty on 
spirits—with which we are dealing in this 
clause—has been increased, these higher 
duties have been charged on articles into 
the composition of which spirit enters. It 
has been the invariable rule in such cases 
to increase the duty in proportion to the 
amount of spirits used and the amount 
by which the duty on spirits is increased. 
Ido not think | should he justified in 
agreeing to the Amendment, which, 
although the amount of revenue involved 
is small, so far as I can judge, is a depar- 
ture from the regular system. If [ 
agreed to this suggestion the result would 
be that in regard to these articles foreign 
manufacturers would be placed at an 
advantage as compared with British 
manufacturers. I do not think that 
would be fair, and I cannot agree to the 
Amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. GEDGE moved to omit the first 
sub-section. The history of the clause 
which this sub-section proposed to omit 
was exceedingly curious. When the 


| Finance Act ot 1894 was before Parlia- 


ment, the present First Lord of the 
Treasury on the Second Reading made a 
very vigorous speech, in which, amongst 
other objections, he brought forward a 
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very great hardship which the clause | 


referred to was afterwards inserted to 
prevent. The case in question was that 
of aman who had insured his life or 
saved some small amount for the benefit 
of his family, but who afterwards married 
a wealthy woman. By reason of his hav- 
inga life interest, enjoyed perhaps foravery 
short time, in her fortune, when he died 
the two estates for the purpose of the 
duty were aggregated, and by reason of 
the small property he had provided being 
aggregated with the larger fortune, his 
children had to pay a much higher rate 
of duty, even though they had never 
had any benefit from his marriage. The 
Government of the day very carefully 
considered the matter, and the then 
Attorney General brought in a clause to 
meet the case. That was the very clause 
this sub-section proposed to exclude. 
Although he had not at all expected the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer would move 
to repeal that Finance Act, he had 
thought after the objections which were 
again and again urged against it by the 
then Opposition, the right hon. Gentle- 
man would, at all events where hardships 
had been shown to exist, do something to 
remove those hardships. One or two 
little things had been done in that direc- 
tion, but here was a case exactly the 
opposite : a clause put in to meet an 
admitted hardship was now to be taken 
out for no reason whatever. He appealed 
to the Chancellor of the Exchequer not to 
let it be said that the Government when 
in power adopted a course entirely 
different from that pursued in opposition. 


Amendment proposed-— 


“In page 5,line 37, to leave out from the 
beginning of Clause 12 to the word ‘interest,’ in 
line 41, inclusive.” —(V/>. Gedge.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
Bill.” 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I deny alto- 
gether that I have taken up one line 
while in opposition upon this question 
and another while in office. 
my clause, but, in the first place, it is the 


result of considerable debate in this House; | 


and secondly, it is the result of a very 
careful inquiry by a competent Committee. 
I do not think I could take any other 
course than that of adopting the recom- 
mendation of that Committee. 


Mr. Gedge. 


{COMMONS} 


This is not) 
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CapTaAIN PRETYMAN said he fully 
endorsed what the right hon. Gentleman 
had stated, although it tended to tighten 
the Act in some small particulars. They 
had to recognise the fact that this clause 
was brought forward in the interests of 
the taxpayers, and it was a matter of give 
and take. In the existing proviso in 
Clause 4 there were certainly some 
exemptions which were not defensible, 
They had been referred to in Committee, 
and he did not think it was necessary to 
repeat them. There were certain hard- 
ships which required correcting, and the 
object which the Committee had in view 
was to relieve the taxpayer by removing 
those hardships. With regard to the 
specific case of the widow who married 
again, alluded to by the hon. Member for 
Walsall, it was one which was very diffi- 
cult to follow, but he did not think the 
hardship was a_ severe one, and the 
instance given was certainly not a 
common one. Cases had frequently arisen 
where the youngest child had to pay, 
instead of 3 or 4 per cent., as much 
as 8 per cent., because a different pro- 
perty altogether passed to a different 
person. That hardship had been re- 
peatedly brought before this House, and 
had been taken into consideration by the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer, and it was 
in removing that great hardship that a 
very small hardship might have been 
created in the case to which the hon. 
Member for Walsall had referred. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES | said _ that 
undoubtedly this clause screwed up the 
Finance Act. As regarded aggregation, 
there used to be no stronger advocate 
of it than the Chancellor of the Evx- 
chequer and the Attorney General. It 
was always felt that hitherto aggregation 
had been unsatisfactory, and a Com- 
mittee was appointed to consider the 
matter. He was very much surprised 
that the only logical way of dealing with 
this matter was now going to be rejected 
in favour of this extraordinary and com- 
plicated clause. In reference to this 
‘subject he thought that upon a previous 
occasion they had obtained a concession 
‘from the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, but 
now it was going to be taken away from 
them by a member of their own house- 
hold. He was afraid that it was the hon. 
Member for Woodbridge who whispered 
' these hard cases in the ear of the Chan- 
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cellor of the Exchequer, and then the 


aclause to get rid of these hard cases. 
We ought to deal with this matter 
upon settled principles, and not 
with a view of meeting hard cases. 
This Act, having gained £40,000 by 
screwing up, then proposed to give back, 
not to the same taxpayers, but to some- 
body else, another £40,000 through 
the ordinary proviso at the end of 
the clause. That seemed to him to bea 
most complicated proviso, because the 
same property would have to pay two 
different rates of death duties, and that 
would add a very extraordinary compli- 
cation to the Act. The object should 
be to make the Act less complicated, and 
ease it down rather than screw it up. 
He had strong objections to this clause, 
and he was afraid that if a division was 
taken he should have to oppose it. He 
felt a strong objection to this clause on 
the ground of proprieties of taxation and 
the difficulties it would introduce into 
the administration. A Finance Act 
should be dealt with on settled principles, 
and not by the introduction of compli- 
cated proposals to meet particular cases. 
The proviso introduced was a most com- 
plicated one, and he was sure it would 
work in a most extraordinary way. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bili to be read the third time To- 
morrow. 


ECCLESIASTICAL 
(SCOTLAND) 


ASSESSMENTS 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
Ta “4 

That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” 


_*Mr. URE (Linlithgowshire) : This Bill 
1s a recognition given for the first time by a 
responsible Government of an injustice 
inflicted on a certain class of landowners 
in Scotland. The recognition is some- 
what tardy, but we nevertheless hail it 
With satisfaction. Speaking for myself, if 
the Bill would remedy the injustice it 
recognises I should not be inclined to offer 
It any opposition. But it will do nothing 
of the kind, and makes no such 
attempt. If the Bill were 


{2 APRIL 1900} 


‘to-day the 
right hon. Gentleman immediately drafted | 


passed 
| 
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injustice would reappear 
to-morrow, with perhaps a_ different 
complexion, but in an exaggerated form. 
Before proceeding to a division to-night 
we must make up our minds whether it is 
right and fair that the ownership of land 
in Scotland should be linked to an obliga- 
tion to support the ecclesiastical edifices of 
one denomination of professing Christians 
or not, because this Bill gives a legislative 
imprimatur to the obligation. If it is right 
then all landowners ought to bear the 
burden ; if it is wrong all of them ought 
to escape the burden. But merely to 
shuffle the cards and to attempt, as this 
Bill does, a readjustment of the burden by 
lightening it upon one man, relieving a 
second, and overloading a third, is merely 
to court disaster, and to leave the last 
state of the luckless landowner worse 
than the first. To make good my posi- 
tion it is right that I should invite the 
attention of the House to the existing 
state of the law on the — subject. 
By a series of statutes, dating back up- 
wards of three centuries, the old Scotch 
Parliament laid upon the shoulders of 
the parishioners the duty of providing 
church, manse, and burial ground for 
the parish. There was a fine spirit of 
equity pervading these old laws. The 
burden was laid on the shoulders of the 
parishioners because it was supposed they 
would derive the advantage. According 
to the ecclesiastical law of Scotland the 
parishioners were entitled to go to the 
parish church to hear the Word preached, 
to have the sacraments administered and 
to claim the spiritual superintendence of 
the clergyman. The old laws did not 
inquire whether the parishioner would 
attend the church or not; that was a 
matter of perfect indifference, dissent 
being a negligible quantity in those days. 
It was assumed he would attend if he were 
capable of attending and if he were an 
examinable person—a person over the age 
of twelve years is the law, provided that 
Church accommodation should be given 
to him in the parish. The obligation of 
the heritor to provide an_ ecclesiastical 
edifice in the parish in which he was a 
landowner was linked closely with his 
right to share in all the advantages. 
There was connected with his ownership 
a right to share in the area of the parish 
church, and he was entitied to have a 
share in the allocation of the seats in the 
church edifice. So closely was this right 
connected with his obligation, that when 
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a landowner died, the right to share in| 
the area of the parish church passed to 
his heir, and if he sold his land, so closely | 
did the old laws recognise the burden and 
the obligation on the one hand, and the 
right on the other, that without any 
mention being made the right passed to 
the purchaser. These old laws said 
nothing about the method by which 
this obligation should be allocated among 
the different landowners in the parish. In 
those days there was no valuation of the 
Jand in Scotland, except perhaps a valua- 
tion made about 1280, and the old laws 
coutemplated that the burden should be 
borne proportionately to the rental of 
the land. In the days of Cromwell, of 
whom we have heard much recently, a 
valuation was made for taxation purposes 
of all the land in all the parishes of 
Scotland, and this valuation was adopted 
as the basis for ecclesiastical assessment. 
It was known then as it is known to-day as 
the valued rent, and the man whose land 
was valued in the days of the Protector 
is known now as then as a_ valued 
rent heritor. It cannot he denied 
that the absolute value of the land 
in Scotland to-day is different from 
its absolute value m the days of the 
Protector, but then, so long as the 
conditions of a parish remained entirely 
unchanged, a valuation made even in the 
middle of the seventeenth century affords a 
perfectly fair basis of assessment, because 
the different heritages in the parish were 
valued at the same time, and on the same 
principle, and the ratio remained constant. 
But where the conditions of a parish 
have changed, where the landowners have 
increased enormously in number, where 
great industrial commercial communities 
have settled down, where great public 


bodies have become landowners, and 
Where great railway companies and 
mining enterprises exist it is quite 


obvious that to retain the valuation 
made in the days of the Protector would 
inflict an injustice on the respective 
owners of land, because that basis of taxa- 
tion would mean that recent landowners 
and the industrial enterprises which had 
sprung up in recent years would escape 
altogether. Accordingly, whenever the 
conditions of a parish had changed, when 
it no longer retained its pastoral or agri- 
cultural character, and where assessment 
on the basis of the old valuation would 
lead to injustice, that assessment was to 
be abandoned in favour of the actual | 

Mr. Ure. 7 


{COMMONS} 
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rent of the land. So Lord Chancellor 
Eldon and Lord Thurlow laid down in a 
case about which we hear a great deal— 
namely, the Peterhead case. It is said 
that the judgment in that case inflicted 
an injury which has rendered necessary 
all these tinkering proposals about 
ecclesiastical assessment, and that it in- 
troduced a novel and startling change 
into the old law of Scotland. The Peter- 
head case did nothing of the kind. It is 
of venerable antiquity. The judgment 


was given on 24th June, 1802, 
and it is a little difficult to be- 


lieve that the legislative zeal of 
hon. Gentlemen opposite has been stimu- 
lated into activity by a supposed wrong 
inflicted in the early years of the century. 
The cause is, in this instance, too far 
removed from the effect. The House of 
Lords in the Peterhead case did nothing 
more than give full and free play to the 
old statutes of which I have been 
speaking. What Lord Chancellor Eldon 
said was that, wherever it would work in- 
justice to adopt the old valuation as a 
basis of assessment, wherever large indus- 
trial communities had sprung up, and 
wherever the number of landowners had 
largely increased, the actual or real 
rent must be taken as the basis, and that 
things must be regarded as they were, 
and not as they existed in the days of 
Oliver Cromwell and Charles Il. That 
seems to me a perfectly correct principle, 
and I do not think that it can be dis- 
puted that it did any more than give 
full effect to the spirit of the old 
statutes. That being the existing state 
of the law in Scotland, all landowners in 
every parish being liable to ecclesiastical 
assessment in proportion totheir rental,and 
having a right to share in the advantages 
of the ecclesiastical edifice, what is the 
change this Bill proposes! In the first 
place it proposes to put into the hands of 
two-thirds of the valued rent heritors 
power to assess the remaining third, 
and to insist that for the future 
the old valuation shali be adopted as 
a basis of assessment. The conditions 
may have totally changed, may have 
changed to such an extent that great m- 
justice will result from adopting the old 
valuation made in the days of the Protec- 
tor, and that in order to have complete 
justice it is necessary that the landowners 
should be assessed in accordance with the 
actual rental of the land. Yet although 
this injustice will result, the Bill provides 
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that two-thirds of the valued rent heritors | 


shall have power to assess the ren:ain- 
ing third, that the minority shall have 
an additional burden imposed on them, 
that in future all the remaining heritors 
shall escape the burden altogether, and 
that it shall be borne exclusively by the 
valued rent heritors. What is the 
reason tor a proposal such as this? It is 
not in order to give free vent to the 
ecclesiastical generosity of the valued rent 
heritors. No Act of Parliament is re- 
quired for that. If they are going to pay 
out of their own pockets for their own 
churches, manses, and burial grounds 
there is no law in Scotland or anywhere 
else to prevent them. But really the 
case for which this Bill is meant to pro- 
vide is one where the majority of the 
valued rent heritors are supposed to sit 
in the parish church and to receive the 
ministrations of the parish clergyman. 
And their sense of justice revolts at the 
idea of taking other people’s money for 
their churches, manses, and burying 
grounds when these other people, out of 
their own pockets, provide the ecclesias- 
tical advantages which they themselves 
That would be a good and laud- 
able object ; but it needs no Act of Par- 
liament to put it in force. Nor is that 
the proposal in the Bill. The proposal of 
the Bill is not that these gentlemen 
should pay out of their own pockets for 
their own ecclesiastical advantages. The 
proposal is that they would be entitled, 
against the will of the majority, to force 
the minority to bear an additional burden 
in order that the majority should live 
quiet lives in their parishes, and not 
be disturbed by heart-burnings and 
bickerings. Now, can the most experi- 
enced Member of this House quote any 
precedent in support of a proposal by 
which Parliament places it in the power 
of a majority of the ratepayers to inflict 
such an injustice on the minority ? Can a 
precedent be appealed to by which Par- 
liament has relinquished its functions to 
rate or tax the parish and leave it to the 
wish, or it may be the whim or caprice 
of a majority, to impose that taxation 
upon a minority which may probably 
object altogether, on conscientious 


grounds, to take any share of the ecclesi- 
astical assessments—a minority moreover 
of which nine-tenths are probably paying | 
out of their own pockets for the support 
of the churches in which they themselves 
the manses_ in 


worship, and which 


{2 Apri 1900} 


be exempted 


'freewill offerings? I am 
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the clergy live who administer the 
‘sacraments to them? There is no 


sort of precedent for a proposal like 
that. Why, Sir, should Parliament 
be asked to sanction a proposal by 
which the great industrial, mining, and 
railway corporations and the great munici- 
palities will be relieved altogether of a 
burden in order that an increased burden 
may be laid on a third of the valued 
renters. If the assessment is right every 
one of them should pay the assessment ; 
if it is wrong it should be taken off the 
shoulders of every one. The Bill goes on 
to provide another class of exemptions. 
It proposes to exempt from ecclesiastical 
assessment the churches, manses, and 
burying grounds of dissenters. Well, so 
far as the churches and_ burying 
grounds are concerned, the promoters 
of this Bill come, not one day, but a 
quarter of a century behind the fair. 
The thing has been done, rightly or 
wrongly, in the year 1874. By the 37 
and 38 Vie. c. 20, Parliament has exempted 
the churches and burying grounds of 
dissenters from paying any of these rates. 
But then why should the manses escape ! 
Why, the occupants of the manses are not 
asking for any relief. The occupants of 
the manses are the very men who are 
best able to appreciate the value of the 
services of their ecclesiastical brethren of 
the Established Church, and they are the 


very men with whom motives of brotherly 


love and charity are supposed to operate 
most powerfully. They do not ask for 
relief, and why do you offer them this 
relief? On what principle do you exempt 
the manses of the dissenters, and still leave 
the burden on the villas and cottages of 
the dissenters? Is there any great principle 
in taxing the one which does not apply 
to the other? The Bill goes on to give 
exemption to another class—the small 
feuars or gentlemen whose rent-roll 
does not exceed £50. These are to 
altogether if only the 
sum which they would otherwise be 
compelled to pay is met out of private 
charity. I venture to ask, if private 
charity is to be invoked for the purpose 
of relieving ratepayers from a legitimate 
impost, why should we draw the line at 
£50? Why should the opulent church- 
men of the Established Church of 
Scotland be restrained in their 
afraid that 
their ability to contribute is underrated 


| as well as their willingness. I know them 
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They are of as proud and inde- 
pendent a spirit and as liberal as the 
dissenters ; and if you only place before 
them fairly the question whether they 
want outsiders, who have nothing to do 
with their Church, to help them to pay 
for their churches, manses, and burying 
grounds, I have not the slightest doubt 
of the answer which they would give. 
They would scorn to take the money, if 
the question were fairly placed before 
them; and if you only tell them you 
want them to do for themselves what the 
dissenters do for themselves. I think 
that you would find that they are both 
able and willing to pay for their churches, 
manses, and burying grounds out of their 
own pockets. Why is this line drawn at 
the £50 rental, and the smalier feuars to 
be relieved out of private charity’? I 
rather suspect that it is because the small 
feuars are, for the most part, dissenters, 
and active dissenters ; that they all have 
votes; that nearly all go to the poll; 
that they are very active at public 
meetings ; that they write letters to the 
newspapers; that they heckle your 
candidates ; that they make themselves 
noisy and troublesome; and that this 
proposal is put forward in order to throw 
a sop to the small feuars, and to burke 
a general assault apon a system which 
you well know to be defenceless. That 
is the real reason why the small feuar is 
to be relieved out of private charity. 
When this Bill was introduced last 
session there was a memorandum _pre- 
fixed which said that the small 
feuars were to be relieved because 
of the friction, irritation and difficulty 


well. 


of collecting the assessment from 
them. If the difficulty of collecting an 


assessment affords a good reason for 
relief, there are good many more of Her 
Majesty’s subjects besides small feuars in 
Scotland, who will come to this House 
clamorous for relief ; and it says nothing 
for the frankness or candour of such a 
proposal as this, that its promoters rely 
onsuch an argument. The real cause of 
the mischief is that the condition of our 
parishes in Scotland has wholly changed 
since those old days when every 
parishioner was a landowner, and every 
landowner attended the parish church, 
and all ecclesiastical assessments were 
based on the comfortable theory that all 
landowners were Established Churchmen, 
and all Established Churchmen were 
landowners. In our days the population 


Mr. Ure. 
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has enormously increased, the distribution 
of the population has changed ; great. in- 
dustrial undertakings have sprung up, 
great mining enterprises have been 
established, great railways have been 
built, and great municipalities have 
arisen. The opinions and the social 
customs of the people have changed, 
and in particular the religious habits, 
so that what was eminently suit- 
able for the sixteenth and seventeenth 
centuries is wholly unsuitable for modern 
arrangements. It would be only by a 
wonderful stretch of the imagination 
that anybody could now say that the 
parishioners are co-extensive with the 
landowners, and that the landowners of 
the parish are co-extensive with the 
attendants in the Established Church. 
But even the enormous increase in the 
number of Dissenters and small feuars 
does not, to my mind, afford the most 
striking illustration of the distance we 
have travelled since the statute of 
1572, and of the difference between 
the old ecclesiastical arrangements and 
those of the present day. The most 
crying injustice of all is that inflicted 


upon the great railway companies: the’ 


great municipalities and the great indus- 
trial undertakings that have been planted 
in different parishes. All these under- 
takings, be it remembered, which own 
land in the parishes, are compelled to 
pay for ecclesiastical advantages which, 
from the very nature of the case, they are 
utterly debarred from enjoying. Take 
the University of Glasgow. It is a 
heritor in many of the country parishes, 
and I would like to know what share of 
church seat room, in parishes where it 
holds land, is allocated to the University, 
and what advantages it derives from the 
ministrations of the parish clergyman. 
Yet when a church has to be repaired, 
or a manse erected, the University of 
Glasgow, being on the list of heritors, 
must pay a share, probably a_hand- 
some share, of the cost. Again, take the 
Corporation of Glasgow. In that long 
chain of parishes, through which pass 
the pipes that convey the waters of Loeh 
Katrine to the city, the corporation 
is included as one of the principal 
heritors. If you perambulated every one 
of these parishes, you would not find a 
trace of the Corporation of Glasgow. 
The husbandman tills his ground and 
reaps his crops on the surface to-day, as 
he did in the days of Oliver Cromwell ; 
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but if you go down many feet beneath 
the surface, there is a longitudinal space 
where repose the Loch Katrine water- 
pipes ; and it is because of that space and 
these pipes that the Corporation of 
Glasgow figures as the principal heritor 
in most of these parishes, I should like 
to know what advantage the Corporation 
of Glasgow derives from the ministrations 
of the parish ministers of Aberfoyle, and 
Killearn, or Strathblane ; and what share 
in these parish churches is allocated to 
the community of the second city in the 
Empire? We all know that they derive 
no advantage whatever ; and yet, when 
in any of these parishes an ecclesiastical 
edifice requires to be erected, or to be 
repaired, the Corporation of Glasgow is 
come down upon, and is compelled to pay 
most handsomely for the churches which 
it cannot enter, and for the manses the 
occupants of which it can never listen to. 
Hitherto I have spoken only of the burden 
of obligation; but I wish to say a word 
about the rights. Every parishioner has 
aright to a share in the area of the parish 
church. Do you propose to deprive 


them of that right by this Bill, or 
to leave their rights at the mercy of 


two-thirds of the valued rent-owners ; or 
to the rather precarious mercy of the 
private donor—the man who is_ pre- 
pared to give private charity for the 
purpose of relieving the small feuar! 
Are you going to put it in the power of 
two-thirds of the heritors and private 
givers to the funds of the Church of 
Scotland to deprive this gentleman of his 
right to relief? I know very well that 
there is a power in the Bill that, in the 
discussion upon plans for a new church 
or a new manse, the gentleman who is to 
be relieved of his assessment is to bear 
no part or lot. He is to be excluded 
entirely from offering an opinion on these 
plans. But this provision is futile. 
The whole discussion will be over, 
and the plans wil) be settled long 
before the kirk session has collected 
the money necessary to relieve the small 
owner. This is all a bagatelle. The 
real question is, what are you going to do 
with the rights? What do the Govern- 
ment propose to do with regard to the 
rights of small feuars, whom it is pro 
posed to relieve under this Bill of their 
burdens and obligations ? If the proposal 
is this, that they are to be deprived of 
their rights at the wish, the whim, the 
caprice of a majority of their own fellow 


2 ApriL 1900} 
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ratepayers, then this gives additional 
emphasis to our objection to the proposals 
contained in the Bill, by which Parlia- 
ment is invited to relinquish its own 
rights and its own privileges, and allow 
the assessment to be imposed not by 
Parliament, but by the wish of a small 
and interested number of people in the 


parish. I wonder whether, for once in a 
while, one may be able to appeal 
to Members for England, Wales, 
and Ireland, and a-k them to leave 
us to settle this question without 


their intervention at all. If there ever 
was a case in which such a Bill might be 
legitimately left I think this is that case. 
This Bill relates peculiarly and distinctly 
to Scotland. It is a_ Bill which is 
characteristically connected with our 
ecclesiastical system of Scotland, and 
with regard to which any other nationality 
can really have very little interest, and 
probably very little knowledge. I know 
if my appeal was successful what the 
result would be. The result would 
inevitably be that this poor, shiftless 
measure would absolutely vanish from 
existence, and some day there would he 
found either this Government or some 
other ready and willing to take its 
courage in both its hands and snap for 
ever the link which connects land-owner- 
ship in Scotland with the burden of 
bearing ecclesiastical assessments, and 
trust to the independence of spirit, the 
pride, and, I would aad, the abundant 
generosity of the friends and adherents 
of the Established Church to pay for the 
churches that they themselves worship in, 
for the manses whose occupants preach to 
them the Word, and for the burying 
grounds in which some day they will rest. 


Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton) : I rise to second the Amend- 
ment which has been so ably and lucidly 
submitted by my hon. friend. He has 
relieved me from the necessity of attempt- 
ing to describe what ecclesiastical assess- 
ments are, and [ would only add to what 
he said that, being intermittent, coming 
at irregular intervals, and being assess- 
ments to which a number of those called 
upon to pay them strenuously object, 
many of them on strong conscientious 
grounds, they give rise to very consider- 
able friction and very considerable irrita- 
tion. There is hardly a parish in which 
there are not many objectors who refuse 
to pay, and who allow their goods to be 
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seized ; constantly there are scandals, and | 
certainly they do nothing to strengthen | 
The ostensible object 


the establishment. 
of this Bill is to get rid of these scenes. 


The ostensible pretence is that it is to get | 
A grievance certainly | 
exists, but so far as this Bill is concerned | 


rid of a grievance. 


it may be described as a pill to cure an 
earthquake. One grievance which it 
does not pretend to redress is levying 
assessments on the manses occupied by 
ministers of dissenting churches. The 
Bill is illusory. It proposes to give a 
greater advantage in that direction. It 
proposes to relieve churches and burying 
grounds of rates, but, as has been pointed 
out, that has been done long ago, and it 
is really a pretence of doing so that is 
made in this Bill. The fact that dissent- 
ing churches and burying grounds have 


heen relieved from assessments by 
37 and 388 Victoria was brought 
before the attention of the House 


by the hon. and learned Member for the 
Border Burghs in the debate we had on 
the Bill last year, and I cannot conceive 
how those in charge of the Bill did not 
avail themselves of the knowledge put 
before them in drafting this Bill. As to 
the proposal to relieve ministers of dis- 
senting denominations, my hon. friend 
has pointed out that no case has ever 
been made on their behalf. No scandal, 
so far as I remember, has ever arisen on 
the manse rate. [In some cases, ministers, 
especially those belonging to the United 
Presbyterian Church, have refused to pay, 
and when they have refused to pay the 
matter has never been pressed. The 
money has been found in some other 
way, and no cause of complaint conse- 
quently has arisen. But the grievance 
occurs, as my hon. friend has said, chiefly 
among the poorer heritors, because among 
the poorer heritors will be found a larger 
number of dissenters. The Bill does | 
absolutely nothing to carry out its 
ostensible object. It provides for the 
kirk session giving relief from assessment 
to heritors under £50 rental if the kirk 
session contributes the deficiency. As 
the law stands at the present moment 
there is nothing to prevent similar relief 
being obtained. In innumerable cases at 
the present moment, rather than face the | 
disagreeables incidental to the collection 
of the assessments, members of the Church 
of Scotland put their hands in their 
pockets and subscribe everything neces- | 
sary, and no assessment is levied. This Bill | 


Str Charles Cameron. 
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has absolutely no machinery to encourage 
or to enforce any contribution, and as the 
Bill now stands, practically, if assessments 
were levied for ecclesiastical purposes, 
everything would go on as at_ present. 
The amount to be raised would be decided. 
and the assessment would be levied unless 
the kirk session handed over an amount 
equivalent to what would be the loss by 
loosing the ratepayers under £50. No 
change whatever would be made in the 
proceedings that would take place under 
the existing law. Another feature of the 
Bill is that it makes no provision for any 
lesser reduction. It does not say that 
the kirk session is to hand over an amount 
equivalent to that required to dispense 
with rates under £20, as in the Bill of the 
hon. Member last year. The deduction 
should be made equivalent to the amount 
which the voluntary contribution would 
cover. It says nothing of the sort. It 
says only for the amount handed over 
sufficient to admit of the reduction on 
rentals under £50 the deduction should 
be made. The Bill so far as this object 
is concerned is an absolute sham. It is 
to the extent of two-thirds illusory, as has 
been shown, so far as it provides “for the 
exemption of dissenting churches ; and so 
far as it provides for those under £50 
rentals, it is an absolute sham. Not the 
smallest guarantee is taken before com- 
mencing operations that any money shall 
be subscribed. The machinery goes on 
as at present unless the money is volun- 
tarily subscribed. Matters will stand 
precisely as they have stood for many 
years. Many attempts have been made 
to grapple with this Church rates ques- 
tion. My esteemed friend Mr. McLaren, 
who for many years represented Edin- 
burgh in this House, brought in a Bill in 
which he proposed to make the payment 
of these church rates voluntary, as in the 
case of England. That was a radical 
method of dealing with the matter. The 
objection was that it relieved the land- 
lord of a burden and made him a_ present 
of money which belonged to the State. 
That objection was put forward only by 
the extreme voluntaries. Later on, the 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Universities of Glasgow and Aberdeen 
brought in another Bill, and he proposed 
that the relief afforded should be a reality. 
He made a guarantee by the kirk session 
of the necessary money a condition prece- 
dent for the operation of the Bill. That 
would have assured us that the relief 
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981 Ecclesiastical Assessments 
would be a reality, and that the money 
would be in hand for the relief of the 
ratepayers before the work was com- 
menced. Everyone would know how he was 
to stand. The present Bill makes promises 
of abatement, but there is not the smallest 
certainty that the abatement will ever be 
given. When the expense is incurred, no 
one knows anything of the extent to 
which it would be contributed, or whether 
there would be any money in the hands 
of the kirk session to enable them to 
avail themselves of this Bill. The Bill, 
therefore, effects nothing whatever on 
this grievance which would not be equally 
attained by voluntary action without the 
aid of this Bill at all. So far as this Bill 
contains any principle, the principle is a 
thoroughly retrograde one. If there was 
no provision for the maintenance of the 
fabrics of the Church at the public ex- 
pense I do not think any party in this 
House would dream of imposing a rate 
for that purpose. 
hon. friend has pointed out, new taxation 
is imposed on various people. Under 
Clause 1, as he explained, it is patent 
that two-thirds of the heritors coerce the 
minority into acquiescing in the rate, and 
it will impose a new burden on their 
shoulders. He did not exhaust that part 
of the case. He did not point out that 
it was not two-thirds in number, but two- 
thirds in value, and that they might vote 
personally or by proxy, and that any law 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Under 
the law as recognised and administered 
for more than half a century properties 
have been bought, sold, and held subject 
to certain well understood charges on 
these various properties. The Bill pro- 
poses to shift these burdens from one 
shoulder to another at the discretion it 


may be of a single heritor, and that man , 
I agree with my hon. , 


voting by proxy. 
and learned friend that the proposal to 
allow the incidence of taxation to be 


regulated in that arbitrary way is most | 


retrograde and vicious. 
in the interest of the Church ? 
debate last year the Lord Advocate used 
these words :— 


Is it going to be 


“The first proposal in the Bill was limited 
only to cases in which the assessment had been 
in use to be imposed on the valued rent. It 
had been discussed on the one side as if this 


was universal, but that was not so. In that case | 


it allowed a majority of the valued rent heritors 
to resolve whether the assessment should 
continue. He would remind the House that 
in many parishes in Scotland—in fact, over the 


VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH SEriss.] 
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Under this Bill, as my | 


In the , 


982 


whole of Scotland—where the heritors were 
friendly to the Church they had very often, 
sooner than put the real rent heritors to the 
annoyance of assessment, voluntarily dealt 
with that assessment as on valued rent, and 
did not insist that the assessment should be 
altered to real rent. When they came to the 
details of the Bill in Committee he thought it 
would be for the consideration of his friend in 
charge of the Bill whether it would not be 
better to put in some such Amendment as 
would provide for practical unanimity of the 
heritors to determine that the assessment should 
be levied on valued rent instead of by a bare 
majority.” * 


(Scotland) Bill. 


The right hon. Gentleman has raised the 
| half to two-thirds, and made that two- 
thirds of value and not of individuals. 
Under Clause 3, which exempts church 
/manses and burial grounds, a certain 
‘amount of new taxation is imposed. 
You have in the Bill as it stands, relief to 
dissenting churches. The injustice of 
assessing dissenting churches for the 
maintenance of the fabrics of the Estab- 
lished Church is evident and manifest ; 
but the injustice of taxing persons who 
belong to other denominations—the Free 
Church, the United Presbyterian Church, 
and the Roman Catholic Church—for the 
maintenance of these ecclesiastical build- 
ings is precisely of the same nature and 
precisely as great. Why should you 
exempt the dissenting churches, say, in a 
parish where two-thirds of the population 
are dissenters, and then proceed to levy 
two-thirds of those exemptions on the 
dissenters as individuals? There is no 
principle in that. The only principle is, 
if possible, to get rid of the objecting 
ratepayers, who insist upon being sold 
up, and whose case calls public attention 
to the grievance. There are two objects 
only attained by the Bill. The one is 
that you allow a majority of the valued 
heritors to coerce, it may be, a majority 
in number, and you relieve the dis- 
senting churches from this rate. The 
ostensible object is to relieve the 
small heritors. ‘That part of the Bill 1s 
an absolute sham. The Bill provides that 
the machinery shall go on as at present. 
The plans must be considered and the 
| assessment allocated and levied on the 
total rental within the parish subject to 
the deductions on £50 rentals. That is 
the last step in the machinery of the Bill, 
and there is no guarantee that the step 
| will ever be taken, and unless it is taken 
there is no obligation on the kirk session 


*See The Parliamentary Debates (Fourth 
| Series], Vol. Ixx., page 639. 
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to raise the money, andif it is not raised, {ment for having taken up a matter of 


or the whole sum is not raised, the Bill 
becomes a dead letter. The clause makes 


no provision for remission of any lesser | 


sum than that on £50. I do not know why 


the right hon. Gentleman selects £50. He | 
| have been levied on the small feuars. The 


might as well have chosen £100, or even 
the more modest sum of £20, and the 
sham might have been more apparent 
than it is. There is another provision in 
the Bill which, to my mind, is absolutely 
impracticable. It is to the effect that no 
heritor, who by reason of any exemption 
or deduction is relieved altogether from 
assessment, shall be entitled to take part in 
the discussion or vote at any meeting on 
the plans. How is that to come into opera- 
tion! The exemption is the last stage of 
the proceedings. The discussion of the 
money required is the first step, and that 
appears to me to be a part of the machi- 
nery which will be absolutely unworkable. 
Last year’s Bill was perfectly frank in 
saying that a man exempted from pay- 
ment should not vote on the question. 
My hon. friend has called upon the Lord 
Advocate to say whether he has that in- 
tention in the present Bill. It seems to 
me it would be the case in parishes where 
valued rent is retained under Clause 1 of 
the Bill. A person who under Clause 3 
of the Bill loses his power would in the 
absence of any specific clirection retain 
his right. If that be the case it 
would make the anomaly greater than 
ever. That is one point in which the 
Bill this year is in any respect different 
from that of last. Otherwise the prin- 
ciples, so far as there are principles, are 
vicious ; its drafting is as bad as could 
well be imagined, and altogther the Bill 
is such a thorough sham that I have great 
pleasure in seconding the motion of my 
hon. friend. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out the word ‘now, and at the 
end of the Question to add the words *upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Ure.) 


Question proposed, “ That the word 
‘now ’ stand part of the Question.” 


*Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn) : The 
hon. Member who has just addressed the 
House has been strong in the use of the 
word “sham.” The thanks of Members 
on this side of the House and of the 
majority of the people of Scotland 


are undoubtedly due to the Govern- 


Sir Charles Cameron. 


this kind as a Government Bill. The 


| subject is small when viewed from West 


minster, but it is one which has caused 
serious irritation from time to time in 
various localities where these assessments 


proof of the irritation has been proved in 
this House by the repeated efforts made 
on the Government benches and by 
private Members to urge Parliament to 
accept measures which would satisfactorily 
solve the question. There are two inte 
rests undoubtedly involved in this Bill, 
but I cannot for the life of me see why 
the hon. Members opposite should throw 
their opposition against the Bill when the 
Government are simply making an effort 
to relieve the small ratepayers whose con- 
tributions to this fund are infinitesimal, 
and very often the cost of collection is 
out of proportion to the sum received. 
I hold in my hand particulars of one case, 
in Perthshire, where the law has recently 
operated. The number of proprietors was 
312; under £50 they were 198, but these 
198 small heritors only contributed among 
them the sum of £99 odd. If anyone will 
consider the trouble of collecting £99 odd 
from 198 heritors he will see at once the 
improvement that this Bill will introduce 
in the ecclesiastical and social condition 
of Scotland. The total assessment. re- 


2.) 


quired was only £532, and that involved, 


‘a rate of about 5id. in the £. The 


other interest involved in this Bill is 
undoubtedly that which rouses the oppo 
sition of many hon. Members opposite, 
namely, the interests of the Church of 
Scotland. But the Church in this case is 
not asking for anything. The Church is 
simply asking Parliament to permit her 
to relieve ratepayers of those charges 
now levied in favour of herself and to 
permit, with legal sanction, the removal 
of a difficulty which is frequently solved 
by private compromise, but which, as 
hon. Members know, is liable to be 
obstructed by cranks, or obstructives. 
The Government, [ trust, will push this 
to a conclusion. It has been stated that 
the Government has had no popular 
pressure for the introduction of this Bill. 
I would beg to remind my right hon. 
friend that the unusual strength of the 
present Cabinet leads the country to 
expect steady progress with Govern- 
ment measures without popular pressure. 
Last year I was surprised on a. quiet 
Wednesday afternoon, when | had 
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charge of a somewhat similar Bill, to find | 
the whole of the Opposition —for once 
united employing their official Whips to 
try to defeat a measure which certainly 
was for the benefit of the ratepayers, who 
have used their influence at dloction and 
at other times (and many of them are 
supporters of Members on the cther side) 
to ask the House of Commons to solve 
this «difficulty. The hon. Member for 
the Mansfield Division, as we all remem- 
ber, met us in former days like the old 


Roman general with Veni, vidi, but we 
have failed to hear the vii follow. 


Surely the time has come, I am sure 


it has come in Scotland, when men, 
whether they have grown old in the 


service of the country, or whether they 
are young and unused to such narrow and 


parochial views of Church life, are sick of | 


this Disestablishment question standing 
in the way of Church reform. The truth 


is that life is now larger and wider than the | 


hon, and learned Member for Linlithgow 
supposes. He said this Bill was an 
attempt to burke the larger question. I 
challenge the hon. Member or any of his 
friends by his side to start a Disestablish- 
ment meeting in Scotland, and I defy him 
to get a good platform of liberal-minded 
Scotchmen to support the movement. 
Scotland is looking for a solution, no 


doubt, of ecclesiastical questions. Scot- 
land is shrewd enough to know that 


the old Church of Seotland is based 
on a Constitution, and has privileges 
superior to any other ecclesiastical body 
in Kurope. While I am glad to know 
that Church Union is in the air in Scot- 
land, thus acknowledging the fact that 
ow old distinctive peculiarities, which 
alone divided the Christianity of Scotch- 
men, are fading away even in those circles 
where once they were perhaps too highly 
prized, and possibly in another generation, 
or sooner as these liberalising days, we 
shall find the Disestablishment societies 
of England and Scotland are matters of 
past history, and that Presbyterian Scot- 
land will he completely united. 

Mr. BIRRELL (Fifeshire, W.): A 
more contemptible, small, and indeed 
ridiculous measure has seldom engaged 
the House of Commons on an occasion 
of this kind. The whole scope and object 
of this Bill is to reduce, if you can, by a 
small means a certain amount of un- 
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number of small heritors—people who 
hold little bits of land—who do not like 
to contribute to the Established Church 


of their country, it is thought good 
electioneering to remove from them a 


grievance, instead of taking the bull by 
the horns and making Church rates 
voluntary throughout the whole of Scot- 
land. That is obviously the reasonable 
thing to do. As the thing stands at 
present, the burden of maintaining the 
churches and manses of Scotland is 


thrown upon the land. Well, that is 
an excellent social obligation which 


many on this side of the House have no 
whole burden being 
thrown upon the land, the land itself 
is cut up into small bits. The Bill 
says that because it is cut up into small 
bits is the reason why the large heritors 
should pay and why the smaller should 
not pay, but that is a thing which nobody 
can understand. We have lost in this 
House since the subject was last under 
discussion the late Lord Advocate, Mr. 
J. B. Balfour, now President of the Court 
of Session. In the interesting speech he 
made on this subject he used the following 
remarks—- 


“He would assume that this was the kind 
of rate which was rightly imposed on land, 
and on that assumption the aim in the alloca- 
tion of every rate on land with which he was 
acquainted was to make the burden of the 
rate proportionate to the extent or value of 
the land held by the person assessed. The 
large owner should pay proportionately to his 
amount, and the small owner to his. It 
Was not a rate upon some personal quality of 
the owner, but upon the land.” 


The reason why you want to make the 
small owner no longer obliged to pay this 
is because the payment is unpopular, but 
you ride off on an explanation about the 
trouble of collection. You have got in 
Scotland an Established Church which 
represents the religious feelings of the 
great bulk of the inhabitants, and which 
certainly is not in any way disagreeable 
to many of us. You find that the small 
owners do not like paying, and you come 
forward in a spirit of relief and say you 
will relieve them from that obligation. 
You say that is a large, wide, and ‘liberal 
measure dealing with the question, and 
you invoke the name of the Member for 
the Mansfield Division in your support. 


|If you are going to maintain the Esta- 
popularity which has always attached to | 


blished Charch i in Scotland, maintain the 


paving for anything, and as there are a\ principle on which in all these years pas 


2Q 
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it has rested, namely, that the obligation 
of paying for churches and manses should 
be cast upon the land. The whole argu- 
ment addressed to the House last year by 
Mr. J. B. Balfour really was not touched. 
Nobody replied to it. You are seeking 
to upset the historical principle of main- 
taining the churches in jScotland, simply 
because you find as electioneerers it does 
you harm, and because a certain number 
of the smaller heritors in Scotland, do not 
want to pay. 
your majority enables you to do it, but 
one thing you will never be able to do, is 
to persuade anybody that it is a large, 
liberal, or just way of dealing with this 
question. 


Mr. ELLIOT (Durham): I cannot 
agree that this is an_ electioneering 
measure, when it proposes to redress a 
grievance. If it can be proved that the 
Church will be strengthened, that the 
church buildings will be maintained, and 
that new churches will be raised under 
the new provisions with less trouble to 
the minority of the people in a parish, 
I would say that so far that is all very 
decidedly in favour of the Bill. I should 
like the House for one moment to con- 
sider that this Bill is only another step 
forward in the direction in which Scot- 
land has been moving for a long time 
past. It used to he the case that 
churches were largely built in England 
and Scotland out of public moneys. In 
England.aswe all know, until quitemodern 
times, there was a system of church 
rates. Many years agothese building grants 
fell entirely into abeyance, and in 1868 the 
Church Rates Bill was passed. Since 


then the Church of England has built | 


and looked after the parish churches, and 
it is found, and this is the most remark- 
able part of the story, that in proportion 
as you decrease the amount given to the 
Church from the public funds, the 
voluntary contributions become greater 
and greater. It is really very astounding 


when you cast your eye over the amount | 


given in England voluntarily to the build- 
ing and repair of churches. I would suggest 
that if any great change is to be made in 
Scotland it would be wise to move in the 


direction we have hitherto moved in Eng- | 


land—that is, as far as possible to rely 
frankly on the voluntary contributions, 
and deal with these difficulties in the way 
they are dealt with in England and Ire- 
land. We have had little account taken 
Mr. Birrell, 
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to-night of the amount to which these 
assessments come. In 1880 or 188] 
there was a Return moved for by Lord 
Balfour of Burleigh for a period of ten 
years ending with 1879. The total 
amount, roughly, was £400,000, or about 
£40,000 a year. That is the amount 
which has to be raised in order to main- 
tain the fabrics, etc. It is a slur on 
the character of the Established Church 
to suppose that it cannot maintain its 
own church roofs and windows, and that 
the people are unwilling when the occa- 
sion comes to put their hands in their 
pockets and pay for these matters. | 
‘have never seen any objection in any 
church, Established or Disestablished, to 
the sending round of the hat. We are 
in Scotland a thoroughly religious people, 
and there is no difficulty in raising sums. 
I come now to say a word or two on the 
proposals of the Bill. I look at it asa 
reform of the law to remove or attempt 
to remove a grievance. The hon. Member 
opposite referred to the fact that the 
Corporation of Glasgow had to pay the 
assessment, and argued that there 


was something unjust and improper 
in their having to contribute to 


maintain the church of the parish. I 


|cannot for myself see that there is the 


slightest injustice in that. If money is 
made out of the parish I see no hardship 
when you come to the assessment of the 


_ parish in raising money in that way. To 
‘carry out the principles of the hon. and 
' learned 


Member, you might excuse 
spinsters and bachelors from paying the 
school rate of the parish because they do 
not get the benefit of the rate they pay. 
I say that to regard with regret the fact 
that these corporations and railways have 
lands in the local parishes is to make a 
| great mistake as to where the grievance 
lies. Let us look at the precise redress 
of this particular grievance. If you pro- 
‘pose to alter the practice of the law of 
| rating, surely what you have to do is to 
make the rate fall equally and justly 
upon everybody, but this Bill proposes 
deliberately to prefer the inequitable 
system of assessment to the equitable and 
modern system. We talk about 
valued rent and_ real rent, real 
rent being the actual just rental which, 
|as a matter of fact, is paid for the land, 
and when you come to railway companies, 
| and so forth, I say that it is unreasonable 
when there is a common purpose in which 
the parish ought to be assessed, that 
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these undertakings should escape _scot- | 


free. Sub-section 
tainly a most remarkable section. 


2 of Clause 3 is cer- | 
The | 


grievance which, I think, ought to be | 





redressed 
the poor people ar are assessed. 
a grievance against the Established 
Church, I should be very glad to get rid of 
it. The Government say that, inasmuch 
as it is a grievance and trouble to the 
poorer ratepayers to have to contribute 


a grievance—is that , 
If that is | 


this assessment, let us say that nobody | 


who appears on the valuation roll at less 
than £50 should be troubled to pay the 
rate. I would rather follow the basis of 
the Church Rates Bill and say it should 
be voluntary, and I would make it volun- 


tary payment to every” extent. I 
should say, “Relieve the ratepayers 
frankly, and not say that those 


whose properties are valued under £50 
need not pay unless they choose to do so.” 
The proposal in this Bill is a very 
roundabout way of keeping up the appear- 
ance of equal dealing all round. Surely 
the Government have not been advised 
properly in this matter. The heritors 
ought to know what their assessments 
were likely to be, and what they were 
to be assessed for. As far as I understand 
the proposal—and my hon. and learned 
friend will correct me if I am wrong— 
it appears to me that if I am to be 
assessed, my liability to pay or not to 


pay will depend very largely upon 
whether a church bazaar has been a 


success or a failure. I believe there is 
a great deal to be said for the relief of 
the small ratepayers. Let us put down 
the real rent, with the provision that the 
ratepayers shall not be bound to con- 
tribute, but shall only contribute volun- 
tarily, exactly as is the case with the 
English ratepayers in the matter of 
Chureh rates. I do not like to part with 
the subject altogether without saying a 
few words of friendly farewell. I have 
regretted for many years that this 
subject, if taken up at all, was 
not taken up on a grand _ principle. 
I feel to some extent rather guilty in re- 
gard to these small ratepayers, because it 
is about sixteen years since I proposed 
one of the earlier Bills, on the ground 
that you did not deal equally and 
fairly with all the ratepayers of 
Scotland. Perhaps, however, it is un- 
Wise to oppose a measure which does 
some small amount of 
it does not doa great deal more good, 


good because | 
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and because the principle has not been 
adopted which I would prefer now as | 
did then. Therefore, Iam not disposed 
to throw back this subject for another 
fifteen or sixteen years. I can only say 
I regret that the Government, in attempt- 


ing to redress the grievance, has not 
faced it on a sounder principle, from 


which better results might have been ob- 
tained. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): When 
this debate comes to be considered in 
Scotland, I do rot think the friends of 
the Church can complain of the weight of 
the arguments against the Bill. I cannot 
follow the hon. Member for Linlithgow, 
who moved the rejection of the Bill, 


and occupied a large portion of his 
speech by an_ interesting _ historical 
retrospect, which doubtless brought 


very sound history to the knowledge of 
many Members of the House. But 
really I do not intend to follow him on 
that ground. I have not a word to say 
against what he said in the historical 
sense, except to remind him in passing 
that when he spoke of the decision in the 
Peterhead case in 1802 it was quite 
obvious that he took the case which has 
been practically the cause of all the fric- 
tion we have had in this matter. But 
the Court of Session in that day decided 
the other way, and the decision was re- 
versed in the House of Lords. I do not 
intend to say anything about the Peter- 
head case, because | am quite certain 
that the House and the people of Scotland 
are not concerned in the antiquarian 
disputes of lawyers, but in the practical 
grievance that exists at the present time 
This Bill was never ambitious in aim, and 
never claimed any great things. What 
it did was that it claims to be, like the 
Bill of the hon. Gentleman behind me 
last year, a genuine attempt to remove 
the cause of friction that existed in the 
past, and which, so far as I know, never 
did good to anybody. Is it a fact that 
that friction did exist? I need not deny 
that, because the first remarks in the 
speech of the hon. Baronet who seconded 
the rejection of the Bill bore testimony 
to the occurrence of that friction. When 
I come to the Bill itself, and to the re- 
marks the hon. Member for Linlithgow 
made in moving the rejection, frankly I 
admit that one part of the speech answered 
_ the other. The Bill, as everyone knows 
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who has read it, is divided into two 
portions. The hon. Member’s argument 


against the first portion of the Bill is, 
“ Here is a duty payable by law: Why 
take that away ? Is it not a horrible 
thing to prevent a person paying what by 
law he ought to pay?” And yet when 
he came to the second part of the Bill he 
condemned that, “because,” said he, 
“you are trying to relieve the small 
cure, and you are really doing that 
hecause you know the whole thing is 
a system which is utterly without 
defence.” I do not know how the hon. 
Member reconciles the two statements, 
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in which it is recorded. The hon. Mem- 


| ber then went on to say that what more 


than anything else made him appreciate 
the injustice of the present system of 
Church assessments was the position of 
civic institutions and municipalities, and 
he specially instanced the case of the 
Glasgow Corporation, who, 2s he well 
knows, by a case which the Glasgow Cor- 
poration was unfortunate enough to lose 
not long ago, and in which both he 
and I took part, had to pay the assess- 


‘ment of the parish kirk session. He 


because really his argument upon the first | 


part of the Bill entirely answers his 
argument upon the second ; and rice rersa, 
his argumenton the second part completely 
answers his argument on the first. [may 
notice in passing that he conveniently 
omitted to mention, as far as the first part 
of the Bill is concerned, that it is strictly 
limited to those cases where the assess- 
ments have been on the valued rent, and 
that it is no more than allowing the legal 
perpetration of the system which has very 


largely obtained in Scotland owing to the | 


good sense and generosity of those con- 
cerned. The hon. Baronet the Member 
for the Bridgeton Division of Glasgow, on 
the other hand, really treated this as a 
Committee point. He quoted the observa- 
tions which I made last year, in which, 


speaking on the Bill of my hon. friend | 


behind me, which provided that a bare 
majority might come to the conclusion, I 
urged him to amend his Bill so as to allow 
of practical unanimity being necessary. 
We take two-thirds of the value. I 
frankly admit that that is a Committee 
point, and one we should be perfectly 
willing to discuss in Committee, my 
general view on the subject being the 
same as last year, namely, that any 
measure which has any coercive effects 
ought to have something tantamount 
to practical unanimity behind it.  Per- 
haps I ought to notice one other 
observation which fell from the hon. 
Member who moved the rejection of the 
Bill when 
system.” He drew a moving picture of 
the change which had taken place in 
Scotch lite and Scotch society, 


told us that in the old days heritors and 


parishioners were one and thesame thing— , 
that landowners and parishioners were the | 
argument, I say that all enabling legisla- 


same. I never knew of such a state of | 


society, and I have yet to read the history | 


Mr. A, Grahoin Murray. 


talking of this “indefensible | 


and he. 


asked what good the Corporation got from 
the administration of the parish kirk 
session. Does not the hon. Member see 
that the logical outcome of that argument 
is that no corporation or public authority 
ought to be taxed at all? Does the Cor- 
poration of Glasgow give birth to any 
children who have to be educated, or does 
it have persons vaccinated, or does it 
matter to it whether the Registration 
Act is carried out or not? And so we 
might go through all the rates which are 
levied. With regard to the second part 
of the Bill, the hon. Baronet was very 
prodigal with the word “sham.” He 
said- 

“ This scheme is a sham, because you do not 
get the exemption unless an adequate sum is 
contributed by the kirk session, and there is 
no guarantee that the kirk session will con- 
tribute that money.” 


There, again, if that is a correct argu- 
ment, all [ can say in reply is that 
enabling legislation is always a sham, 
because 





CAMERON: I am 
sure the right hon. Gentleman does not 
wish to misrepresent me. What I said 
was that the powers proposed were a 
sham, because everything which could be 
done under the Bill—everything which 
the Bill would enable the Church to do by 
voluntary subseription—could already be 
done without any Bill. 


Sm CHARLES 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: My 
answer to that, with all respect, is that 
such is not the case. I doe not think I 
am misrepresenting the hon. Baronet, 
but certainly one portion of his argument 
was that this was no real relief, because 
there was no adequate security that the 
kirk session in any particular case would 
find the money. If that is a strict 


tion is a sh: am, because when you pass 
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enabling, as opposed to mandatory legis- 
lation, you have no absolute guarantee 
that the particular conditions will be 
carried out. Let me say just a word 
upon the actual provisions of the Bill. 
We have had some criticisms of the 
measure from my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Durham. Of course, I should 
treat the hon. Member very gently, be- 
cause he is inthe unfortunate position of 
aman with a nostrum of his own, and 
such people have always very tender 
feelings. What he has never been able 
to forgive us is that we did not bring 
forward a Bill founded on the resolution 
which he was fortunate enough to pass in, 
I think, 1884. I believe I can satisfy 
him that there is no real difficulty in the 
working out of the provisions of 
the Bill. The matter to which he 
rather took exception was that the 
assessment is not actually imposed, but 
only proposed to be imposed. The 
object of Section 2 is that the scheme 
shall be law before the parochial kirk 
session. In many cases we believe that 
will be an end of the whole matter, and 
that in many instances the entire sum, if 
it is not large, will be subscribed. Even 
if that is not so, when a proposal for 
assessment is made there is an opportunity 
for the kirk session to come forward and 
produce the sum which is necessary in 
order to get the exemption. But after 
all is said and done there is something 
else underlying the opposition to this 
Bill, and hitherto the most frank advo- 
cate of that “something” has been the 
hon. Member fo® West Fife. He was 
pretty explicit this year, but he was even 
more so last year. I should like to 
remind the House of one sentence which 
he uttered last year, because he then put 
in a shorter and more concrete form what 
he said this year. These were his 
words— 

“The real object of the Bill was to get rid 
ol arguments against the existence of an Estab- 
lished Church, and he was entitled as a sup- 
porter of disestablishment to object to the 
principle being whittled away in this manner, 
80 that eventually when they were face to face 
with the great question of the Establishment 


there would be {practically no Establishment 
at all.” * 


That is the argument of Demetrius. The 


hon. Member for West Fife says, “ My 
craft is in danger.” He cannot look 





*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. lxx., page 649. 
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‘forward with equanimity to the idea of 
having to fight a General Election in which 
he would no longer have a sore to rub in 
against the Establishment. I only hope 
that in the changed circumstances which 
we know are going to greet the hon. 
Member when he, alas! takes his 
energies and abilities, of which we are all 
so proud, to another kingdom, he may 
find the necessity of a grievance of the 
Scotch Church not so poignant as it has 
been hitherto. But really, when we 
come to discuss the argument underlying 
the opposition to this Bill, I can only ask 
the House whether the hon. Member’s 
own description of the Bill as con- 
temptible and small is not more rightly 
applied to the feeling which generates the 
opposition to an honest attempt to remove 
friction, simply because, in so doing, you 
would do away with a certain grievance. 


Mr. BIRRELL: I do not wish to in- 
terrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but if 
thereisone thing I detest more than another, 
it is keeping alive a grievance against a 
religious body simply for the purpose of 
using it as an argument against that body. 
The point I made last, and which I 
attempted, apparently unsuccessfully, to 
make this year, was that the principle of 
the Establishment is that the people who 
own the land in Scotland should pay for 
it, and I maintain that the principle 
should not be whittled away in order to 
remove objections which otherwise obtain 
to it. If they have an Establishment, 
let them pay for it. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: The 
hon. Member must, I think, entirely 
appreciate that the whole point of our 
3ill has been to leave the principle as it 
is, and that the legal rights and habilities 
after this Bill is passed will be exactly the 
same as they were before. In making 
that ‘remark I may, perhaps, answer the 
hon. Baronet as to a matter which 
puzzled him. There is no intention 
in this Bill of taking away any 
right which a cure or a parishioner may 
| possess, such as a right to a seat in the 
church. With respect to the hon. Member 
for West Fife, he has been, as he said, 
unsuccessful in making this point clear to 
the House both last year and _ this, 
because I honestly think he is trying to 
make a distinction where there is no 
difference at all. I do not think the 
_ principle of the Establishment consists in 
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the necessity of exacting a tax which is 
legally due, even when the exaction of 
that tax may cause friction and_heart- 
burning, and I cannot see that the taking 
away of that in any way hurts the prin- 
ciple of the Establishment. But I do 
understand the phrase which the hon. 
Member made use of when he said that 
he was entitled as a supporter of dis- 
establishment to object to the principle 
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being whittled away, so that eventually | 
‘description, we cannot be complained 


when we were face to face with the great 
question there would be no Establishment 
to deal with. I think this measure is one 
of a useful character, and I hope the 
House will agree to the Second Reading. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs): There are two remarks in the 
speech to which we have just listened 
which certainly struck me as worthy of 
attention. In the first place, my right 
hon. and learned friend said that the 
passing of this Bill will remove a practical 
grievance. He was well aware that if he 
stopped there his argument would com- 
pletely fail, and therefore he said it was 
to remove a practical grievance as the 


Church is administered. That is the 
whole thing. If the Church’ were 
to administer its affairs upon volun- 


tary lines the practical grievance would 
disappear. But when the right hon. 
Gentleman proceeded he made a further 
most damaging observation in regard to 
his own plan, namely, that the legal situa- 
tion of the parties will not be altered in 
any respect whatever by this Bill. — If 
that be the case, I fail to see why the 
ratepayers of Scotland and the owners of 
land should be left to the will of the Kirk 
Session in the midst of their respective 
communities to know whether or not they 
are to be subject to the tax which by law 
is resolved to be laid upon them. The 
fact is, | oppose and object to this Bill for 
the simple and cardinal reason that it 
recognises and reaffirms the continuance 
of the assessment with which it deals, 
whereas I amin principle in favour of the 
total and immediate abolition of this 
assessment. It is futile to speak of the 
hon. Member for Durhamas the patron of 
a nostrum. It is a nostrum which has 
been well known with reference to the 
whole doctrine as to civic establishment of 
religion and endowments. To promote 
religion by levying rates is not in my 
opinion any part of the duty of the State, 


and it is not a service, but a disservice, to 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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religion itself. The same observation 
applies to a levy of rates for the purpose 
of promoting the convenience or saving 
the pockets of those who profess a parti- 
cular style of religion or particular views. 
as to Church government. We are being 
troubled with Bills of this kind simply 
because the Government, with this large 
majority at its back, is in power, and if we 
are to be troubled year after year by this 
kind of infatuation, by a Bill of this 


against, and we must be forgiven 
if we feel ourselves forced to 
aftirm and reaffirm the strong proposition 
which experience in Scotland proves, that 
wherever you find religion vital and 
sincere it can pay its own way. You 
may call this Bill what you like, but 
in the end you will find that it is this 
crucial consideration which comes into 
play. The fact is that this Bill is a Bill 
for the readjustment and the re- 
affirmation of a principle which is 
unsound and erroneous in itself. I en- 
tirely agree with the hon. Member for 
Durham that the right and only way to 
deal with the question is that that un- 
sound and erroneous principle should go 
at once and for ever frem the Estab- 
lishment of Scotland and the membership 
within it. The mystery attending this 
3ill has not been at all cleared up by the 
speech of the right hon. Gentleman. He 
says that they are the enemies of the 
Establishment who oppose this Bill. If I 
mistake not, they are the very poor and the 
very unwise friends of the Establishment 
who have promoted thé measure. Every 
man in Scotland must admire the efforts 
of the Church of Scotland on voluntary 
lines within recent years, but [ very much 
doubt whether the rank and file of the 
membership of that Church would care 
to suffer the imputation of meanness 
which follows the proposition underlying 
this Bill, namely, that they are unable to 
pay their own religious way and to pro- 
vide for their own religious duties as 
their fellow-Christians and neighbours in 
Scotland do. I do not desire to 
examine in anything like detail the pro- 
visions of the Bill. It is a very short 
measure, and its two main provisions 
are wholly bad and unjustifiable. 
No such meastire as this will ever 
be of the slightest avail. The only 
method of dealing with the question 
properly is the cardinal and _ radical 
method of going to the root of the 
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injustice. 
odium and discredit attaching to the 
imposition of this assessment, and I 
desire equally with hon. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House to abolish 
that odium and discredit, but you can do 
that only by abolishing the injustice. 
When one looks at the details of the Bill 
one is instantly struck by the strangeness 
of the device which Her Majesty’s 
Government have permitted themselves 
to use in Section 1. If there is one thing 
more than another in regard to the 
burdens on landed property that ought to 
be always kept in view it is that they 
should be fairly and carefully calculable 
from year to year, and that they 
should be imposed and varied, not by a 
private, but only by public authority. 
The first section of this Bill is in flat 
contradiction of that elementary rule. It 
is proposed that two-thirds of the valued 
rent heritors in Scotland may resolve to 
levy Church and manse rates according, 
not to the real rents, but to what are 
known as the valued rents. What is 
valued rent ? At the present day valued 
rent does not represent value, and it in 
no way whatever represents rent. It is 
not a truth, but a fiction. It is a com- 
plete delusion and an anachronism. It 
does not represent, but misrepresents, the 
state of affairs as regards the lands, and 


the proposal of this Bill is to per- 
mit that at the will of certain of 
your parishioners in Scotland your 


property should be assessed, not in accord- 
ance with fact, but in accordance with 
fiction, not upon its present day value, 
hut upon the value at which it and other 
property stood at the time of Oliver 
Cromwell. A more ridiculous and absurd 
proposal has seldom been placed before 
Parliament. 
typical of the struggle which has been 
going on in the minds of the Govern- 
ment. They desire to retain the assess- 
ment upon lands, but to conceal and hide 
it by manipulations of these valued rent 
provisions in Sections 1 and 2. Why do 
they not come boldly forward and say, 
“This grievance exists; it depends 
wholly and solely upon the power to 


raise these funds for religious buildings | 


by means of rates levied upon all, whether 
they use or do not use the buildings ” ? 
Why do not Her Majesty’s Government 
come forward and frankly say that the 
time for that state of things has come 


{2 Aprit 1900} 


I agree that there is only | 


The fact is that it is just | 


_ twenty-nine.* 
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whole of this system and be done with 
it for ever? The uncertainty attaching 
to this assessment becomes even more 
marked under Section 3 of the Bill. That 
section no doubt marks an advance upon 
the provisions of the Bill of last year. 
The scheme of voluntaryism is much 
widened in this Bill, because the limit of 
value has risen from £20 to £50. But [ 
ask this simple question: If there is to. 
be any rate attaching to the land of the 
parish why should you give preferential 
treatment to certain of the owners of land. 
in the parish ? Why should you propose 
to make difference between ratepayers ? 
According to the provision of Section 1 
the resolution upon this subject is to be 
taken by the valued rent heritors. 
There are many parishes in Scotland in 
which the majority of the value is held 
by one landowner, and therefore we would. 
have introduced into the parishes of Scot- 
land the principle of “please the land- 
owner,” because if you please him he may 
vote that you, the real rent owner, should. 
not be assessed, while if you displease 
him he will leave the law to take its. 
course. You will be assessed according 
to the pleasure or displeasure of the 
largest landowner in the parish. If that 
be the way in which it is proposed to re- 
move a grievance, [am quite sure you 
will remove the existing grievance ; but 
you will only replace it by another of far 
deeper social effect. If you are going to 
address yourself to this doctrine at all, 
the House would do better to abolish the 
whole system under which it is possible 
to cause payment for these objects to be 
made by any other persons than those 
who share the benefits of the buildings,. 
whether the manse or the ecclesiastical 
edifice itself. I would conclude by saying: 
that I totally disagree with the view that 
the Church of Scotland or the people of 
Scotland are in favour of this proposal. 
It has been suggested in the course of 
this debate that the majority of the peo- 
ple of Scotland do favour this ridiculous 
proposal. We can judge of that only by 
the votes of this House. A_ similar 
measure to this was voted on last year, 
and in favour of it were eighteen Scotch 
Members, while against it there were 
Who, under these circum- 
* For debate on Second Reading of the 


Ecclesiastical Assessments (Scotland) Bill, 
26th April, 1899, see The Parliamentary 


: | Debates [Fourth Series], Vol. 1xx., page 600. 
to an end, and that they must abolish the | ( Division List No. 102, page 659.) 
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stances, can claim that the opinion of | date lost the election. 
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Echoes of that 


Scotland is favourable to a measure of | sermon still disturb the equanimity of 
this kind? This is peculiarly a Scotch} the fishermen on dark nights; and | 


affair. In England 
been applied. 
ance is entirely 

then will you not 


unknown. 


the remedy has | 


In Ireland the  griev- | 
Why | 
permit Scotland | 


to be governed in this particular in accor- | 


dance with the voices of her represen- 
tatives? If that were done I have little 
doubt of the result. The result would be 
the rejection of this measure and the total 
abolition and repeal of these duties. 


wonder what they will say when they see 
their Member’s name on the back of a 
But it 


Bill for robbing God. is not 
on those grounds that I oppose this 


Bill. I may comfort hon. Gentlemen 


| opposite who are only trying their ’pren- 


If 


these rates and duties were abolished [| 


make free to say that the Church of Scot- 
land would not be weakened, but would 
be greatly strengthened in the perfor- 
mance of its proper work, namely, its 
spiritual work. 


*Mr. CROMBIE (Kincardineshire) : 
Although [I intend to oppose this Bill 
[ offer it a hearty welcome, because, 
whatever it may or may not do, it 
is certainly a Disendowment Bill. The 
hon. Member for Durham says it marks a 
step in the direction of disestablishment. 
It should at least, however, mark the dis- 
appearance of the old argument levelled 
against us from pulpits and platforms, in 
which we were told that if we dared to lay 
a finger upon the property of the Church 
we were guilty not only of robbery, but 
of sacrilege. 1 hope such arguments are 
gone for ever. I see on the back of this 
Bill the name of the hon. Member for St. 
Andrews Burghs. I wonder what the 
fishermen of St. Andrews Burghs will 
think when they see the name of their 
Member of Parliament upon this Bill. I 
remember an election there in 1885 in 
which the hon. Member’s father, whose 
memory we so highly respect, took part. 
That election was memorable in many 
ways. The polling day was on a Mon- 
day, and on the Saturday the Disestablish- 
ment candidate was told that a victory 
was sure. But between Saturday and 
Monday in Scotland there comes Sun- 
day, and on that Sunday _ there 


came an eloquent minister down to St. , 


Andrews Burghs from Edinburgh, and 
he preached a sermon upon the text 
“Will a man rob God?” He told those 
fishermen that if they voted for dis- 


establishment they would share the sin | 


of Ananias and Sapphira, and probably 
their judgment as well. Those fishermen 
fled from the wrath to come and also from 
the poll, and the Disestablishment candi- 


Mr. Thowas Shaw. 


tice hands at this wickedness that, 
although I have been cursed for the 


action | have taken, I am not any the 
worse for it. I am a member of the 
Established Church, and if hon. Gentle- 
men opposite produce any Bill which will 
benefit that Church, and which will do so 
without injuring the public I shall give it 
a hearty support. But I consider it my 
first duty to look to the public welfare, 


| This is a Bill which, whether it benefits 


the Church or not, at any rate it does not 
benefit the public, for it not only robs the 
Church, but also the public, of part of its 


property. I maintain that the teinds 
and the ecclesiastical rates are not 
only public property, but they are 


public taxes. Those taxes are being 
applied according to the law of the 
country to the established Church of 
Scotland; they have been changed five 
times in their purpose, and many of us 
may live to see them changed a sixth 
time, but as long as they remain they are 
public property, and we should not allow 
them to be alienated or destroyed. In 
one of its clauses this Bill destroys them, 
and the rates on Dissenting churches and 
manses are to go. And why do you do 
this? It is not the rates that are unjust. 
It is perfectly fair that a Dissenting 
church or a Dissenting manse should con- 
tinue to pay these taxes, but have you not 
the courage to say that the purpose to 
which they are applied is unjust and should 
be altered? And because it suits the 
temporary convenience of the Church you 
are obliged to forego these rates alto- 
gether. That is the first ground on 
which I oppose this Bill. But it is a 


measure which proceeds to its purpose 1n 


a disingenuous fashion. Why is it that 
you have picked out these manses and 
churches, and why are you going to take 
the rates off them? Why not take the 
rates off all Dissenters? You tell us that 
we are opposing this Bill in a mean way, 
to retain a disestablishment argument, 
but you are mean enough to remove these 
rates because you are trying to remove a 
disestablishment argument. Why do you 
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pick out those particular rates? I re- 
member reading an essay by Leigh Hunt, 
inwhich he says that fishing would be 
perfectly impossible if the fish caught 
were to make a series of squeaks, because 
they would call down upon them the atten- 
tion of the Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals. You are now going 
to take the rates off those who squeak, 
but fill your basket with those that are 
silent. If you had a preamble, it would be, 
“Whereas it is now generally admitted 
that in principle it is unjust to put a tax 
upon a Dissenter to support the Estab- 
lished Church, and whereas the Church of 
Scotland gets a good revenue, and it is 
necessary to stop the mouths of those who 
make this a seandal, be it enacted.” I 
will look at this Bill as a Churchman. 
Suppose Lam capable of overlooking the 
defects | have mentioned, and I ask myself 
asa member of the Church—- Will it do 
good to the Church ? Not only will this 
Bill do no good to the Church, and fail to 
remove the scandal you wish to remove, 
but it will perpetuate and advertise it. If 
you want to put an end to the scandal of 
collecting these rates you can do it very 
easily without any Act at all. Why not 
raise a voluntary subscription? I never 
knew before that we required an Act of 
Parliament to allow us to raise subscrip- 
tions. If the right hon. Member will 
introduce an Act to put down public 
subscriptions I am sure it will be sup- 
ported from both sides of this House. 
Under the present system, without any 
Bill at all, public subscription will work 
much better than this measure. In the 
first place, you are more likely to get it ; 
and in the second place, you can apply it 
more cheaply, and you can deal with 
Dissenters according to the circumstances 
of the case. You may pick out one man 
who is noisy, and you may avoid another 
who pays quietly. I wonder if any hon. 
Gentlemen opposite ever attempted 
to collect subscriptions. If you attempt 
to collect money from your friends the 
first thing they do is to find an excuse for 
not giving anything. I have known 
friends of mine whose intellect I have 
held in contempt ; when they have been 
asked for a subscription they develop 






a logical genius which _ entirely 
overwhelms me. That is what will 


happen in this case. Some Member will 


goamong the congregation and ask, “ Will | 


you subscribe to pay off the feuars ?” and 


{2 Aprit 1900} 


the answer will be: “I understand you , 
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are going to relieve every man, great or 
small, rich or poor. I would have been 
willing to relieve small feuars, but not 
therich.” What will be the consequence ? 
You are not forced by the Act of Parlia- 
ment to raise this subscription, but you 
have to deal with people who do not 
read Acts of Parliament and who will say 
you have failed in your legal duty. For 
these reasons, as a Churchman and as a 
representative of the public, I shall offer 
a strenuous opposition to this Bill. 


*Mr. WYLIE (Dumbartonshire) said he 
would have preferred if the Lord Advocate 
had brought in a Bill to relieve entirely 
the real rent heritors, who are mainly 
feuars from Ecclesiastical assessment, for 
though the feuars were in the eyes 
of the law landlords, because they had a 
perpetual occupancy, yet they were 
tenants, because they paid a perpetual 
rent, and if they were relieved it would 
be a measure of equity. The proposal 
of hon. Members opposite was to relieve 
the landlords altogether and make them a 
present of a very large sum of money. 
The old Scottish legislators, who framed 
the Acts for maintaining the churches and 
manses and schools by assessment on 
the rent of land, were wise in their 
generation, and they did a great work for 
Scotland. If those who had framed the 
Acts originally had known that Scotland 
was going to make such remarkable pro- 


' gress, and that the rent of land in Scotland 


was going to inerease by such enormous 
bounds, and that the population 
destined to increase in the same way, 


Vas 


‘they would have framed their enactment 


accordingly so as to keep pace with 
the prosperity of the country and 
the increase of the population, and 
this question would have automatically 
solved itself. Taking things as_ they 
were, they found that the landlords, 
the value of whose properties had 
been most increased by feu duties, had 
been very much relieved of their assess- 
ments by bringing their feuars into the 
same assessable clause, whilst those who 


‘had not reaped so much benefit had to 


bear the burdens unassisted. For those 
reasons he believed a more comprehensive 
measure would have been accepted not 
only by the Scottish Members, but also 
by the people of Scotland. He would 
strongly urge upon the consideration of 
the Lord Advocate the necessity of alter- 
ing the Bill in this respect, because he 
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believed if this were done the measure 
would meet with general acceptance upon 
both sides of the House. He thought 
hon. Scottish Members opposite could not 
show their sympathy and good feeling 
to the Church of Scotland subject in a 
better way than by giving their cordial 
support to this Bill, and accepting it at 
least as a large measure of justice. 


*Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield) said that he knew 
it was somewhat perilous for an English 
Member to intervene in the discussion of 
a purely Scottish subject ; but the exac- 
tion dealt with by the Bill was analogous 
to another exaction with which we were 
painfully familiar some years ago. English 
Church rates and Scottish Church rates 
appeared to him to differ only in this 
respect, that whereas in England the rates 
were appropriated to the maintenance of 
the churches and services, in Scotland 
they were applied to the erection and main- 
tenance of churches, and also of manses, 
but not to the maintenance of services. 
30th systems, however, were bad, because 
they involved two things—one the em- 
ployment of coercion for the maintenance 
of religion, and the other the taxing of 
one set of people for the support of the 
religion of another set of people. Con- 


{COMMONS} 





sidering the different ecclesiastical cir- | . eae : . 
| exaction by abolishing the Establishment. 


cumstances of Scotland from those of 


England, he was surprised that Church | 


rates should exist there so long after they 


had been abolished both in England and | 
The history of the exaction in | 


Ireland. 
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Scotland seemed as though it would re- 
semble that of England. All sorts of com- 
promises were proposed in England, but 
the result was that it was enacted that, 
while Church rates might continue to be 
made, nobody was to be compelled to pay 
them, and as a consequence Church rates, 
whether compulsory or voluntary, had 
ceased to be made. The Bill they were 
discussing was less absurd than that of 
last year, but still contained some absurd 
provisions. The abatement in the case of 
those heritors who were not assessed at 
more than £50 was to be dependent on 
the goodwill, or ability, of two-thirds of 
the heritors, and on the liberality, or 
want of liberality, on the part of members 
of the Church of Scotland; so that it 
depended on the collections on Sunday 
whether the full amount or not was to be 
paid on the Monday! The result would 
be a difference in different parishes, and 
even in the same parish ; since what was 
voluntarily subscribed one year might not 
be subscribed the next. This Bill was an 
attempt to perpetuate an odious tax by 
making it a little less intolerable. Some 
of its opponents were to be bought off. 
The saddle was still to be on the wrong 
horse, but it was to be made a little less 
galling. He hoped that, if the Bill passed, 


| it would increase the determination of the 


Liberals of Scotland to get rid of the 


Question put. 


The House divided :—Ayes, 125 ; Noes, 
83. (Division List No. 93.) 
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Milward, Colonel Victor | Russell, Gen. F.S. (Cheltenham 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) | Rutherford, John 

Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) | Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) , 
Muntz, Philip A. | Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Redfrew) | 
Murray, RtHnA.Graham(Bute | Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) ! 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) ; Smith, James P. (Lanarks.) 
Nicol, Donald Ninian | Spencer, Ernest 


Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay | Stirling-Maxwell, Sir John M. 








NOES. 


Abraham, Wm. (Cork, N.E.) | Farquharson, Dr. Robert 
Asher, Alexander Fenwick, Charles 

Asquith, Rt. Hon. H. Henry | Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmund 
Austin, Sir John (Yorkshire) | Flavin, Michael Joseph 


Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) (ioddard, Daniel Ford 

Baker, Sir John Grey, Sir Edward (Berwick) 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) Gurdon, Sir Wi. Brampton 
Billson, Alfred Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Birrell, Augustine Harwood, George 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Broadhurst, Heary Hemphill, Rt. Hon. Charles H. 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James Holland, William Henry 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn | Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) 
Burns, John Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. 
Burt, Thomas Kearley, Hudson E. 

Buxton, Sydney Charles Kilbride, Denis 

Caldwell, James Lawson, Sir W. (Cumberland) 


Cameron,SirCharles(Glasgow) | Lewis, John Herbert 
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Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 
Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm, Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernest 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E, 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. (Yorks.) 
Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 
Wylie, Alexander 

Wyndham, George 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D’ Arey 


, TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 


Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 


O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 
Palmer, George W. (Reading) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 
Richardson, J. (Durham, 8. E. 
Rickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair, Capt. J. (Forfarshire 
Souttar, Robinson 
Steadinan, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Tennant, Harold John 
Thomas, A. (Glamorgan, E.) 
Thomas, D. A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 


Carmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson-  Macaleese, Daniel Wallace, Robert 
Channing, Francis Allston MacDonnell, Dr. M. A.(Q.’sC.) | Wason, Eugene 
Clough, Walter Owen MacNeill, John Gordon Swift | Weir, James Galloway 
Colville, John M‘Crae, George Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Crilly, Daniel M‘Dermott, Patrick Williams, John Carvell (Notts 
Crombie, John William M‘Ewan, William Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. 
Dalziel, James Henry | M‘Ghee, Richard Wilson, John (Govan) 
Dewar, Arthur Maddison, Fred. 
Donelan, Captain A. ! Morley, Rt. Hon.J.(Montrose) | TELLERS FOR THE NoEs— 
Doogan, P. C. Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) Mr. Herbert Gladstone and 
Dunn, Sir William O’Connor, Arthur (Donegal) Mr. Munro Ferguson. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. ‘Seotch Members are on the Standing 
Committee on Law ;I myself, for instance, 
Bill read a second time. /am not on that Committee, and would 


not be appointed to it except by some 

Motion made, and Question proposed, , kind of favour. There is this peculiarity 
“That the Bill be committed to the about the Standing Committee on Law. 
Standing Committee on Law, ete.”—(7e | Its members cannot possibly attend ; 


Lord Advocate.) they are Government officials and lawyers 


in practice, and the result is that the 
Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): | Committee must go hunting about for a 


| 1 object to this Bill being sent to the quorum. What is the use of sending a 


Standing Committee on Law. It is a Bill of this kind to a Committee which 
matter of public policy which does not practically consists of English lawyers 
require any expert legal knowledge, and | who do not understand the law relating 


we ought to have the matter discussed in to Scotland ? 
| Committee of the House. Very few | amount of business before the House ; 





There is not any great 
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we have nothing else of great importance 
to discuss. 
ment can complain of the time taken up 


Evelesiastical Assessmeuts 


by the Second Reading, as _ every 
hon. Member was anxious to. state 


his views shortly, and I do not think 
they have any reason to anticipate a long 
discussion in Committee of the House. 
If the Bill is referred to the Standing 
Committee on Law it will have to come 
back to the House on Report, and it may 
then be found that more time will have 
to he occupied on the Report stage than if 
the Bill were committed to the Committee 
of the whole House in the first instance. 
There are Members from Scotland on 
both sides of the House who understand 
the whole of this matter, and it should 
not be referred to a Committee of legal 
experts who know nothing about it. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA.- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): [ think it only right to explain the 
reasons which have induced the Govern- 
ment to suggest that this Bill should be 
referred to the Grand Committee on Law. 
It is quite true that the general principle 
of the Bill is such that it ought to be dis- 
cussed in this House, but the general 
principle having been once decided, the 
details of the measure seem to me 
eminently of a kind which fit them for 
proper discussion in a Grand Committee, 
and which are more fitted for discussion 
in a Grand Committee than for a discus- 


sion in Committee of the whole House. — 


The hon. Gentleman has stated that there 
are not many Seotch Members on the 
Grand Committee, and among other omis- 
sions that he himself is not a member. 
I helieve there is a provision in our 
Standing Orders by which omissions of 
that kind can be remedied, and I[ have 
no doubt the Committee of Selection will 
take care that Seotch opinion shall be 
fully and adequately represented on the 
Grand Committee. Under these circum- 
stances I would ask the House not to 
resist this Motion. The hon. Gentleman 


{COMMONS} 


Ido not think the Govern- | 








(Seotlind) Pill. 
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tells us that the business of the session jig 


not of such an onerous character that we 
should send a Bill upstairs which ought 
to be discussed here. I have two answers 
to that; in the first place, it may turn 
out that the business may take more time 
than the hon. Gentleman thinks, and, ir 
the second place, this is clearly a Bill for 
the Grand Committee. Its details are 
not of a kind which are interesting to the 
whole House, and I hope, the refore, the 
House will agree to the motion. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.): 
I join in the protest of my hon. friend 
against this Bill being referred to the 
Grand Committee on Law. It must be 
remembered that only a short time was 
occupied on the Second Reading. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The Second 
Reading having been now discussed, it 
cannot be re-opened even in Comuinittee 
of the whole House. 


Mr. COLVILLE: If the Bill is com- 
mitted to the Standing Committee on 
Law, only a few Scotch Members can take 
part in the discussion of its details. | 
strongly object to this proposal because 
it would debar the majority of the Seotch 
Members from discussing this Bill. 


Captain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I 
remember in the case of a Scotch Bill 
which was recently sent to a Grand 
Committee, fifteen Scotch Members were 
added to the Committee on the ground 
that it was a purely Scotch measure. 
This is also a purely Scotch measure. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I should look 
with great favour on any such course, hut 
the composition of the Committee does 
not rest with me. 


Question put. 


L100 : 


The 
Noes, 65. 


House divided :—Aves, 
(Division List No. 94.) 


AYES. 


Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arnold, Alfred 

a Rt. Hon. John 
wera fee ames (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Manel’r 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bartley, George C. T 

Beach, Rt. HnSirM. H. (Bristol 


Mr, Caldwell. 


Cecil. 





Bethell, Commander 
Blundell, Colonel Henry 
Campbell, J. H. 
Cavendish, V.C. W.(Derbyshire 
Lord Hugh (Greenwich) | 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hn.J.(Birm. ) 
Chamberlain,J.Austen(Wore’r 
Clare, Octavius Leigh 

Collings, Itt. Hon, Jesse 


a. Sir John Chas. Ready 
Cook, Fred Lucas (Lambeth) 

Cornwallis, FiennesStanley W. 

Cross, Alexander (G Hasgow) 

Cubitt, Hon. Henry 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalbiac, Colonel Philip Hugh 

Dalkeith, Earl of 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 


M. (Dublin) 
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hoxtord, Sir William Theodore 
fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn E. 
fergusson, Rt HnSird (Manch’r 
Finea, George H. 

finlay. Sir Robert Bannatyne 
fisher, William Hayes 
flannery, Sir Fortescue 

tibbs, Hon. A.G. H. (City of L.) 
(oldsworthy, Major-General 
(ordon, Hon. John Edward 
jorst, Rt. Hn. Sir J. Eldon 





Janson, Sir Reginald 

Jaslett, Sir James Horner 
Jeath, James 

Jeaton, John Henniker 
jenderson, Alexander 
lohnston, William (Belfast) 
Keswick, William 

\nowles, Lees 

atone, Alfred 

lawrence,Sir kK. Durning-(Corn | 
leigh-ennett, Henry Currie 
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Davies, Sir HoratioD.(Chath’m | Loder, Gerald Walter Erskine 
Jouglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Long, Rt.Hn.Walter(Liverpool | 
Lowe, Francis William 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lucas-Shadwell, William 
Macdona, John Cumming 
Maxwell, Rt. Hn.SirHerbertF. | 
| Middlemore, J. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) | 
More, It. Jasper (Shropshire) 
Morton, Arthur H. A.(Deptfrd 
Muntz, Philip A. 
Murray, Rt. Hn. A. G. (Bute) | 
Jamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George | Murray, Charles J. (Coventry) | 
fanbury, Rt.Hn. Robert Wm. | Nicol, Donald Ninian 
| Orr-Ewing, Charles Lindsay 
Parkes, Ebenezer 
| Pease, Herbert P.( Darlington) 
Pierpoint, Robert 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Frances Sharp 
| Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Renshaw, Cliarles Bine | 
Richards, Henry Charles 
| Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Throgmorton | 
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tollit, Sir Albert Kaye 

Round, James 

tussell, T. W. (Tyrone) 

| Rutherford, John 

Samuel, Harry 8S. (Limehouse) 

Shaw-Stewart, M. H.(Renfrew 

Sidebottom, William (Derbysh 

Smith,James Parker(Lanarks) 

Spencer, Ernest 

Stirling-Maxwell,Sir John M. 

Stone, Sir Benjamin 

Strutt, Hon. CharlesHedley 

Thornton, Perey M. 

Tritton, Charles Ernest 

| Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 

Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset): 

Williams, Joseph P. (Birm.) 

Wolff, Gustav Wilhelm 

Wylie, Alexander 

Wyvill, Marmaduke D'Arcy 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES—- 
Sir William Walrond and. 
Mr. Anstruther. 


NOES. 


\brahiun, W. (Cork, N.E.) 
\sher, Alexander 

justin, Sir John (Yorkshire) 
wstin, M. (Limerick, W.) 
wker, Sir Jolin 

fillson, Alfred 

jolton, Thomas Dolling 
lroudhurst, Henry 

urns, John 

hurt, Thomas 

taxton, Sydney Charles 
tameron, Sir C. (Glasgow) 
farmichael, Sir T. D. Gibson- 
‘longh, Walter Owen 

rilly, Daniel 

‘rombie, John William 
wran, Thomas B. (Donegal) 
alziel, James Henry 

lenny, Colonel 

Yewar, Arthur 

Jonelan, Captain A. 

oovan, PLC. 

Junn, Sir William 


Bill committed to the Standing Com- 
littee on Law, ete. 


LUNACY BOARD (SCOTLAND) 
(SALARTES, ETC.) BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 


Order for Second Reading read. 


“Tue LORD ADVOCATE 
‘RAHAM Murray, Buteshire): I beg to 
move the Seeond Reading of this Bill. I 
certainly would have thought that a Bill 
which is of so purely a Departmental 
tharacter, and dealing with a matter upon 
hich necessarily the Scotch Office and 





Fenwick. Charles 
Flavin, Michael Josph 
Goddard, Daniel Ford 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton 
Harwood, George 
Hedderwick, Thomas C. H. 
Hemphill, Rt. Hon. C. H. 
Jones, David B. (Swansea) 
Jones, Wm. (Carnarvonshire) 
Kilbride, Denis 
Lawson, Sir W. (Camberland) 
Lewis, John Herbert 
Macaleese. Daniel 

| MacDonald, DrM. A. (Queen’sC 
MaeNeill, John Gordon Swift 
M‘Dermott, Patrick 
M:Ewan, William 
M‘Ghee, Richard 
Maddison, Fred. 
Morley, Kt. Hn. J. (Montrose) 
Morton, E. J. C. (Devonport) 
O'Connor, J. (Wicklow, W.) 
Power, Patrick Joseph 


(Mr. A. | 





Richardson, J. (Durham, S. E.) 
tickett, J. Compton 

toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) 
Samuel, J. (Stockton-on-Tees) 
Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinelair,Capt.John( Forfarsh. ) 
Souttar, Robinson 

Steadman, William Charles 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Thomas, Alfred(Glamorgan, F. 
Thomas, David A. (Merthyr) 
Ure, Alexander 

Wallace, Robert 

Weir, James Galloway 
Williams,JohnCarvell( Notts. ) 
Wilson, Frederick W.( Norfolk) 
Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R.) 
Wilson, John (Falkirk) 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Mr. Caldwell and = Mr. 
Colville. 


the Treasury have what I may call semi- 
antagonistic interests, might have been 
allowed to pass without very much dis- 
cussion. I believe that the Treasury, 
whose action in controlling other Depart- 
ments we have heard so much of lately, 
would not have lightly lent themselves to 
a contribution to another Department, 
unless they felt the justice of the demand. 
3ut owing to the remarks that were 
made at the time when the resolution 
upon which the Bill necessarily proceeds 
was passed by the House, I feel that I 
should allow the possibility of the policy 
and motives of the Scotch Office to he 
misunderstood if I did not, what cer- 
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tainly would have been otherwise: an/| Board are precisely the same now as 
unusual practice on such a Bill as/in 1858, then I think the House 
this, make a speech in moving will begin to see how enormously 
the Second Reading. The Lunacy heavy the duties placed upon the 
Board of Scotland was constituted solong Board are as compare with the duties 
ago as the year 1857. Its duties were at at the time of its original constitution, 
once onerous and multifarious. In fact, ; Originally the salary of the Commissioners 
the Board has the direction and regula- | was £1,000 each, but in 1878 one of them 
tion of all matters relating to lunatics had his salary raised to £1,100. That 
and lunatic asylums in Scotland. Now, £100 was not an extra amount provided 
the constitution of the Board with its by the Treasury ; it was docked from the 
multifarious duties is as follows :—There | salary of one of the Sub-Commissioners, 
are two paid Commissioners, who are both , Since then the salary of the Com. 
members of the medical profession ; two missioners has been £1,000, as before, but 
Sub-Commissioners also members of the rising by increments to £1,200. With 
medical profession ; and there are three | regard to the way in which the work js 
unpaid members—one a lay member, who | done I give the figures for the three 
is the chairman, and two legal members. | periods—1858, 1878, and 1898. The 
Besides these, of course, there is the | number of lunatics in asylums in 1858 
secretary and a clerical staff. It is | was 4,028, and in private dwellings 1804; 
pretty clear as to what were the ideas of | total, 5,824. In 1878, in the asylums 
‘the Legislature in 1857, when the Board | 7,604, in private dwellings 1493 ; total, 
was constituted, as to what was the 9,097. In 1898, in the asylums 12,139, 
amount of work which would fall on the | in private dwellings 2,767 ; total, 14,906, 
Board. The Act provides that there are Those figures show that at the present 
to be two meetings during the year—one | time there are nearly three times as many 
to be held in March and the other in| lunatics to be attended to, and the staff 
November. With the amount of work now is the same as in 1858. Not only 
necessary at that time probably these two | are the medical Commissioners bound by 
meetings were sufficient. I may contrast statute to inspect thoroughly every 
that state of affairs with the state of lunatic asylum twice a year—and in con- 
affairs now, by dealing with the figures | nection with this point I may say there 
which I gave to the House already to-day are seven royal, fifteen district, and five 
in answer to a question of the hon. ! private lunatic asylums—but it is their 
Member for Ross and Cromarty. In) practice also to make a visit to every 
1899, instead of two meetings of the | single patient in private dwellings, 
Board, twenty-seven were held. There | That is done twice a year, which means 
was a notion at the institution of the Board that over 29,000 visits are made by the 
that perhaps after building the various | Medical Commissioners, or, taking the 
asylums, and when the lunacy system had asylums separately, over 24,000 visits, 
heen put on a regular footing, there | The hon. Member for Mid Lanark called 
might be a possibility of economy by attention the other day to what he called 
‘abolishing one of the paid Commissioners. | the disparity between the work done by 
Very soon, however, after the Board came | the Commissioners of England and those of 
into working order it was felt that that | Scotland. He said there were six Com- 
was quite impossible ; and so long ago as| missioners in England and _ 100,000 
1870 a statement was made in the House , lunatics, and in Scotland 12,000 odd 
«of Lords in behalf of the Government of ; lunatics and four Commissioners. That is 
that day, which I may remind the House | not the fact'; there are only two, and two 
‘was not the predecessor of this Govern- , Deputy Commissioners. The Deputy Com- 
ment. The Duke of Argyll said on 20th | missioners have to visit the lunatics in 
May, 1870— private dwellings, to do which they have 
“A vacancy happened the other day on the to travel through the length and breadth 
Board of Lunacy, and the Government, after, of Scotland. In 1858 their visits 
= wang my A of woo eg heya | ha inumbered 763; in 1878, 1,615; and in 
2 Cas SS " : Re 

oak a ihe dite send wot have bom dene | 1898, 3,690. Those visits take up the 
without its being filled up.” whole of their time, and it is impossible 
‘for them to do more than they do at pre- 


Now, when I say that the staff of the sent. They never have, and never vill 
Board and the constitution of the|do any of the regular work of the 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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Medical Commissioners. It is a system 
which has no analogy in England, and 
therefore it is futile to compare the 
number of men engaged in the two 
countries. It may be a question which of 
the two systems is the better, but so long 
as the Scotch system is the system, 
it is absolutely necessary to have 
perfect inspection, and so long as you 
require to have that it is physically im- 
possible to have less than two men. The 
time of the Commissioners is fully em- 
ployed, and it is necessary to have more 
medical time, and the problem presented 
to us is how to get it. You may appoint 
another Medical Commission, but that 
would not be a more economical plan, 
because you could not get a Medical 
Commissioner for less than £1,000 a 
year. Then there is another objection, 
and that is the professional feeling of the 
medical profession, which is quite as 
strong as the professional feeling in the 
legal profession. No hon. Member who 
had an insane relative would like the 
relative to be entirely in the hands of a 
professional class. You would feel that 
you would derive some strength from 
what is called a lay element in the in- 
spection. If a medical man were to be 
appointed the medical element would 
preponderate over all. The Medical 
Commissioners at the present, besides the 
visiting, attend once a month at the 
offices of the Board, where they are occu- 
pied in routine and administrative duties. 
If they could be relieved of those they 
would have more medical time available 
which could be occupied with these 
increasing demands. Now the lay 
element consists of a chairman and two 
legal members. So far as the chairman 
is concerned —the present chairman has 
oceupied the position since 1888—he has 
attended meetings once a fortnight, and 
in 1889 he attended twenty meetings out 
of twenty-three. Bus his duties do not 
stop there; he is frequently at the office 
and has to deal with plans and sites of 
asylums and matters of that kind. In 
the same way the legal members have 
given excellent attendances at the board 
meetings, and if you are going to take 
away the attendance of the medicat 
members the secretary must have some- 
body whom he can consult on matters 
of a quasilegal nature. The hon. Mem- 


ber for Ross-shire suggested that the 
Law Ofticers of the Crown should do this, 
and suggested the raising of my salary 
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for giving opinions to the Lunacy Board. 
Sut the Law Officers of the Crown are not 
meant to give advice of that kind. Their 
advice is available in matters of impor- 
tance, but it is absurd to come to the 
Lord Advocate, who has to reside so 
many months in London, and expect him 


to act on the Lunaey Board in Edin- 
burgh. That is the reason for this 
dill. It is absolutely necessary that a 


greater provision of medical time should 
be made for this greatly increasing 
work, whether it is done one way or the 
other, and [ personally and on behalf of 
my noble friend should he perfectly 
willing to throw that question on the 
floor of this House but for one cireum- 
stance. The hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark on the occasion when this ques- 
tion was last debated took upon himself 
to make a most offensive charge against 
my noble friend. I do not mince my 
words, because I think the charge was 
most offensive, and in order to show that 
I do not exaggerate [ shall quote what he 
said— 

“The hon. Member said he altogether 
differed fromthe Lord Advocate. The great 
ovject of the resolution was to provide salaries, 
not for the officials, but for certain of the Com- 
missioners, who at the ses moment by Act 
of Parliament were declared to be unpaid. Up 
to the present the work had been done gratui- 
tously, and only now, when the chairman of 
the Board was a nepuew of the Seeretary for 
Scotland, did they propose to give a salary. 
This was the object of the resolution. He 
would not trouble the House with a division, 
but at every stage of this Bill it would be 
denounced as a jobon the part of the Secretary 
for Scotland to give a salary to his own 
nephew, in a ease in which publie work had 
hitherto been done gratuitously.”* 


So far as public opinion is concerned I 
have not much fear, because a charge of 
that sort is easily settled by comparing it 
with the character of my hon. friend. 
If the accusation were put in one scale 
and the character of my hon. friend in the 
other, I have no doubt as to which 
would kick the beam. But such a charge 
ought never to have been made unless the 
hon. Gentleman had been certain of his 
facts. Had the hon. Gentleman said, 
“This isa bad policy, and I object to give 
a salary to a person called an unpaid 
Cominissioner; [ would sooner have a 
paid man and have done with it,” it 
would have been one thing, but that was 
not the charge. He said this was a 

* See speech of Mr. Caldwell, as reported in 
this volume, at page 142. 
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job to provide for a relative. It is just 
as well, when a charge of this kind is 
made against a gentleman, to see what the 
incentive is for which he is supposed to 
have sacrificed his honour. 
in the Bill is that a sum might be paid by 
the Treasury, not to the Chairman alone, 
but to the whole three unpaid Commis- 


Lunuey Bowrd (Scotland) 


The provision | 


{COMMONS} 
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the year. Does the right hon. Gentleman 
seriously mean to say that because the 
statute says two meetings shall be held in 
the year there shall not be more! [am 
surprised that the learned Advocate 


should have suggested such a thing. | 


‘think he overstepped the contention 
altogether when he compared the two 


sioners, provided that in any year it does | 


not amount to more than £500. 
sonally, I should have thought that a) 


very inadequate sum to sell one’s honour | 
But | 


for in respect to a wife’s nephew. 
the point is, what right had the hon. 


| 
Per- | 


meetings of the unpaid Commissioners in 
1858 with the twenty-seven in 1898, 
When the two Commissioners were paid 
£1,200 you will find it was not contem- 
‘plated that the work would increase after 
the five years, and the Commissioners’ 


Member to make any charge of that sort? | salaries were reduced to £1,000 when the 
the 


It is all the more unfortunate when made 
by one who knows so well the forms of | 
this House, that it was made on the 
Report, when the hon. Member knew 
that I had no right of reply. I am sorry 
to find myself obliged to make use of 
these expressions, because [ recognise on 
many occasions the use that the patient 
industry of the hon. Member has been to 
the House. Why the hon. Member should | 
have gone out of his way to make this 
personal imputation against the Secretary 
for Scotland, whose public life is as clear 
as anyone’s possibly could be, I am at a 
loss to determine ; but as it is, [ put 
this Bill as a necessary measure before 
the House a if we are to havea 
proper working of a very useful and 
efficient department. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
«*That the Bill be read now a second time.” 
—( The Lord Advocate.) 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I shall deal with the last point of the 
right hon. Gentleman first. I daresay 
that what the right hon. Gentleman 
quoted as the expression on that occasion 
used by me is correct, and I quite felt at 


| ' Act got into working order. The right 
hon. "Gontleman rbeevod to the amount 
of work which had heen done: all 
these things were done in England 
except the one small point of the visits 
to the individual patients. That is the 
only difference between the two Acts, 
Very well, suppose we knock out the two 
Sub- Commissioner saltogether, what is the 
result? In England, ‘with more than 
seven times the ‘number ot patie nts, you 
have six Commissioners ; in Scotland 
you have two. In Scotland you have 
one-third of the Commissioners and 
one-seventh of the work to do. In Ire- 
land, which is a little larger than Scot- 
land, you have two Commissioners, and 
the net result is this. Scotland has pro- 
| portionately more paid Commissioners for 
her lunatics than either England or ITre- 


land. If, as the figures quoted by the 
Lord Advocate show, during a certain 


period lunacy has doubled, does it not 
show that you should, if necessary, have 
one paid Commissioner to do the work! 
Would anyone say that a layman could 
be of any service whatever in making 
these visits? And of what earthly use is 
his general knowledge of matters, com- 
pared with the technical knowledge that 


the time that it was a pity in a matter of | is required on visiting patients in asylums 
y 


this kind that a change of policy should 


take place when a nephew of the Secre-| of the right hon. Gentleman is, 


tary of Scotland was chairman. At the 


same time, if there is anything offensive | 
in the expression I used [ shall be happy | 
learned | Then with regard to the proposals of the 


to withdraw it, because the 


Advocate will bear me out when I say | Bill. 


there is no animus between me and the | 
Secretary for Scotland. The right hon. | 
Gentleman has alluded to the great | 
amount of work that has been done by 


| and in their own homes ! The argument 
you 
want more paid Commissioners, but em- 
ploy people to do the work who have no 


qualifications whatever for the work. 


In Scotland there has never 
heen any lack of men_ willing to 
| perform public duties without seeking 
any consideration for so doing, and there 
is no comparison between the work done 


the Board of Lunacy in Scotland, and he | 'on the Lunacv Board and the work done 
read the Act of Parliament pointing out | by these gentlemen in other public ser- 


that two meetings should be held during | vices. 


Mr. A. Graham Murray. 


The statute says there are to be 
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wo Commissioners at £1,200, and two 
t ’ . 


rest are to be unpaid ; but now the right 
hon. Gentleman appears to think that it 
would be more economical to give those 
yersons £500 a year than to have another 
gid Commissioner at £1,000. It is a 
juestion not of economy but of efficiency, 
und the Lord Advocate has not shown 
chat we can dispense with the two head 
Commissioners. Does not the right hon. 
Gentleman know that every hour ques- 
tions arise Which require the Commissioner 
to be at his office in Edinburgh to answer ? 
It is absolutely necessary that he should 
be at his office to advise the Board.  In- 
stead of these Commissioners you are 


under no compulsion to attend. When 
Parliament fixes the salary of a man to 


getting his salary and must devote his 
whole time to the work. With regard to 
the chairman, if the question had been 
ventilated in Edinburgh, I venture to say 
there would have been no difficulty in 
getting a gentleman to fill that office 
ind that of the Commissioners. There 
lever Was 
the Scotch to rise to the occasion 
if the performance of public service, and 
when they stand and take an interest in 
natters connected with the country, they 
‘etain the interest of the people by whose 
votes they are elected. It has not been 
shown that it is necessary to make a new 
leparture of this kind, and I maintain 


man who acts from a sense of public duty 
This Bill is not to give a salary to men 
to devote their whole time to these 


attendance, and. they all go to the office 


desire to do the work. Now who are 





these Commissioners! One is Sir John 
Cheyne, a man who obtained his knight- 
hood from the Tory party ; he is Pro- 
eurator to the Church of Scotland, and a 
an who gets every appointment going 
vhere there is any money attached to it. 
e is Sheriff of Renfrewshire, for which 
e gets £1,000 from the Consolidated 
Fund. Do you expect a man like 
hat, an advoeate in practice, a sheriff 
with £1,000 a year, and plenty of 
work for which he is _ highly 
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Deputy-Commissioners at £600, and the | 


going to have three unpaid men who are | 


perform a duty, the principle is that he is | 


such a body of men as) 
give effect to this principle you cannot 


‘hat public duty is better performed by the | 
than by the man who always looks for | 
his fee for his attendance at the meeting. | 
duties ; they are to get a fee for their 


and put their names down more for the | 
purpose of securing the fee than from a | 
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paid, to give his services for nothing. 
The other Commissioner is Mr. Cowan, 
the county agent of the Liberal party, 
another one of the mercenary gang who, 
in the hope of getting into office again, 
makes no charge fer his services to the 
Board. These are the men appointed to 
this Board, the chairmanship of which is 
to be brought down to the level of those 
of public and bogus companies. I object 
to this proposal on this ground, that it is 
not right where you have, as in the case 
of Scotland, two paid Commissioners and 
two Deputy-Commissioners, anda secretary 
at £600 a year, and a clerk at £320, to 
pay anybody else for advisory work. 
Lawyers are not needed there, because if 
the Lord Advocate is in London he is not 
the only Crown officer, and the Solicitor 
(xenera] is at Edinburgh at the Crown 
Office, and he is much better qualified to 
give advice than an advocate like Sir 
John Cheyne or a county agent. If 
you come with a new Commissioner 
and ask for the money for his 
salary we will support you, but we 
will not establish such a_ precedent 
as this. Such a system once established 
will not end with this Board ; once you 


prevent it extending to everybody in the 
county councils, and so forth. If a crofter, 
for instance, has to travel many miles to 
attend a meeting—assume that he has to 
spend £1 and travel for three days— 
ought you to give that poor man, who is 
glad to do his duty without seeking sup- 
port from the State or ratepavers, 
something for his expenses ? The First 
Lord of the Treasury was asked the other 
day whether he intended to extend the 
principle to the county councils, and he 
said no; but once it is begun you will 
have it creeping into every part of Scot- 
land. How could the Lord Advocate 
come here and ask for this without touch 

ing the question of the secretary’s salary ? 
For shame’s sake he could not have done 
so, and he sweeps away by his 
action the old-standing clause that the 
salary shall not exceed so much, and 
leaves it to the Scotch Office to give as 
much or as little as it pleases. The 
secretary of the English Board gets 
£1,000, and the secretary of the Scotch 

Board £600; but in England the secre- 
tary has seven times the work to do, and he 
must be a barrister of seven years’ stand- 
ing, and is qualified to take the posi- 
tion of law adviser. In Scotland you have 


2R 2 
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aman who is not a barrister at all, but | 
who has risen in the Civil Service, and | 
£600 is ample salary for him. If you 
made it compulsory that he should have 
legal training and be qualified to take the 
position of legal adviser, I would not 
object to your raising his salary ; as it is | 
he is overpaid, and ought to be satisfied. 
But we should never have heard of the | 
increase in his salary had it not been for 
the fact that this £500 is to be divided 
amongst this mercenary crowd. I think 
the House should say let them go. Let 
the Board be filled with men of public 
spirit, and let Sir John Cheyne and the 
whole gang go. I beg to move as an 
Amendment that the Bill be read a 
second time this day six months. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty), in 
seconding the Amendment, said the 
House had been invited to accept the 
Bill as a Bill of a departmental character 
without discussion, but it should be one 
of the duties of Seottish Members in this 
House to watch and if necessary criticise 
the work of the Scottish Office. They 
were sent by their constituents for that 
purpose, and not to please the Lord 
Advocate, however muth they desired to 
do so. Compared with the work of a 
county councillor, the work of the paid 
Commissioners was very light. The 
House was informed that the paid Com- 
missioners had to attend to complaints 
and listen to grievances, but members of 
the county councils had to do the same, 
yet they asked for no remuneration what- 
ever. He would be sorry for Scotland. if 
she had sunk so low that she could pro- 
duce no patriotic man to fill the position of 
chairman to this Board without what was 
termed by the right hon. Gentleman 
which he 


payment by fees, but 
preferred to call tips. He did not 
believe Seotland had fallen so low as 


that, and he would be glad to know what 
means had been taken to obtain a chair- 
man. Plenty of men would have come 
forward if proper announcements had 
heen made in the press. The two un- 
paid Commissioners were lawyers, and if 
their tips came to £200 each, only a 
miserable £100 was left for the chair- 
man, who was expected to devote much of 
his time to the business. If the work 
had so much increased then another man 
should he found, who should be paid a 
salary for the work he was expected to 
do. If this proposal were once adopted 
Mr, Coldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


‘he is also Procurator of the 


1020: 


it would have to be extended until in the 
end all the members of every public 
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body in Scotland would have ty be paid, 
'An objection to 


the scheme was the 
amount of other work which these pro- 
posed Commissioners already had to do, 
Sir John Cheyne is a sheriff, and it is said 
Church of 
Scotland. He might be engaged in 
connection with either of these positions 
at the very time when his assistance was 
required on the Board. The principle 
was entirely wrong, and if work was re- 
quired to be properly done, the only 
system was to pay a salary to a suitable 
man to do it. He opposed the Bill, which 
in its present form he contended ought to 
be scouted by every Scottish Member. 


Amendment proposed 
** To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 


end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(.Wr. Caldirell.) 


(Juestion proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


Ste J. STIRLING-MAXWELL (Glas- 


‘gow, College): This is not a very im- 


portant measure, but [ rise to say that I 
shall not be able to vote for it. The 
Bill has been denounced as a job, and it 
has been pointed out that if anything in 
the nature of a job were contemplated 
something more heroic than the present 


proposals should have been brought 
forward. But no one who knows the 


Secretary for Scotland would for one 
moment suspect him of jobbery. Un- 
fortunately, however, there are people 
who do not know the Secretary for Scot- 
land personally, and to them this Bill 
must wear something of the aspect of a 
job. But it is not on that ground that I 
oppose it, but on the ground that the 
provision which is made for a change in 
the department concerned does not seem 
to me to be of a thorough character. 
Officials holding the important posts men- 
tioned inthe Bill should be either paid or 
unpaid, but this measure proposes to create 
an official who is neither the one nor the 
other. If, as the Lord Advocate pointed 
out, and I think he made out his case, 
there has been a great increase in the 
amount of work with which the Depart- 
ment has to deal, that is a strong ground 
for creating another paid post in_ the 
Department, and I, for one, should have 
been very glad to vote a sufficient salary 
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for the purpose. But the present 
proposal to give some £300 to the 
Chairman and £100 to each of the unpaid 
Commissioners seems to me to be giving 
£500 where it is not wanted, and so far 
as I can see is not likely to bring any 
adequate return. 


Sm TT. GIBSON-CARMICHAEL 
(Edinburgh, Midlothian) : I did not have 
the pleasure of hearing the Lord Advo- 
eate’s defence of this Bill, but I have 
gathered from subsequent speeches the 
line he took. I listened with delight to 
the eloquent speech of the hon. Mem- 
ber for Mid Lanark. He elaborated 
certain points which pleased me very 
much. He said he did not know very 
much about Scotch affairs, but he pro- 
cecded to show that he knew a_ great 
deal about the affairs of the Lunacy 
Board. I was Chairman of that Board 
for some years, and although I may know 
as much as, or more than, the hon. 
Member claims to know of Scotch affairs, 
I will not claim to know so much of the 
affairs of the Lunacy Board. What 
knowledge I have, however, comes from 
personal experience, whereas his know- 
ledge, as far as I can make out, comes 
from hearsay. With regard to this Bill 
Imay say at once that I differ from the 
hon. Member for Mid Lanark in one 
matter. He said that what this Bill is 
intended to carry into effect was never 
desired until the present Government 
came into power. I was not appointed 
Chairman of the Lunacy Board by a Tory 
Government, and certainly there was no 
idea that any part of my composition was 
Tory, but I may say that at that time it 
was the feeling of members of the Board 
that something in the nature of the first 
clause of this Bill was most desirable. 
I think the clerical staff might be 
mproved, although I do not believe 
the individual members of that staff 
could be bettered. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark suggests that an advocate 
would be better as Secretary of the Board. 
Perhaps I do not know so much about 
advocates as he does, but my own opinion 
is that we are very much better off with 
4 man who is not an advocate. Our 
secretary has always discharged his duties 
most efficiently, but it always struck me 
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‘that the clerical staff were very much 


over-burdened in the way of work. The 
Act under which the Board was formed 
was passed in 1864, and the work has in- 
creased very much since then. At the 
time of my chairmanship there was a 
report wanted with regard to the increase 
of lunacy in Scotland. Apparently the 
Members of this House wanted to know 
whether the increase of lunacy was due, 
as was said in the case of England, to the 
increased consumption of whisky, or 
whether, as was said in the case of 
Ireland, to the increased consumption of 
tea. It was not long before the members 
of the Lunacy Board made up their minds 
that it was due to neither the one nor 
the other, but in consequence of the 
clerical pressure it was some time before 
we could supply the report in the form in 
which this House required it. I believe 
that the Government by passing the first 
clause of this Bill, at any rate, would be 
doing a good thing for Scotland. But 
why is that clause, together with the 
third, confined to the secretary and the 
clerks? There are other persons belong- 
ing to the Lunacy Board, such as the 
paid Commissioners and the Deputy Com- 
missioners. They may be adequately 
remunerated—possibly they are; if the 
Government tell me so I shall believe 
it. But their work has _ increased 
quite as much as that of anyone else. In 
the year 1864, when the present system 
began, these Commissioners had to visit 
the lunacy establishments of Scotland as 
they do now. They then paid 4,930 
visits in the year. That was the work 
remunerated as Parliament thought fit in 
1864. In 1898 these men for the same 
remuneration had to pay 15,671 visits. If 
you make a change at all, one class should 
be treated the same as the other, and, 
perhaps, it would be better to leave them 
to the tender mercies of the Treasury to 
provide whatever remuneration — was 
thought proper. As to the second clause, 
which, perhaps, is, after all, the important 
clause, as it is not proposed to be retro- 
spective, I do not feel very much affected 
by it. I believe the lawyers, the sheriffs, 
and the Crown Agent are extremely use- 
ful. They used to turn up at the meet- 
ings and give advice on technical matters, 
which I certainly could not have given to 
the medical members of the Board. 
There was no compulsion on them to 
attend the meetings ; but I, as chairman, 
should have been very sorry if they had 
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not come. I cannot say, however, that I 


ever heard them complain about not | 
It has been asked why | 


getting a salary. 
they should be paid, seeing that the legal 
members of the Prisons Board are not 
paid. The position is quite different. The 
legal members of the Prisons Board are 
ex officio members of that Board, and 
therefore it is part of their duties as 
sheriff or Crown Agent. If the Lord Ad- 
vocate assures us that the lawyers of 
Scotland are not willing to discharge 
these duties without payment, I suppose 
we must swallow the clause. You 
must have lawyers on the Board, 
because matters arise which only a 
lawyer can deal with. 3ut with 
regard tothe chairman, I confess I do not 
feel so happy. I mean to vote for the 
Second Reading of this Bill, but I am 
not convinced that the chairman should 
be paid. When I was invited to occupy 
that position the motive which actuated 
me in accepting the office was that I 
thought it an honour to be connected 
with the administration of Scotland. I 
think it would be a pity if that tradition 
were broken, and I therefore hope the 
Government will reconsider the point so 
far as the chairman is concerned. You 
can hardly give these lawyers less than 
£250 apiece, or if you cut them down to 
£200 you have only £100 left to be 
given, as has been said, in occasional 
“tips” to the chairman. I do not think 
you will obtain a better chairman by that 
means. On the contrary, it is my firm 
velief that on either side of politics you 
will always be able to get men to do 
work of that sort without pay. 


Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 
I rise for the purpose of expressing the 
hope that the Government before this 
debate is brought to a conclusion will give 
us some further light upon the proposal 
in the second clause of the Bill. The 
speeches which have been delivered to- 
night have been principally addressed to 
the provision in the second clause. There 
is almost unanimity in regard to the first 
clause. We all wish to see the paid 
officials of the Lunacy Board, whether 
they are paid Commissioners or Deputy 
Commissioners or clerks, given adequate 
remuneration, and | quite 

Sir T. Gibson-Corinichael. 


am sure 
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that all who represent Scotland in 
this House will feel that there is 
much to be urged in favour of the first 
clause of this Bill. It is only when we 
come to discuss the provision of the 
second clause that there seems to be 
ground for difference of opinion. What I 
regard as the unfortunate feature of the 
measure is that it seems for the first time 
to propose the partial payment of those 
connected with public offices in Scotland, 
It is unfortunate, not only in regard to 
the specific proposal in the second clause, 
but also because of the effect it will have 
upon the whole of representative 
system in Scotland. What we want to 
secure for public oftices throughout Scot- 
land—a large proportion of which are un- 
paid—are the very best services that can 
be obtained in the country. Even in 
regard to the proposal itself, the £500 is 
so inadequate, having regard to the duties 
to be performed, that in place of being a 
benefit to even the three gentlemen who 
have been alluded to to-night, it will be 
absolute injury, and especially will it be 
a great injury having regard to the 
manner in which it will affect the whole 


our 


question throughout Scotland. I hope 
some member of the Government. will 


tell us, before a division is taken, that in 
Committee some proposal will be made, 
either to change the form of the pro- 
posal and toappoint another assistant Com- 
missioner-—because that seems to be what 
really is needed—or else to get rid of one 


_ of the legal advisers. I have no doubt that 


two legal advisers to a public board of 
this kind are rather a stumbling block 
than otherwise. Doctors differ, and 
no doubt legal gentlemen differ as well. 
If you removed one of the legal officers 
from this Board and put another medical 
officer upon it you would make a desirable 
change. I enter my protest, so far as 
this clause is concerned, against this pro- 
posal for partial payment. I think it is 
the most serious feature of the Bill, and 
on that ground I would urge the Govern- 
ment to reconsider this portion of their 
measure. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW (Hawick 
Burghs) : I venture to say that this pro- 
posal has placed the whole of the Scotch 
Members in a very difficult position. As 
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| Therefore, while | have every sympathy 
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there seems to be very little difference of | with the officers mentioned in the first 


opinion with regard to the first clause. 
There is practical unanimity in regard to 


the increased payment for the overworked | 
It cer- | 


clerical staff at present engaged. 


tainly puts us in a somewhat ungracious | 


position that we should feel ourselves 
forced to vote against the measure, 
because such a course of action may be 
interpreted as being in a sense adverse to 
those officers whose services we desire 
heartily to commend. But I cannot help 
thinking that the second clause is the 
whole point of the Bill. ‘The proposal is 
a great administrative change. It  pro- 
poses to introduce into Scotland a new 
system, but we have had no proof what- 
ever from the Government that such a 
change is required. The statement which 
has more than any other affected me with 
regard to the course I should take in the 
division is the statement of the hon. 
Member for Midlothian, who was, as we 
know, « most able, industrious, and effi- 


cient chairman of a Lunacy Board 
in Scotland. | No one more able ever 
occupied that position. We have 


his testimony on the floor of the House of 
Commons that a salary for that office is 
not required, and that you can get public 
men who will gladly devote themselves to 
to that sphere of usefulness without fee or 
reward, and that he sees no distinction 
between serving the State in that capacity 
and serving the State as chairman of a 
county council. This Bill proposes to make 
this great administrative change, but I 
am bound to say that I think his testi- 
mony was completely against the sug- 
gestion. [ desire to add one remark 
with reference to another officer on that 
statf—namely, the sheriff. He at present 
holds the position, practically, of constant 
or occasional adviser in administrative 
matters. The point I desire to make is 
that the sheriff is a fairly highly paid 
official already, and I look with some 
apprehension upon a proposal to make 
offices of this kind, which at present are 
subsidiary to the administrative functions 
thrown upon the sheriffs, a ground and 
occasion for adding to their salaries as 
sheriffs of counties. The chairman does 
not require this salary; the sheriffs are 
paid already ; and with regard to the 
third officer [do not know the grounds 
upon which the change is proposed. 


| clause of the Bill, I feel myself bound, in 
' face of this large administrative change, 
to vote against the measure. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick): I am very glad that on the 


occasion of the discussion of this im- 


portant matter we have the presence of the 
First Lord of the Treasury. It seems to me 
that a large question of principle is in- 
volved. I need hardly say that I entirely 
repudiate all the suggestions of jobbery 
or of improper motives which have been 
I am certain there is nothing 
whatever of the kind. But it is an 
entirely new principle which is being in- 
troduced in this proposal for the partial 
payment of a man who takes an honour- 
able position connected with the public 
service. For many of the affairs of life 
this system of partial payment is doubt- 
less an admirable system. In regard to 
companies, where the directors are only 
expected to give a small amount of atten- 
tion to the concern, I think the payment 
of a reasonable amount of remuneration 
ensures that attention being given. 
I do not know any precedent for this 
system either in Scotland or in England 
of paying such salaries to men who only 
give a certain amount of time to the 
work. I hope the Government will pay 
some attention to this matter on larger 
grounds than merely Departmental con- 
siderations. I do not want to vote against 
the Second Reading, but I hope the First 
Lord of the Treasury and the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer will give this point 
their careful attention when the Bill 
comes on for discussion in Committee, 
because the second clause raises an im- 
portant point to which I am not prepared 
to assent. 


made. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, E.) : 
The hon. Member for Partick has called 
attention to the unusual character of the 
be made to these 
to know from a 
Treasury whether 


payment proposed to 
men. I should like 
representative of the 
there is any precedent in the public ser- 
vice for payments of this character. 
There is the sum of £500 a year to be 
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distributed amongst three gentlemen| member, and also one or two others 
in accordance with rules to be/|to represent the local fishing interest. 


laid down by the Treasury, 


which the 


tion 


they may distribute it as they please. 
As far as my knowledge goes 


troduce into the public service. 
with hon. Members who have spoke in 
favour of Clause 1. If it is the case that 
the Departmental work has considerably 
increased in recent years, then I think 


there should be more clerks employed. | 


Since the Lunacy 
Scotland in 
chairmen. The first chairman was Mr. 
Forbes Mackenzie, who held office for about | 
Six vears ; 
Don Wauchope, who was succeeded by | 
the hon. Member for Midlothian ; and | 
then came the present chairman. 
those gentlemen who held office down to 
the present time discharged their duties | 
most ably and without any remuneration, | 
and without ever making any demand | 
for remuneration. I remember that. 
when the administration of this Board | 


was inquired into in 1870 Sir John Don | 
Wauchope stated in evidence that when | 


he was invited to become the chairman he 
was told that there was no remunera- 
tion, and that he might attend to the 
duties just as he pleased. He 
charged the duties of chairman very 
ably for a great number of years, 
absolutely without any remuneration 
whatever. Is there any reason whatever 
why a chairman should now be paid, 
when during all these years this Board 
has discharged its work so admirably— | 
for it has been one of the most admirably 
managed Boards in Scotland for adminis- 
trative purposes? I do not know the 
gentleman who has been offered this 
appointment, and I have no doubt he will 
discharge his duties well. But there i 
no demand that he shall do more than 
his predecessors, and the same argument 
applies to the other unpaid me smbers of 
the Board. My hon. friend has stated that 


we are introducing a substantial alteration | 


into the constitution of this Board, and 
the Prisons Board has been alluded to. 
The Fishery Board contains one paid , 
member, a_ sheriff, and a_ scientific 


Mr. Bu ‘hanan. 


and 
it is to he distributed in any propor- 
Treasury may choose. 
They may fix upon the custom prevailing 
amongst public companies if they like, or 
there is no | 
precedent for any such mode of payment | 
in the public service, and I do not think 
that this is a desirable innovation to in- | 
I agree | 


3oard was instituted in | 
1864 it has had only four | 


he was followed by Sir John 


All | 


dis- | 


The sheriff, who has as much Tegal work 
as is proposed to be given to le gal 
members under this Bill, does his work 
free, and no demand has been made 
either by the present holder or any of 
his predecessors for remuneration for 
| legal work. I understand that the Lord 
| Adv ocate stated that the two legal mem- 
| bers of the Lunacy Board said they 
could not continue to discharge their 
work unless they were paid. 





*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY : No, no! 
| 
*Mr. BUCHANAN : Upon that subject 


I am left somewhat in the dark, for | 
understood the hon. Gentleman to say 
that there would be great difficulty in 
getting these legal duties discharged 
unless “they were paid for. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: I ex- 
plained that a very great increase of work 
had been cast upon certain members of 
the Board, and the only way to meet it 
was to rearrange the work. This  re- 
arrangement will cast an increased 
| amount of work upon the legal members, 
and it is for that increase that we pro- 
pose to make this payment. 


*Mr. BUCHANAN: Iam much obliged 
to the hon. Gentleman for that explana- 
for it makes the alteration pro- 
the Bill greater than I 
[ understood that there 
getting efficient 


tion, 
posed on 
anticipated. 
‘was a difficulty in 
legal members to discharge the duties 
of the Board, and I do not believe, 


as a matter of fact, that there are not 
‘members of the bar in Edinburgh 


eminently capable of discharging these 
duties who would be willing to discharge 
them, like their predecessors, entirely 
‘free of remuneration. The Lord Advo- 
cate now says there is going to he an 
‘alteration in the distribution of — the 
‘duties and the administrative functions 
‘of this Board; the duties discharged by 
Assistant Commissioners in future are to 


be discharged by the legal members of 


| 
! 
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the Board, and for that they are to be 
paid. I venture to say that this does not 
appear to me to be an improvement of 
the distribution in 
functions of the Board. 
work of the Board has increased the 
proper way to deal with it would be to 


{2 Aprit 1900} 


the administrative | 
If the ordinary | 


appoint a new Assistant Commissioner or a | 


Commissioner. These are the men who 
really do the work, and if the work has 
increased why not appoint another man 
of the same calibre and qualifications to 


do the increased work and not throw | 


that work upon legal gentlemen and pay 
them a very inadequate salary? The 
First Lord of the Treasury might possibly 
beable to respond to the appeals made 
from his own side of the House and from 
all quarters. Whilst we are all in favour of 
taking any steps and voting any money to 
increase the efficiency of this Board, we are 
not prepared to commit ourselves to a Bill 
framed in this way which will give re- 
muneration to gentlemen who, in past 
times, have discharged those duties with- 
out salary, and we are not prepared to 
agree, without further inquiry, to the 
suggestion of the Lord Advocate that 
increased administrative duties are to be 
put upon the shoulders of men who 
are not specially qualified to discharge 
them. I think we ought to have some 
intimation from the First Lord of 
the Treasury, or from some member of 
the Government, that they do not intend 
to proceed with Clause 2 as it stands, and 
that they are willing to modify it to 
meet the general views which have been 
expressed. 


COLONEL DENNY (Nilmarnock 
Burghs) said he desired to associate 
himself with the objections which had 
been raised in regard to Clause 2. If 
this Bill was carried out in its entirety 
it would initiate a new method of paying 
officials which would be unsound finance. 
They were perfectly willing to pay well 
for services which they got, but they had 
also taken a pride in Scotland in doing 
their public business tn an economical 
way. He hoped the First Lord of the 
Treasury would state exactly what he 
intended to do to meet the objections 
which had been raised, and spare them 
what was always a disagreeable task, 


(Saluries, ete.) Bill, 1030 
namely, that of voting against the 


Government. 


CapTAIN SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I am 
sorry that no member of the Govern- 
ment has found it necessary to respond to 
the appeals which have been made from 
their own side of the House. I should 
like to pay a tribute to the Scottish 
lunacy administration, which is not ex- 
celled by the lunacy administration 


/either in England or Ireland. Both in 
England and Ireland they have followed 
Scotland in the many improvements 


be done in a proper manner. 


which the Scotch Lunacy Commissioners 
have carried ont. Experts have come 
over from America to see our Scotch 
lunacy administration, and they have 
testified to its success. If this adminis- 
tration is to be strengthened, it should 
I feel sure 
that if the first clause of the Bill were to 
he put to the vote it would he agreed to 
unanimously. The Lord Advocate, on 
behalf of the Scotch Office, has said that it 
is necessary for the efficient administra- 
tion of this Board that the salaries should 
be increased, and that if we wish further 
to strengthen the administration we 
ought to do it in the way suggested by 
the hon. Baronet opposite and others, by 


increasing the expert branch of the 
Board. The Lord Advocate © said 
the number of _ private _ patients 
had doubled within the last few 


years, but it is not the slightest good 
sending these patients anything but 
experts who can give evidence and report 
upon the condition of these patients. The 
Board ought to be strengthened in its 
administrative capacity, and the money 
should be paid to secure the best men 
that can be got. In Scotland we are 
under a considerable disadvantage as 
compared with England in the way our 
medical officers are paid. In Scotland 
the salaries of medical officers were 
limited by statute in 1864, but so recently 
as 1890 the medical ofticers under the 
Lunancy Commissioners in England were 
placed in a different position by statute, 
and there is now no restriction to their 
salaries in England. Though the griev- 
ance is not touched and does not arise 
specially under this second clause, we are 
in Scotland under considerable disad- 
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vantage in respect to payment given to 
the medical officers who are employed by 
the Lunacy Commissioners. Exception 
has been taken to the second clause on 
the ground that it introduces the princi- 
ples of payment for public work. My 
objection does not take quite the same 
form as that which has been expressed by 
some hon. Members who have spoken in 
this debate. My view is that if you 
‘annot get men without paying them you 
ought to pay them well. Asa matter of 
fact, | am not sure that we should be 
doing a useful public service by introduc- 
ing this system of payment by a far 
greater degree. The payment proposed 
under this clause is entirely inadequate, for 
the proper paymentof gentlemen whoare to 
discharge the duties of Commissioners is 
certainly not £500 a year. No one can 
contend that this is either adequate or 
proper payment, and on the ground that 
it is too small there is a valid objection 
to the proposal made in this clause. If 
the Lord Advocate had come to us and 
said the administration had broken down, 
and that there should be a radical change 
of system approximating toa Government 
department, it would have been a different 
matter. If you once depart from the 
principle hitherto adopted with regard to 
the Lunacy Commission, you will have to 
go a good deal further than is now pro- 
posed, and you will have to pay the 
members of the Fishery Board and other 
Boards in Scotland. In my humble 
judgment this proposal is not warranted 
by the facts, and I hope the Government 
will not insist upon passing the Bill with 
this very objectionable clause in it. 
After the appeals which have been made 
to the First Lord of the Treasury and the 
Government by hon. Members opposite 
to which there has hardly been a dissen- 
tient voice—I think it is a very great 
pity that more respect is not paid to the 
experience and to the opinions expressed 
on both sides of the House. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: When 
I made my statement in support of this 
Bill there were very few Members in the 
House. I explained that an enormous 
amount of increased work had devolved 
upon the Board. I said that I thought 
my noble friend the Secretary for Scot- 
land would have been perfectly willing to 


Capt. Sinclair. 
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| leave it to the House of Commons to 
determine whether there was a case for 
having a new official in some form or 
other, or whether we might not pursue 
what would be a more economical plan, 
by so rearranging the duties as would fix 
more work upon the unpaid members. [| 
also explained that really our hands had 
been tied by the attacks which had been 
made upon my noble friend. I was glad to 
see that the hon. Member for Mid Lanark 
expressed some regret that he did make 
use of the words he used in attacking my 
noble friend, and I am glad to notice that 
any charge of that kind has been con. 
spicuously absent from this debate. Of 
course, that puts the matter on a very 
different footing. If I understand that 
the views to which I have alluded do not 
in any way prevail, then I am quite sure 
that I am not doing too much when I say 
that I will take upon myself the responsi- 
bility of bringing before my noble friend 
the views which have been generally ex- 
pressed upon this question as a matter of 
principle. I am perfectly willing to do 
that, and in the light of the remarks which 
have been made, my noble friend will con- 
sider the situation, and see if it might 
not be more prudent to provide for the 
extra assistance in another way. Upon 
that understanding I hope the House will 
grant the Second Reading, because, what- 
ever the ultimate decision of the Secre- 
tary for Scotland may be, hon. Members 
will have another opportunity of chal- 
lenging it. Undoubtedly there is much 
in this Bill wpon which we are absolutely 
unanimous, and I hope the House will 
now agree to the Second Reading. 


Mr. CALDWELL: After what the 
Lord Advocate has said, I beg leave to 
withdraw my amendment. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Main question put, and agreed to ; Bill 
read a second time, and committed for 
Monday next. 
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ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. _way in which the men who have deserted 
ns to have come forward. I hope the hon. 
j ip e 1 . | * ° ° . 
se for Considered in Committee. _ Member will not insist upon this Amend- 
m or ‘ment. Under Section 79 the Secretary 
ursue (In the Committee.) | ot State has power to forgive ; and how 
plan illogical it would be if this Committee 
" : 
: . were now to lay down less merciful 
Id fix J {Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R., my 
3. I Thirsk) in the Chair. | — 
S b ) c . 
» had 
been Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- \fp. WARNER said he thought there 
ad to § field): [have put downasmall Amendment was a difference between fraudulent 
nark § tothis Bill on Clause 5, which I hope will enlistment and simple desertion and 
make be accepted. The clause applies to ‘coming back, because a man sometimes 
smy | deserters who come back into the ser- got something by fraudulent enlistment. 
that vice, and by their good conduct have On the understanding that the com- 
con. | their desertion overlooked. I think any | manding officer would be consulted, he 
Of person who really knows the character of begged to withdraw the Amendment. 
very Ja soldier will agree with me that the 
ommanding officer ought to rec m1 ; 
that commanding officer ought eninlayaesay~ iets Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 
the case before the Secretary of State ’ 
not J gives the man back his pay. I do not 
sure ‘ s 2 : vetting his pay om rr . : 
want to stop the man getting his pay,| fr, CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
[say § but I think the commanding officer is | _ sh ae aes anal ss lianas 
onsi- the right man to make the recommenda- — a a ee Se 
iend & tion, and I beg to move. Section 161 of the Army Act, and 
that section had only reference to 
eX- ° 
; cases of fraudulent enlistment, and to 
10 ids aaa ; 
' Amendment proposed— only one kind of fraudulent enlistment, 
» do RT NS : i “Goaeiile 
hick “In page 3, line 18, after the word ‘ may,’ to namely, where a man had three years 
Ca insert the words ‘on the recommendation of | good conduct service; and the section 
con- the man’s commanding officer.” — (Mr. | said that such a man should not be tried 
cht Warner.) for the offence, but it also said that his 
the prior service should be forfeited. That 
7 Question proposed, “ That those words referred to fraudulent enlistment of a 
we be there inserted. limited kind. It was perfectly true that 
will under Section 79 there was power both as 
hat- to desertion and fraudulent enlistment 
THe UNDER SECRETARY , ; : ‘ 
cre Fon ol NI R s me RETARY OF put as the matter was presented by the 
er’s STATE ror W AR (Mr. WYNDHAM, Under Secretary of State for War he was 
wy Dover): I am afraid that I cannot accept | perfectly correct in saying that the clause 
vil the hon. Member’s Amendment, but I did not do what the Under Secretary 
ely | ™y point out that under the ‘clause as it Said it did. 
vill stands at present it is quite impossible : 
that the view of the commanding officer aan 
See Nt. NIE Mr. WYNDHAM: I am prepared to 
can be overlooked. I think it is most im- recognise anything, now that the hon 
portant that this power should lie in the @o3 7 
: to Gentleman recognises that this Amend- 
the hands of the Secretary of State, and Mt meet te nike dian ta tn. toa 
think this view will be accepted by the RE 8 . ‘ o 
to ; : Y advisers of the War Office. 
Committee. I may point out to the hon. 
Member that his Amendment would place 
a restriction upon the exercising of the m1 ata 
srerogative of - a ale i a of | Mr. KEARLEY (Devonport) had upon 
ger See eg, : ~~ ~~ the Paper the following Amendment— 
State of an invidious character, because | 
this clause refers also to fraudulent enlist-, | ‘‘In_ page 3, after Clause 2, to insert the 
1 ment, which he will have full power to for- | following Clause : ‘ The provisions of the Army 
site. Nothine hee eon eanen oratitvinn | Act, enabling marine officers to sit on courts 
for on hing has eg Y18 | martial ashore, shall in future be extended to 
tome during the present war than the | courts martial on marines afloat.’ ” 
| 
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*THE CHAIRMAN: The new clause 
standing in the name of the hon. Member 
for Devonport is out of order. 


Army (Annual) 


Mr. KEARLEY: On a_ point of 
order, may I state that my Amend- 
ment has been already moved in 
Committee on this Bill. I do not wish 
to argue with the Chairman, but on the 
occasion to which I refer a distinct pledge 
was given that this particular Amend- 
ment would be accepted at a later stage. 
It was in 189], and the Amendment was 
moved by Mr. Pope Hennessey in the 
identical terms in which it now appears 
on the Paper, and the First Lord of the 
Admiralty of that day gave a pledge that 
the Amendment would be accepted in 
some form. The present Speaker of the 
House on another occasion, when a similar 
Amendment was moved on the Second 
Reading, said that it could not be dis- 
cussed then, but that it could be dealt 
with when the Bill was in Committee, 
and the First Lord of the Treasury 
rather supported my contention. I 
merely wish to justify myself for having 
put the Amendment on the Paper on the 
present occasion. 


*THE CHAIRMAN : I have very care- 
fully considered this question. I do 
not think because an Amendment escaped 
the notice of a Chairman in one year, 
that therefore it is in order for all time. 
On the occasion to which the hon. Member 
refers, the First Lord of the Admiralty 
pointed out that the Amendment could 
only be received as an Amendment to the 
Naval Discipline Act. I have examined 
the other precedent referred to by the 
hon. Member, and I cannot find that it 
supports his contention. 


Clause agreed to. 


Schedule :— 


Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty) asked 
whether any provision would be made for 
better sleeping accommodation for soldiers 
when billeted. He would also like to 
know what sort of breakfast an inn- 


keeper would provide for 13d. 
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Mr. WYNDHAM: The guestion is 
hardly one to be raised on the Schedule 
of the Army (Annual) Bill. The sche- 
dule places upon innkeepers an obligation 
as to prices, and it would be most incon- 
venient and almost impossible to discuss 
now so large a question as whether the 
British soldier is or is not fed as well as 
he might be. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney) said he did not know what 
breakfast an innkeeper could provide 
for 1}d. per head. He did know that 
Lockhart’s would only provide a cup of 
coffee and a slice of bread and butter 
for that sum, and it seemed to 
him that soldiers on the march re- 
quired something more _ substantial 
than that. The (Government were 
now asking the working classes to 
join the Army, and when that was the 
case Tommy Atkins should be treated 
more liberally than he had been in the 
past. The British soldier was only paid 
Is. 3d. per day, whereas the colonial 
soldier received 6s. 3d.a day. That was 
no encouragement for an Englishman to 
join Her Majesty’s service. 


Schedule agreed to. 
Bill reported without Amendment. 


(Question proposed, ‘That the Bill be 
now read the third time.”—(Zhe Lord 
Advocate.) 


Mr. CALDWELL said he desired to 
take the opportunity of impressing once 
more on the Under Secretary of State for 
Warthe necessity for having the Army Acts 
consolidated. The original Act was passed 
in 1881, and since then it had been more or 
less amended almost every year. There 
was a peculiarity with regard to the Act. 
In 1§85 it was provided that in all future 
printings of the Army Act the Amend- 
ments should be incorporated. The result 
was that the copy which was printed as 
the Act of 1881 was not the Act as it 
stood in the Statute-book, but as it ap- 
peared in the Queen’s printer’s eopy with 
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1037 Palatine Court of 
the Amendments inserted by _ later 
statutes, which was very inconvenient. 
Suppose the War Office supplied a 
copy of the Army Act two years ago; 


that would appear to be the Army Act of | 
1881, and if it happened to get into the | 


hands of an officer on a court martial he 
night read it as the Act of 1881. Some 
Amendments had, however, been made 
on certain clauses and it was no longer 
the Act of 1881. The printer’s copy con- 


tained the alterations which successive | 


Parliaments had made, and it was ex- 
ceedingly inconvenient to have a printer's 
copy purporting to be the Act of 1881, 


which really was not the Act passed in | 


1881, but an Act passed in that year 
which had been amended by subsequent 
Acts. It was almost impossible to put 
down an Amendment to the Army Bill 
without going through every Act passed 
since 1881 to see whether a particular 
section had been already amended. He 
himself had had to go over every Act 
since 1881 in order to make sure that 
Section 161 had not beenamended. That 
was very inconvenient, and he thought 
the time had come when the Act should 
be put on the Statute-book as it now ex- 
isted. There was no difficulty whatever 
in having the statutes consolidated, and 
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|gives the Act as amended, and also 
‘indicates the purport or effect of the 
Amendments, so that any such mis- 
carriage of justice is impossible. I am 
quite ready to admit that the case for 
the consolidation of the Army Acts is 
a very strong one. It is a case which 
of necessity grows stronger year by 
year, and is now very strong indeed,, 
and I am _ prepared to join with the 
hon. Member in a pious aspiration that 
the Acts may soon be consolidated. 


Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field) asked if the 430,000 troops men- 
tioned in the Bill included the colonial 
and Volunteer forces in South Africa as 
well as the Volunteer forces in England. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: IT have already 
given the details four or five times. The 
number mentioned includes the troops 
borrowed from India, the colonial forces, 
the Volunteers and the Imperial Yeomanry 
in South Africa, but it does not include 
the Volunteers in this country. 


Question put, and agreed to; Bill read 
the third time, and passed. 


if that were done it would be a great | 


advantage. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


has put two different proposals before the 
House without distinguishing between 
them so clearly as to convey to hon. 
Members not familiar with the facts that 
they are different. He has suggested the 
consolidation of the Army Acts, but in 
another portion of his speech he seemed 
to point to the re-printing of the Act 
from time to time, so that 
might act on a copy of the Act of 1881 in 
ignorance of the fact that it had been 
amended. Dealing first with the ques- 
tion of re-printing, the hon. Member said 
that he himself had some difficulty in fol- 
lowing up the various Amendments, and 
he threw out the suggestion that some 


no officer 


officer of the Army ad ninistering — this 
Act might perhaps be guilty of a mis 
carriage of justice. Ido not tiink that 


would be the case, because every officer 
on a court martial is bound to be guided 
by the Manual of Military Law, which 


PALATINE COURT OF DURHAM BILL. 
{ Lords]. 


[SECOND READING. ] 
Order for Second Reading read. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Richard WeEssTER, Isle of Wight) said 
the Bill was the same as that introduced 
last year. It proposed that instead of 
the judge of the Palatine Court heing in 
receipt of fees his salary should be fixed 
by the Lord Chancellor with the concur- 
rence of the Treasury, and that the juris- 
diction of the Court should be fixed by 
Her Majesty in Council. The practice of 
the Court would also be assimilated to 
the practice in other Courts. The fees 
now amounted to about £2,000. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be read a second time.”— 
(The Attorney General.) 


Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 
field) asked, was it usual to fix the salary 
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of a judge before the oftice was created. 
Under Clause 6 Her Majesty in Council 
would have power to extend the juris- 
diction of the Court, and he believed 
that it was the intention that that juris- 
diction should be considerably extended. 


{COMMONS} 


He thought both the salary of the judge | 
and the jurisdiction of the Court ought | 


to be fixed in the Bill. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid): 
This is one of those English Bills the 
full effect of which is not apparent from 
merely reading it. The Attorney General 
has not given the House very much 
He did not. state, 
the first clause took 

Ecclesiastical Commis- 
with — refer- 

Palatine. 


enlightenment. 

instance, that 

away from the 
all responsibility 

ence to the Court of 
It is important that we should know if 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners are to 
be relieved of the arrangements which, at 
present, obtain, because they got the 
property in Palatinate for the purpose of 
paying the salary, and they have, as a 
matter of fact, paid that salary down to 
the present time out of the funds which 
they received. Will the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners be able to appropriate 
these funds for the general purposes of 
the Commission or otherwise? No 
doubt, some bargain has been struck 
between the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, 
and the Treasury, and the House is 
-entitled to know what that bargain is, in 
regard to this judge’s salary. The 
House of Commons is asked to pass a Bill 
leaving it to the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners and the Treasury to fix the 
salary. That is the confidence trick ; 
and it is asking too much of the House. 


sioners 
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with the consent of the Treasury, direct, 
Now the Court of the Palatinate is equal 
to the Common Law Courts, and is there- 
fore a Supreme Court; and yet the 
salary of this Supreme Court judge is not 
fixed by this House as are the salaries of 
other Supreme Court judges. That is a 
most extraordinary thing. The next 
section provides that at the expiry of any 


| period of five years the Lord Chancellor, 
_ with the like concurrence of the Treasury, 
may vary the said salary with reference 


for 


I may say I had not the remotest idea 


that this Bill was going to be run on to- 
night. It is very unfair that we should 


nobody expected it to come on. I know 
something generally of the matter, how- 


at a disadvantage. Now, we come to 
Clause 3, which is the most extraordinary 
that could be put into a Bill. It says that 
the salary of the judge shall be of such 
.an amount as the Lord Chancellor may, 


Mr. Warner. 


to any variance in the amount of the busi- 
ness of the Palatinate Court. It is an 
extraordinary thing to say that the salary 
of a Supreme Court judge may be varied, 
I always thought that the salaries of 
judges were fixed by statute, and that 
they could not be reduced, so that the 
judges might hold their office without fear 
orfavour. But no; this judge is to be 
paid according to his work, and his salary 
may be either increased or reduced accord- 
ing to the variation in the amount of 
business in his court. In that way if a 
judge wants to keep up his salary, he 
must keep up the business of his court. 
If he lets down the business of his court 
by dispensing justice in half an hour 
instead of lingering over it for two hours, 
he will find his salary reduced at the end 
of five years. I think that is an extra- 
ordinary thing to put into an Act of 
Parliament. These two clauses are quite 
sufficient to justify us in saying that a 
Bill of this importance should not be 
sprung upon the House at twenty-five 
minutes to twelve, and read a second time. 
But the Bill goes further. It is a Bill to 
extend the jurisdiction of the Court. 
The jurisdiction may be extended, it says, 
by the Queen in Council. I think it is 
not a very usual, and not a very appro- 
priate thing that the jurisdiction of the 
Law Courts should be left to the haphazard 
Orders in Council. The jurisdiction 
should be fixed by Act of Parliament. 
Who knows about Orders in Council ? 
Where can you get them if you go to 
search for them ? Everyone knows about 


\ gh _an Act of Parliament, and nobody can be 
be started on a Bill of this kind when | / : 

‘ment. Nobody but an expert lawyer knows 
anything about Orders in Council, and if 
ever, and [ am hardly ever taken much | 


excused of ignorance of an Act of Parlia- 


you ask an expert lawyer he would charge 
a fee for it. I beg to move the adjourn- 
ment of the debate. 


Debate adjourned till Thursday. 
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POLICE RESERVISTS (ALLOWANCES) | ham, Bordesley): I hope my hon. friend 


SILL. 


Considered in Committee. 


(In the Committee. ) 


| will not press this Amendment. 


I would 
point out to him in regard to the burden 
that is to be thrown on the municipali- 
ties, that it is quite permissive. Some 
local authorities have already granted the 


| gratuities, and unless we pass this clause, 


Mr. Grant Lawson (Yorkshire, N.R 


t 


ss 


Thirsk) in the Chair. ] 


*\Mr. BILL (Staffordshire, Leek) moved | 
‘0 leave out Sub-section 2. This sub- 
ection raised a very important question. 
It provided that the local authority, 
such as the Standing Joint Committee 
in Counties, was to be liable to give 
compensation to police Reservists who 
were wounded in the war. His own 
council had passed a resolution to the 
effect that, inasmuch as the constable 
could not be regarded at the time he 
joined the colours as in their service, 
the gratuity should be provided out of 
the military funds and not out of the 
police funds. Now the position of a police 
Reservist who was severely wounded 
vould be worse under this sttb-section | 
than if he had been injured at home 
vhile on duty as a policeman. He wanted 
o know whether the gratuity under the 
ub-section would be in addition to what 





vould be granted by the War Office, or 
a substitution for it. If the gratuity | 
vas the only sum that was to be awarded 
ncompensation for disablement or death, | 
hen it ought to be very much increased. 
Je did not think when a_ policeman 
save wp his position at home and went 
throad to fight for his country, he | 
should be put in any worse position 
in case of injury than if he had _ re- 
mained in the police force. Then if the 


{ 





money was to be paid wholly out of local 
funds municipal corporations would re- 
‘use to employ Reservists, and that would | 
be a great disadvantage to both the | 
Reservists and corporations. 


Amendment proposed. 


“Tn page 2, line 4, tojleave out Sub-section | 
2).°—( Mr. Bill.) 
Question proposed, ‘That Sub-section | 
2) stand part of the clause.” 


SECRETARY 
HOME 


OF 
DEPART- 


Tur 'UNDER 


| 

aes ml | 
STATE FOR THE | 
i} 
| 





these grants would be illegal. The grant 
of the local authorities is quite indepen- 
dent of what comes from the War Office. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH (Lanarkshire, 
Partick) said, on behalf of his hon. friend 
the Member for West Renfrew, he 
begged to move the Amendment standing 
on the Paper. The clause as it at present 
stood was, he thought, liable to doubt. 


Amendment proposed— 


“Tn page 2, line 8, to leave out the words 
‘if he returns to’ in order to insert the words 
‘in the event of his reinstatement in.’”—(.Vr. 
Parker Smith.) 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 


clause.” 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I hope my 
hon. friend will not press this Amend- 
ment. No doubt there may be a difference 


_ of opinion as to the interpretation of these 


words; but in framing this Bill we 


adopted the words of the Act of 1890. 


There is a question of sentiment in the 
matter. It is said that when you re- 
instate a man there is a feeling that he 
has done something that was not quite 
right ; but that if you speak of him as 
returning to the force, it takes away from 
the idea of reflection upon him. 


Mr. PARKER SMITH said he was 


| satisfied that the matter had been brought 
| before the attention of the Home Office. 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill reported. As amended, to be 


MENT (Mr. Jesse Cottines, Birming- | considered on Thursday. 
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ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILITARY 
SERVICE) BILL. 


As amended, considered. 


Adjourninent of 


Amendments made. 


Another Amendment proposed— 


‘In page 1, line 24, after the word ‘of,’ to 
insert the words ‘or arising out of.’ ”—(JM/r. 
Tomlinson.) 


Question proposed, “ That those words 
be there inserted.” 


Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 


Bill read the third time, and passed. 


NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) 
BILL. 


[SECOND READING. | 
Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 


time.” 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) 
said he confessed he was extremely 
surprised that the Second Reading of a 
3ill of this great importance should be 
moved at about three minutes from twelve 
o'clock. As no explanation of the Bill 
had been given from the Government 
side of the House, it would be necessary 
for him to give some explanation of it. 


It being Midnight, the Debate stood 
adjourned. 
Debate to be resumed upon Thursday. 


SUPPLY [30TH Marcu]. 


Resolutions reported :- 


Crvit ServIcE Estimates, 1900-1901. 


Cuass I. 


1. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£29,000, be granted to Her Majesty, to 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 


day of March, 1901, for expenditure in 


{COMMONS} 
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| respect of Royal Palaces and Marlborough 


House.” 

2. “That a sum, not exceeding 
£73,000, be granted to Her Majesty, Pe 
complete the sum necessary to defray the 
charge which will come in course of pay- 
ment during the year ending on the 31st 
day of March, 1901, for the Royal Parks 
and Pleasure Gardens.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


_COAL MENES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD 


LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. 
Considered in Committee, and reported, 
without Amendment ; read the third time 
and passed. 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS 
BILL. 

Considered in Committee, and reported; 

as amended, to be considered to-morrow. 


PROTECTION 


TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Read a second time, and committed to 
the Standing Committee on Law, &c. 


REGISTRATION AND 
INSPECTION. 

The Select Committee was nominated 
of—Sir William Arrol, Mr. Crombie, Mr. 
Emmott, Mr. Fenwick, Sir Fortescue 
Flannery, Mr. Galloway, Sir Edward 


BOTLERS’ 


Gourley, Mr. Hazell, Mr Heath, Sir 
Alfred Hickman, Sir William Houlds. 
worth, Mr. M‘Ghee, Mr. Penn, Colonel 
Pilkington, and Mr.  Renshaw.—(Sir 


I] Whiain J] ‘ulrond.) 


NEW BILL. 
EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND), 

Bill to amend the Law of Executors in 
Scotland, ordered to be brought in by 
Mr. Thomas Shaw, Mr. Renshaw, Mr. 
Ure, Mr. Orr-Ewing, Mr. Caldwell, and 
Mr. Dewar. 


EXECUTORS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
“To amend the Law of Executors in 
Scotland, presented accordingly, and read 
the first tinie ; to be read a second time 
upon Friday, 27th April, and to be 
printed. {Bill 166.] 


House adjourned at ten minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


——__ 


| 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the | 


House that the Clerk of the Parliaments | 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further | 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 


Southport Extension and Tramways. 

Stockport Corporation Tramways. 

Hartlepool Gas and Water. 

City and South London Railway. 

The same were ordered to lie on the | 
Table. 


DORKING WATER BILL [H.L.]. 
Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL [H.L.]. | 

The Queen’s consent (in right of her 
Duchy of Lancaster) signified ; and Bill 
eported from the Select Committee with 
umendments. 
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| NORTH dean <qumeaas WATER 
LL. 
| 
' Brought from the Commons; read 1¢; 


| and referred to the Examiners. 

| 

| EDUCATION BOARD PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS CONFIRMATION (BRIGHTON 
AND PRESTON UNITED DISTRICT, 
ETC.) BILL [H.1.]. 

| A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
| Orders made by the Education Depart- 
ment under the Elementary Education 


| Acts, 1870 to 1899, to enable the sehool 
| boards for Brighton and Preston United 
| District, 
'and Willesden to put in force the Lands 
| Clauses Acts—Was presented by 
| Lord Privy Seal (V. Cross) for the Lord 


Liverpool, Plymouth, Salford, 
the 


President (D. Devonshire); read 1¢; te 
be printed ; and referred to the Examiners 


| (No. 47.) 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SOUTH AFRICA. 

Telegrams from Field-Marshal Lord 
Roberts to the Secretary of State for War 
reporting — 

1. A telegram addressed by him to the 


| State Presidents of the Orange Free State 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[H.L.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [1.1]. 


BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY 
[H.L.]. 
NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY 
VESSELS) BILL [u.1.]. 
The order made on the 8th of —e 
last appointing certain Lords the Select 


BILL 


Committee to consider the Bills, dis- | 
sharged. 
<INGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA- 


TION BILL [H.1.]. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER BILL | 
[H.L. ]. 
‘UN BARREL PROOF ACT, 1868, AMEND. | 
MENT BILL [H.1.]. 
MSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT 
BILL [H.1.]. 
Read 3, and passed, and sent to the | 
Jommons. 


VOL, LXXXI. [FourtH Ssrtzs.1 


THE | 


(STE: AM | | 


| ended 31st December, 


_and South African Republic in reference 
| to the abuse of the white flag ; and 


2. The reply of the President of the 
| Orange Free State. 


INDUSTRIAL ASSOCIATIONS. 
Directory of Industrial Associations in 
the United Kingdom, including employ- 
ers’ associations, trade unions, boards of 
| conciliation and arbitration, and work- 
men’s co-operative societies. 


| LABOUR STATISTICS. 
| Sixth Annual Abstract of Labour Statis- 


| tics of the United Kingdom, 1898-99. 


DISEASES OF ANIMALS ACT, 1894. 
Return as regards Ireland for the year 
1899. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 13th March, 
1900, declaring that for the due and 
‘efficient discharge of the duties of the office 
of Local Registrar of Bankruptcy in 


| Belfast, professional or other peculiar 
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qualifications not ordinarily to be acquired | mission will not be responsible for any loss, 


in the public service are requisite. 
before the House (pursuant to Act), and | 
ordered to lie on the Table. | 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1°; | 
to be printed; and to be read 2¢ on 
Thursday next—(The Marquess of Lans- | 
downe) (No. 43.) 


_ sponsible. 


Laid | damage, or accident, however occasioned.” 


The first portion of this rule seems fair 
enough, but your Lordships will at once 


|see that exhibitors would have great 
_ objection to handing over their property 


to strangers on Sundays, especially when 
it is provided that in the event of loss, 
damage, or accident, however occasioned, 
the Royal Commission will not be re- 
Many exhibitors feel that 


there is a principle involved, and that to 


COAL MINES (PROHIBITION OF CHILD | 
LABOUR UNDERGROUND) BILL. (No. 
ELECTORAL DISABILITIES (MILITARY 
SERVICE) BILL. (No. 45.) 
Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and to be printed. | 


|exhibitors have represented 


compel them to open their stalls and 
transact business on Sundays is a great 
hardship. I understand that American 
to their 
Government that it is undesirable that 


| they should be forced to open on Sundays 


contrary to their consciences, and that 


| representations have been made by the 


COPYRIGHT BILL [H.L.], 
AND 

COPYRIGHT (ARTISTIC) BILL [H.1.1. 

The ‘evidence taken before the Select 
Committee to be printed for the use of 
the Members of this House; but no 
copies thereof to be delivered, except to 
members of the Committee, until further 
order. (No. 46.) 


PARIS EXHIBITION—SUNDAY OPEN- 
ING. 


Lorp KINNAIRD: My Lords, I beg 
to ask Her Majesty’s Government whether 
the British Commission of the Paris 
Exhibition are justified in making regu- 
lations which will practically 


the alternative of having their exhibits 


United States Government in attempting 
to secure the non-exhibition of goods on 
Sunday. I believe I am correct in saying 
that in the previous exhibitions in 1867, 
1878, and 1889 there was no compulsion 
on British and American exhibitors to 


new departure has been made, for Rule 
19 of the General Regulations for British 
exhibitors provides that— 


on which the exhibition is open. 
or their representatives do not wish to be in 


attendance at the exhibition on Sunday, the | 


Royal Commission will be prepared, if specially 


requested, to undertake the superintendence | 
of the exhibits on Sunday, on terms to be | 


arranged, but in that event the Royal Com- 


compel | 
British exhibitors to open their exhibits | 
and transact business on Sundays, with | A rd : : 

“ certain number of exhibits on Sunday is 


lt aah al Ghats gnatrel . whether ther | that the general appearance of the exhibi- 


Majesty’s Government will support the | 


United States Government, but I have 
not been able to ascertain with what 
result. I thought the matter of sufficient 
importance to ask Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment whether such a representation as [ 


, have indicated could not be made. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY or STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): 
The Royal Commission have been fully 
informed of the views taken by the noble 


Lord, and by those who sympathise with 


him ; but I need hardly tell him that we 
have no shadow or shred of authority in 
the matter, and that it is entirely for the 
authorities at Paris to determine what 
they will do. The objection which they 
have to the practice of shutting up a 


tion—and, of course, it is in its essence 
an exhibition—will be very seriously 


‘injured, and they do not think they are 


bound to encourage such an arrangement. 


| Of course, we are in face of the fact that 


on this subject opinions of the most 


‘diverse character are entertained, and | 


. ‘ . | think t inions that are prev: in 
open their stalls on Sundays. But in con- | : the opinions that are prevalent it 


nection with the forthcoming exhibition a | 


France are not precisely sympathetic with 
those of the noble Lord. All that we can 


'do we have done, which is to represent 
|the fact that a great objection exists 
ad ; amongst certain exhibitors on the subject, 
“ All exhibits must be on view on every day | 
i If exhibitors | 


but for the result of those representations 
we can be in no way responsible. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the 
clock, to Thursday next, 
half-past Ten of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF 


Tuesday, 3rd April, 1900. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER. 
62 COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of | 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the | 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely :— | 


Southport and Lytham Tramroad Bill. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


(STANDING 
IN- | 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] 
ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 

Report from one of the Examiners of 

Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 

case of the following Bill, originating in 

the Lords, and referred on the First 

Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 

previously inquired into, and which are 

applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, namely :— 


Bill 


Lincoln Corporation Tramways 
{ Lords}. 


Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 
time. 


BRIGHTON CORPORATION — BILL 
(QUEEN’S CONSENT SIGNIFIED). 
Read the third time, and passed. 


MARKET WEIGH™ON DRAINAGE AND 
NAVIGATION BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. [New 


Title. } 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. | 

As amended, considered ; to be read the | 
third time. 


AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL (BY ORDER). 
As amended, considered ; an Amend- | 
ment made; Bill to be read the third | 
time. | 
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{ BRAY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL 
(EXTENSION OF TIME). 

| Petition for Bill; referred to the 
| Select Committee on Standing Orders. 


Business. 


| ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
| ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (IRELAND) PRO- 
VISIONAL ORDERS (No. 2) BILL. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 1) BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


STANDING ORDERS. 
Resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee— 


“ That, in the case of the Portland 
Urban District Gas Petition, the Standing 
Orders ought to be dispensed with :— 
That the parties be permitted to proceed 


! with their Bill.” 


2. “That, in the case of the Halifax 
Corporation Bill, Petition of the ‘ Elland- 
cum-Greetland Gas Company’ for dispens- 
ing with Standing Order 129 in the case 
of their Petition against the Bill, the said 
Standing Order ought to be dispensed 
with.” 


3. “That, in the case of the Metro- 
politan District Railway Bill, Petition for 
additional Provision, the Standing Orders 
ought to be dispensed with :—That the 
parties be permitted to introduce their 
additional Provision, if the Committee on 
the Bill think fit.” 


Resolutions agreed to. 


LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE 
RAILWAY BILL. 
teported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP F). 

Mr. SCHWANN reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group F of Private Bills, that 
the parties opposing the Devonport 
Corporation Bill had stated that the 


| evidence of Robert Vigers, of 4, Fredericks 


Place, Old Jewry, E.C., was essential to 
their case; and, it having been proved 
that his attendance could not be procured 
without the intervention of the House, he 
had been instructed to move that the 
said Robert Vigers do attend the said 


28 2 
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Committee To-morrow at Twelve of the 
’ 
clock. 


Returns, 


Ordered, That Robert Vigers do attend 
the Committee on Group F of Private 
Bills To-morrow, at Twelve of the clock. 


PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Linlithgow ; 
Newburgh ; Glasgow ; and Perth; to lie 
upon the Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW 

CODE). 

Petition from Leicester, against adop- 

tion ; to lie upon the Table. 


GROUND RENTS (TAXATION BY 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES). 
Petition from Acton, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 
LICENSED PREMISES (HOURS OF 
SALE) (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition of Free Church of Scotland 
Temperance Committee, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Norwich and 
Charlton Kings ; to lie upon the Table. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, _ 1899 
(BOROUGH OF HAMMERSMITH DRAFT 
ORDER IN COUNCIL). 


Petition from Hammersmith, against 
adoption ; to lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 


Petition of the National Poor Law 
Officers’ Association of England and 


Wales, for alteration; to lie upon the 
Table. 
MONEY LENDING BILL. 


Petition of the Incorporated Law 


Society of the United Kingdom, in | : . A 
4 “* "| requisite [by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


favour ; to lie upon the Table. 


PUBLIC-HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER 


OPENING BILL. 


Petition of the Free Church of Scotland 


Temperance Committee, in favour ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


{COMMONS} 
|RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCL 


' Belfast, Professional 
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DENTS) BILL. 
Petition from Keighley, in favour ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


SEA FISHERIES REGULATION (SCOT. 

LAND) ACT (1895) AMENDMENT BILL. 

Petition from Aberdeen, against ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS ON 
SUNDAY BILL. 
Petition from Haddenhain, in favour; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Radeliffe; 
Brampton ; Bolton ; Reading ; Bedford ; 
Chorlton-cum-Hardy ; York; __ Ports- 
mouth ; Wandsworth ; Sunderland 
(twenty-three); Wolsingham; Hartle- 
pool ; and Walton-le-Dale ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield 
(eighteen) ; and London ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Chester-le- 
Street; Bedford; York; Chesterfield ; 
Reading ; Portsmouth; and Radcliffe ; 
to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
SUPERANNUATIONS. 
Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 


dated 13th March, 1900, declaring 
that for the due and efficient dis- 
‘charge of the duties of the office 


of Local Registrar of Bankruptcy in 
or other peculiar 
ordinarily to be 
Public Service are 


not 


qualifications 
the 


acquired in 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual _ Series, 
No. 2393 [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 
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BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
INT). 


Questions. 


a J 


Copy presented, of Sixth Annual 
Abstract of Labour Statistics of the 
United Kingdom, 1898-9 [by Command] ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF TRADE (LABOUR DEPART- 
MENT) (DIRECTORY OF INDUSTRIAL 
ASSOCIATIONS), 

Copy presented, of Directory of 
Industrial Associations in the United 
Kingdom, including Employers’ Associa- 
tions, Trade Unions, Boards of Conciliation 
and Arbitration, and Workmen’s Co- 
operative Societies [by Command] ; to lie 
upon the Table. 


COAL EXPORTS, ETC. 


Return presented, relative thereto | 
fordered 6th February; Mr. D. A. 
Thomas}; to lie upon the Table, and to 


be printed. [No. 125.] 
POLICE (SCOTLAND). 

Copy presented, of Forty-second 
Annual Report of Her Majesty’s Inspector 
of Constabulary for Scotland, being for 
the year ended 31st December, 1899 [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND), 1877. 


Copy presented, of Order in Council, | 


dated 31st March, 1900, giving 
a Rule of Court [by Act]; to 
the Table. 


effect to 
lie upon 


FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900-1901) 
(FINAL FIGURES). 

Copy ordered, “ of Statement showing 
the Revenue and Expenditure for 1899- 
1900, and the Estimated Expenditure for 
1900-1901.” —(Mr. Hanbury.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie | 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. | 
124] 


QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TRANSPORTS | 

—RETURN. 

Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): I | | 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admiralty | 
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| Hanover Square) : 
_be ready for some little time. 
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The Return will not 


(Questions. 


EXPLOSIVE AND EXPANSIVE 
BULLETS. 

Mr. FLYNN (Cork, N.): I beg to ask 
the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether the date when Mark IV. ammu- 
nition was withdrawn, so tar as Colonel 
Plumer’s force is concerned, was early in 
January; and whether at Mafeking 
Colonel Baden-Powell has any other sort 
of ammunition left except Mark IV. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE For WAR (Mr. WyYNDHAM, 
Dover): In reply to the hon. Member, I 


can only give the dates and character of 
the orders which have been sent to South 
Africa. The general officer commanding 
was told on the 15th July to use only 
Mark II. ammunition for mobilisation, 
and on 17th October he was told to send 
home all Mark IV. and Mark V. ammu- 
nition in the command. We have no 
information of the date on which this 
order took effect in each part of South 
Africa. 


Mr. 


aware 


Is the hon. Gentleman 
statement as to this 


FLYNN: 
that the 


| ammunition was made by an officer at the 
| front ? 


[No reply was given. ] 
Mr. FLYNN: The hon. Gentleman 
has not answered the second paragraph. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes; I think the 
answer to the first paragr aph indicates 
the inability to answer the second. 

Mr. FLYNN: Are we to understand 
that the statement with regard to Colonel 


| Baden-Powell is wrong ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


| knows that we cannot communicate with 
that gallant officer. 


FEMALE NURSES WITH THE TROOPS. 


Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Under 


| Secretary cf State for War if he will 
|state the number of qualified female 
| nurses engaged in the war in South Africa 
and their pay per day; whether any 
qualified nurses offered their services 


if he can state when the Return (Trans- | gratuitously ; and, if so, how many ; and 


ports, South Africa) will be ready. 


Tue FIRST LORD or THE ADMI. | 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEN, 





St. George’s, | of nurses employed in South Africa is 


| whether they were accepted. 
| 


Mr. WYNDHAM : The total number 
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514, at rates of pay varying from £30 a 
year, with allowances, in the case of the 
Army Nursing Service, to two guineas a 
week in the case of those employed 
locally or accompanying invalids home. 
About 2,000 applications for such em- 
ployment were received, but no record 
has been kept to show how many offered 
their services free of charge. 


(Questions. 


HORSE TRANSPORT—SUPPLY OF 


VETERINARY STORES. 


Mr. FABER (York) : I beg to ask the | 


Under Secretary of State for War whether 


he is aware that in the case of the steam- | 
ship “Goth,” of the then Union Line, | 
which started for South Africa on or | 


about the 21st January last, with about 
240 horses on board, one of the horses 
developed pink-eye shortly before the 


ship started, when it was discovered by | 
the veterinary officer in charge that there | 


was no veterinary medicine of any kind 


on the vessel ; whether there was time to | 


procure the necessary medicine before the | 
; | must be the person who actually supplies 


ship started, and if so, whether it was 
procured, and, whether any, and how 
many, of the horses died during the 
voyage ; and will he state whose office it 
is to see that vessels carrying horses from 
this country to South Africa, in such 
cases, are properly supplied with veterin- 
ary medicines and appliances. 


has been misinformed. 
was suffering from influenza. The vessel 
was amply provided with 
medicines and appliances by the Army 
Veterinary Department. This has been 
done in the case of every transport. No 


information has yet reached the War | 


Office to show whether any horses died 
during the voyage. 

Mr. FABER : Who was the veterinary 
surgeon in charge 4 

Mr. WYNDHAM: I have not the 
officer’s name. I believe there were two, 
one being selected by the Imperial 
Yeomanry Committee. 


ARMY CONTRACTS—BOOTS. 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester): I 
beg to ask the Financial Secretary to the 
War Office whether boots or shoes sup- 


{COMMONS} 


veterinary | 


1056 


Questions. 


| plied by others than the usual contractors 
| to the War Office. 


| Tue FINANCIAL SECRETARY 10 
|THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PoweEt- 
WILLIAMS, Birmingham, 5.): There are 
|always a few rejections of boots and 
shoes; but not more than usual have 
| been rejected since the war pressure began, 
| and there has been no general condemna- 
| tion of any supplies on account of bad 
| quality. I must add that the boots for 
| Yeomanry and Volunteers have not been 
ordered through the Army Clothing 
Department. 


Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
FE.): Can the hon. Gentleman state what 
proportion of these Army boots are 
obtained from middlemen like Messrs. 
Samuel, mentioned the other day ? 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: No, 
Sir; I cannot tell. The Volunteer com- 
manders give their own orders. The 
person who contracts for Army orders 


the boots. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT 
CONTRACTORS. 
Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Boroughs) : I 


beg to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 


| the Lord Chancellor has taken any steps 
es | with regard to the case of Edwin Under- 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member | 
The Inspecting | 
Veterinary Officer landed the horse, which | 


wood, a justice of the peace for the 
county of Middlesex, who has recently 
been involved in the improper execution 
of War Office contracts. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHarp WeEpsTER, Isle of Wight): The 
answer to the hon. Member's question is 
in the affirmative. I am not in a position 
to say more on the subject. 

THE 


CLOTHING FOR 


TROOPS. 

GENERAL LAURIE (Pembroke and 
Haverfordwest): I beg to ask the Finan- 
cial Secretary to the War Office whother 
the War Office has issued a notice stating 
that articles of warm clothing are speci- 
ally required for the troops in South 


WARM 





| Africa, and asking that contributions 
| should be made for this purpose ; whether, 
| inasmuch as under the conditions of the 
| present campaign the wear and tear of 
| the soldiers’ clothing has been very excep- 


plied for the troops have been condemned ; | tional, it is the intention of the War De- 


and, if so, whether they were goods sup-| partment to require the men to replace 
‘ 








th 
ow 
sul 
th 


se 
ref 


he 
su 
rec 
ap) 
bu 


ho: 
qu 
Me 
All 
W. 


AR 


Sec 
he 

off 
the 
Do 
rec 
En 
lasi 
it i 
con 
tha 
atic 
san 
ser 
to 1 


con 
in t 
offe 
of § 
furt 


RIF 
F. 


beg 
for 

Rifl 
Cav 
celv 
be 

shot 
wer 
fron 








1056 


ctors 


Y TO 
"ELL- 
e are 
and 
have 
gan, 
mna- 
bad 
; for 
been 


hing 


hire, 
what 

are 
Ssr's. 


No, 
com- 
The 
ders 
plies 


\T 


yi I 
ther 
steps 
ider- 

the 
ntly 


ition 


(Sir 
The 
mn is 
ition 


and 
nan- 
‘ther 
ting 

ecl- 
aoe 
hions 
ther, 
the 
r of 
cep- 

De- 
lace 








1057 Questions. {3 ApriL 1900} (Questions. 1058 


the worn out and deficient articles at their | and embark on the transpori “ Sicilian ” 
own expense ; and whether, as the expo-| for South Africa, and shortly afterwards 
sure to cold will be exceptional, owing to | received orders not to proceed to South 
the troops being actively employed in the | Africa on account of sickness amongst 
field at a great altitude in the winter | their horses, whether the officers of the 
season, and the House of Commons has | rifle company had to provide themselves 
refused no request for funds to properly | with oxtfits at a cost of £90 each; 
supply the troops with all requirements, | whether this company has now been 
he will cause the men to be supplied with | broken up and the outfits have therefore 
such warm clothing as the climate | become useless ; and whether, under these 
requires at the public expense instead of | circumstances, the War Office will reim- 
appealing to their friends for contri-| burse the officers for the money expended 
butions. | on their outfits. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: I must refer my | Mr. WYNDHAM: Thiscompany had 
hon. and gallant friend to my reply to a| to be broken up on account of infectious 
question put by the hon. Member for} disease. But the officers have been 
Montgomeryshire on the 26th of March.* | selected for employment in South Africa, 
All necessary articles are supplied by the | and their outfit will not therefore be 
War Office and replaced as required. | wasted. 











ARMY COMMISSIONS FOR COLONISTS. |. MR. JEFFREYS: Have all the officers 


‘ 4 a ans lected 2 
GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the heen so someied 


Secretary of State for the Colonies whether| Mr. WYNDHAM: I understand that 
he can inform the House whether the | that is the case. 
offers of 110 commissions in the Army to 
the Australian Colonies and 44 to the | gpypLOYMENT OF VOLUNTEER OFFI- 
Dominion of Canada are intended as a CERS AT TERRITORIAL DEPOTS. 
recognition of the services rendered to the Mr. CORNWALLIS (Maidstone): I 
Empire in South Africa by the Austra-| }ooto ask the Under Secretary of State 
lasian m6 epee troops ; and whether | go. War whether, in view of pe tact that 
it is intended to increase the number of | ayy wahhen 5 teveitoriel vauk 
commissions to be pa to Canada so sy Ee “9 a 
that the people of the Dominion may be eraeenntagl tes cllsere ct ‘ie Volaus 
afforded, in proportion to population, the etait to offer their services at these 
same opportunity of rendering military depots a 
service to the Empire as is to be afforded | E 
to their fellow subjects in Australasia. | Mr. WYNDHAM: It has been 
wir ‘ | decided to employ Volunteer officers 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The numbers of | ;, = ~agime spots 
“er omgen are approximately as stated ‘eee teil adie emma 
in the question. If all the commissions i en ee oats oes 
offered > Canada are filled, the Secretary a oa sic 
of State will be quite ready to consider &} (55 oxm, WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
; | to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
War whether he is aware that in Yeo- 
FANTRY, 4TH CAVALRY BRIGADE... | ™@nry regiments heavy charges fall upon 
DISBANDMENT. the officers for the expense of things neces- 
Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.): I sary for the efficient training of their 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | ™&” and for the necessary management 
for War, with regard to the sea ak hen of the squadrons ppp amounting 
Rifle Company Mounted Infantry 4th | 1" S0™e fases = ros ye petal be 
Cavalry Brigade at Aldershot, who re-| "PO" each commander of the two o1 
ceived an order on Ist February last to three troops thet compose s ——— 
be prepared for embarkation’ at the with additional charges upon the one who 
shortest notice, and on 15th February acts as squadron leader ; roe per he 
were ordered to proceed by special train | C2” 8¢¢ his way to some of these charges 


f % ‘L< | being borne by the public, as, for instance, 
eee the rent of rifle ranges, ‘the cost of the 


* See page 312 of this Volume. increase of practice ammunition, and of 
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Questions. 


prizes necessary to encourage good shoot- | 


ing, the rent of places in which to keep 
troop stores, and the carriage of those 


stores from regimental headquarters to | 


the troop centres. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: As my hon. and 


gallant friend is aware, special allowances 
are being given this year to meet the 
expense of the special training. But I 
must ask to reserve all questions of per- 
manent reform. 


RE-ENLISTMENT OF MILITIAMEN— 
BOUNTY PAYMENTS. 
GENERAL LAURIE: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, in view of the importance of en- 
couraging the re-enlistment of time-ex- 
pired Militiamen, he would reconsider the 


arrangement under which the bounty of | 


£5 now offered is paid on the assembling 
of the battalion, and would give authority 


for it to be paid at the time when the 


enlistment takes place. 

Mr. WYNDHAM: Experience has 
proved the advantage of delaying the 
payment until the man appears at the 
training ; the hon. and gallant Member's 
suggestion cannot, therefore, be adopted. 


FOREIGN SERVICE RIFLES. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs): | 


I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War when the Small 
Committee last sat to consider the respec- 
tive merits of the loading arrangements 
of the service rifles adopted by America 
and the leading European Powers. 


Mr. WYNDHAM : Specimens of the 
rifles adopted by foreign Powers 
obtained whenever possible and at once 
tried. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: Can the hon. 


Gentleman say whether the Committee | 


sat at all on the American rifle 2 


Mr. WYNDHAM : This 
is a branch of the War Office; it is a 
Standing Committee. I have not the in- 
formation as to the American rifle. 


ARMY VETERINARY DEPOT. 
CapTAIn JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) : I 


Arms 
) 


are | 


Committee | 
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of officers of the Army Veterinary De- 
| partment has not been published. 


| Mr. WYNDHAM: No candidate suce- 


Questions. 


ceeded in passing the required test. The 
/ usual list of successful candidates could 
not, therefore, be published. 


BRITISH ARMAMENTS CORPORATION. 


Mr. HOWELL (Denbigh Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
| of State for War whether his attention 
| has been drawn to the formation of a 
company, called the British Armaments 
Corporation, for the manufacture of guns 
| and projectiles, and whether any officials 
of the War Office have any connection 
with the company or have officially ex- 
pressed any opinion as to the under- 
taking ; and whether, in view of state- 
ments made in connection with the 
flotation of the company, he can state 
whether the Government is in any way 
interested in the matter. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Nothing is known 
of the existence of such a company or of 
the issue of any prospectus with the view 
to the formation of such a company. The 
hon. Member appears not to be aware 

| that any member of the War Office, 
whether civil or military, who purchases 
shares in such a company disqualifies him- 
self from retaining his appointment under 
the War Office. — 


PICRIC ACID. 

*Smrk CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask the 

First Lord of the Admiralty whether the 
/attention of the Admiralty and War 
Office has been directed to the desirability 
of establishing the manufacture of picric 
_acid within the United Kingdom. 


Mr. J. POWELL-WILLIAMS: The 
desirability of encouraging the production 
of picric acid of British make has been 
kept constantly in view ever since it was 
|adopted as a warlike store. With the 
exception of a small quantity recently 
| ordered to meet present urgent demands, 
| all the supplies obtained for both land and 
| sea service have been manufactured 
| throughout in this country. 


NAVY—PENSIONS OF SEAMEN AND 


beg to ask the Secretary of State for War | STOKERS., 


| 


whether he can explain why the result of 
the examination, held in September, 1899, 





Sir E. T. GOURLEY (Sunderland) : I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Ad- 
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miralty whether, with regard to the new 
Admiralty Order for the enrolment of 
seamen and stokers leaving the Royal 
Navy on the expiration of their first 
period of service, the pension will be the 
same as that of the men who enrol for a 
second engagement, or only in accordance 
with the age now applicable to the Naval 
Reserve ; can he see his way in conjunc- 
tion with the new Order to make the age 
for pensions the same for both branches 
of the serviee ; can he state the number 
of seamen, and also of stokers, who have 
declined engaging for a second period 
during the past five years ; and whether, 
seeing that men who serve for a second 
period leave when only about forty years 
of age and under, he will endeavour to 
enrol these also in the Reserve. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The Order referred 
to by the hon. Member is merely a circular 
to the Fleet to draw attention to the con- 
ditions of service in the Royal Naval 
Reserve, for which men who leave the 
Navy at the end of their first period of 
engagement, or who purchase their dis- 
charge, are eligible. The conditions as to 
pensions in the Royal Naval Reserve 
were not affected by the circular. The 
answer to the second question is in the 
negative. In regard to the third ques- 
tion, I will refer the hon. Member to my 
answer to the hon. and gallant Member 
for Yarmouth on the 2nd March last.* The 
Admiralty have a lien upon all pensioners 
under the age of fifty-five years, who are 
liable to be recalled for service in case of 
emergency, and provision is already made 
for enrolling in the Seamen Pensioner 
Reserve pensioners who volunteer and are 
physically fit. I may add that I am now 
engaged in considering a further scheme 
for enrolling in a Reserve seamen and 
marines who leave the service before the 
expiration of their time for pension. 


NEW NAVAL 12-inch GUN, MARK IX. 
*Str CHARLES DILKE: I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether, as stated by the chairman at a 
recent meeting of the Vickers Company, 
the Admiralty have bought a new gun, 
to be called Mark IX.; and, if so, 
whether any such guns are yet in use; 
or, if not, from what date it is expected 
that they will be mounted in the ships of 
the Navy. 


; * See The Parliamentary Debates: [Fourth | 
Series}, Vol. Ixxix., page 1524. 
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Mr. GOSCHEN: The statement of 


Mr. Vickers, as quoted in Zhe Times 
refers to the new pattern 12-in. gun. 
This pattern has been approved for some 
time. A considerable number are under 
order and several have been delivered. 
None are yet in use. The first ship which 
will carry this gun is the “ Formidable,” 
which should be ready for her guns 
during the present year. 


NAVAL ORDNANCE DEPARTMENT— 
STOREKEEPER GENERAL. 

Mr. THORNTON (Clapham): On be- 
half of the hon. Member for Bedford, I 
beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 
ralty whether it is intended to fill up the 
post, which will shortly become vacant, of 
Storekeeper General of Naval Ordnance 
by the appointment of one of the officers 
who were transferred to the Naval Ord- 
nance Department from the War Depart- 
ment in 1891, or from any other source. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It is premature to 
put such a question, as the period of ser- 
vice of the present Storekeeper General 
of Naval Ordnance will not expire for 
some time. 


DELAGOA BAY ARBITRATION. 
Lorp BALCARRES _ (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether any sums have been 
spent or incurred by Her Majesty’s 
Government in respect of the Delagoa 
Bay arbitration. 


THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY To 
THE TREASURY (Mr. Hansury, Pres- 
ton): No, Sir. No sum has been ex- 
pended and no liability incurred. 


JAMAICA—BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA. 

Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether he is aware that the 
Bank of Nova Scotia is issuing notes in 
Jamaica; whether these notes are legal 
tender, and, if so, by what authority ; 
and whether he can give the terms as to 
limitation of amount and security which 
have been imposed on the Bank of Nova 
Scotia ; and whether it is open to anyone 
on payment of a licence fee to issue 
notes in Jamaica or any other Crown 
colony, or whether legislation is required 
before they can do so; whether the 
Jamaica Legislature has passed any such 
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legislation ; and, if so, whether it has had 
the sanction of the Colonial Office. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): [ am informed that 
the Bank of Nova Scotia is issuing notes 
in Jamaica. Such notes are not legal 
tender. So far as I am aware no special 
limitation as to amount or security has 
been imposed on the bank in Jamaica. 
Such limitation is, however, prescribed 
by the law of Canada by which the bank 
is hound. I am advised that in Jamaica 
bankers may issue notes on payment of 
the licence fee prescribed by law, and 
that no legislation is required to empower 
them to do so, As to other colonies the 
law of each colony must be considered, 
and no general answer can be given. I 
may add that this matter, which is a 
very technical one, is engaging further 
consideration. 


Questions. 


CHINA—* OPEN DOOR” POLICY. 

CoLtoneL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
of State for Foreign Affairs whether it 1s 
intended to distribute Papers relating to 
undertakings given by Great Britain and 


other Powers to the United States with 
reference to the open door policy in 
China. 


*THEUNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FOR FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. Brop- 
RICK, Surrey, Guildford) : The proposals 
of the United States and the reply of 
Her Majesty’s Government to them are 
included in the Blue-book just laid before 
Parliament, pages 303 and 381. We 
have received from the United States 
Government the answers made to them 
by the other Powers. They have been 
published at Washington, and they will 
be laid before Parliament at once. 


CHINA—BRITISH GUNBOATS IN THE 
WEST RIVER. 

Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (York, W.R., 
Barnsley): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether the gunboat “Sandpiper” is 
ashore near Samshui, on the West River, 
and badly damaged; and, if so, what 
steps are being taken to ensure the 
effectual patrol of the river for the protec- 
tion of British steamers against piratical 
attacks ; and whether he can now give 
the House any information as to the 
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Chinese reformer reported to have been 
abducted from Hong Kong and taken to 
Canton. 


*Mr. BRODRICK: We have not heard 
of any such accident to the “ Sandpiper.” 
Kwong Yu-pui left Hong Kong for Can- 
ton on the 26th ultimo, but returned to 
the colony on Friday last. 


FINANCE BILL—STATISTICS OF 

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I beg to ask the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether he 
will lay on the Table an amended 
financial statement of revenue and ex- 
penditure, actual and estimated, for the 
year 1899-1900 and 1900-01 in the place 
of the provisional figures in paper No. 8 
presented on 5th March, so that the 
particulars may be in the hands of 
Members before the Third Reading of the 
Finance Bill ; and whether in such state- 
ment will be indicated the estimated 
excess of receipts from the anticipation of 
the revenue in the year just concluded, 
and the diminished estimate of revenue 
consequent thereupon in the present 
financial year; and whether the war 
expenditure will be distinguished from 
the normal peace expenditure. 


*THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacn, 
Bristol, W.): I promised to place before 
Parliament as soon as possible after 31st 
March the actual figures of the revenue 
and expenditure of the year 1899-1900, 
in substitution for the provisional figures 
in the Paper presented on 5th March. 
This will be done to-morrow, if possible, 
and the expenditure due,to the war will 
be distinguished from the ordinary peace 
expenditure. Hon. Members will be able 
to judge, by comparing the actual receipts 
from Customs and Excise with the amount 
at which these receipts were estimated on 
5th March, how much the revenue of 
1900-01 has been anticipated. In moving 
the Third Reading of the Finance Bill, | 
will give to the House the details of the 
receipts which are usually given in a 
Budget speech, and explain in each case 
how my estimates of revenue for 1900-01 
have been affected by this anticipation. I 
will also explain any variation in the 
estimates of expenditure. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: What 
I ask for is not merely the actual figures 
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for the year just concluded, but the esti- | consider the desirability of so amending 


mated revenue and expenditure for the 
current year. I want the statement to be 
exactly on the lines of the provisional 
statement, but that it shall apply to the 
present condition of things. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The state- 
ment will be identical with that placed in 
the hands of hon. Members before every 
Budget is introduced. As to the figures 
for the coming year, I cannot give them 
before Friday, for the simple reason that 
the financial year has only just ended, and 
there has been no time to calculate what 
effect the anticipations will have on the 
revenue of this year in connection with 
the new taxation. I will, however, give 
the House all the information I can on 
Friday. 


BURIAL DISPUTE IN WALES—CASE 
OF DAVID VAUGHAN. 

Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I beg to ask the Secretary of 
State for the Home Department whether 
his attention has been drawn to a recent 
incident in the Vale of Clwyd, in reference 
to the burial of David Vaughan, who died 
at the Ruthin Workhouse, on 12th Feb- 
ruary last, at the age of 72; whether he 
is aware that the action taken by the 
rectors of Bodfary and Llandyrnog in 
regard to this burial has formed the 
subject of discussion at meetings of the 
Ruthin Board of Guardians, and that 
Vaughan was a member of a highly 
respected family residing in the parish of 
Aberwheeler (which is attached to the 
parish of Bodfary for burial purposes), 
that he had himself resided in this parish 
for sixty years of his life, and that his 
father and mother and_ sister were 
buried in the Bodfary 
but that the rector of Bodfary refused 
to allow him to be buried there; 
whether he is aware that several non- 


churchyard, | 


parishioners have been buried in this | 
churchyard for whom burial fees were | 


paid, and that, upon a decision being 
arrived at to bury the man in the 
churchyard of Llandyrnog parish, the 
rector refused to allow the hearse to go 
outside the boundary of the parish for 
the corpse, that this hearse was provided 


by public subscriptions of the parishioners | 


in 1895, and has on other occasions been 


sent outside the parish for burial pur- | 


poses; and whether, in view of the 
feeling aroused by such incidents, he will 


| 
| 


| 


the law relating to parish churchyards 
as to give parishioners more effective con- 
trol over the burial of the dead. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY oF 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. JESSE CoLLInGs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): The Secretary of State 
had not previously heard of this case ; 
but from inquiries which have been 
made it appears that the whole difficulty 
arose from a doubt as to whether the 
deceased could properly be regarded as a 
parishioner of either of the parishes in 
question. In the particular circumstances 
of the case there seems to have been 
reasonable excuse for the doubt ; and in 
consequence the rector of Llandyrnog did 
not feel himself justified in sending out 
of the parish the hearse which had been 
provided for the use of parishioners only. 
The incident does not appear to call for 
an alteration of the law. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION COM- 
MITTEES—FEMALE MEMBERS. 

Mr. JEBB (Cambridge University) : I 
beg to ask the Vice-President of the Com- 
mittee of Council on Education whether 
the Board of Education would grant a 
teturn of the number of women serving 
on the respective Technical Instruction 
Committees of County and County 
Borough Councils and on Committees 
under Clause 7 of the Directory. 


Tue VICE-PRESIDENT oF THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir JoHn Gorst, Cambridge 
University): lf the hon. Gentleman will 
move for such a Return it will be 
granted. 


THE NEW EDUCATION CODE. 


Sir W. HART DYKE (Kent, Dart- 
ford) : 1 beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether he is aware that certain 
higher grade and other schools are 
seriously affected by the proposed changes 
in the Education Code for 1900; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government are 
prepared, either by a Minute of the Edu- 
cation Department or by legislation, so to 
grade and define the position of such 
schools as to secure them in regard to the 
receipt of grant and their general status 
the same advantages they at present 
possess. 
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THE FIRST LORD oF THE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): I am aware that certain higher grade 
and other schools will be affected by the 
proposed change in the Code—not, per- 
haps, so seriously as my right hon. friend’s 
question would imply. There is no doubt 
it is desirable to organise the education 
given in the higher grade elementary 
schools, and a Minute of the Department 
embodying a scheme for attaining that 
object will shortly be laid on the Table of 
the House. I hope the change will be 
satisfactory to the schools to which my 
right hon. friend refers, but I cannot, of 
course, give any undertaking that their 
present position as regards grants will be 
wholly unaltered. The scheme to be 
embodied in the proposed Minute has no 
necessary connection with the great re- 
form contained in the new Code. We 
think it would be well that both should 
be laid before the House when the latter 
is discussed at what I hope will be an 
early date after the Easter holidays. 


TRAMWAY CONSTRUCTION 
MUNICIPALITIES. 
Mr. JEFFREYS: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that municipalities and corporations 
are now promoting Bills to construct and 
work tramways beyond the limits of their 
districts ; and whether, seeing that under 
Standing Order 170A no powers are to be 


BY 


given to any local authority for construc- | 


tion, acquisition, or taking on lease of any 
tramway beyond the limits of their dis- 
trict except under special local circum- 
stances, the Government propose to ask 
the House to alter or abrogate the above 


Order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am aware 
that corporations are promoting Bills of 
this kind, and I believe that some have 
been passed before now, and the Standing 


Orders provide that in exceptional circum- | 


stances they may be passed. I do not 


think that any alteration of the Standing | 


Order is possible, at all events until the 
Municipal Trading Committee has re- 
ported. 


DOGS REGULATION BILL. 

Mr. BAYLEY (Derbyshire, Chester- 
field): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury if he can inform the House as to 
the date on which the Government pro- 
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pose to take the Second Reading of the 
Dogs Regulation Bill, brought in by the 
President of the Board of Agriculture. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am unable 
to name aday. The Bill will not, how- 
ever, be taken before Easter. 

AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACTS 

AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr. CHANNING: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether Her 
Majesty’s Government will take into con- 
sideration expressions of opinion from 
Chambers of Agriculture and others inter- 
ested to the effect that the attempt to 
amend both the Agricultural Holdings 
Acts for England and for Scotland in the 
same amending Bill is likely to make the 
resulting legislation a source of litigation ; 
and that the proposed legislation by re- 
ference, retaining portions of the old 
Acts and interpreting those retained por- 
tions by the terms of the new Bill, will 
also led to confusion and litigation ; and 
whether Her Majesty’s Government, in- 
stead of proceeding with the present Bill, 
will bring in immediately after the Easter 
Recess separate Bills amending and con- 
solidating the English and Scottish Acts 
respectively. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: So far as the 
Government have been able to form an 
opinion there is a general desire, subject 
to consideration of points of detail, that 
the Bill is question should be passed into 
law at the earliest possible date. Conso- 
lidation is doubtless desirable, and the 
Bill has been framed with that object in 
view. 


Mr. CHANNING: Will the right 
hon. Gentleman consider the course 


adopted in the case of an equally con- 
troversial Bill—the Housing Act of 1890, 
and, if he is unable to follow the example 
then set, will he give an assurance that 
the policy of consolidation will be 
ultimately adopted by the Government ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: One object of 
this Bill, as I have said, is to consolidate. 


| FOREIGN TRAWLERS IN THE MORAY 
FORTH 

| Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the Lord 
_Advocate whether, in view of the fact 
‘that during the year 1899 the Fishery 
| Board cruisers observed twenty-two 
‘German, ten Belgian, eight Danish, five 
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French, four Dutch, and three Norwegian 
: 6 ; 
trawlers in the Moray Firth, he will state 
the number of days on which trawlers of 

each nationality were observed. 


*THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
JraHAM Murray, Buteshire): I am in- 
formed by the Fishery Board for Scotland 
that the details asked for by the hon. 
Member could not be given without 
going over the logs of the cruisers for the 
whole of the year, and the Secretary for 
Scotland does not consider that there is 
sufficient ground for requesting them to 
do so. 


SCOTTISH PRIVATE 
LEGISLATION, 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 

I beg to ask the Lord Advocate whether, 

having regard to the provisions of Sub- 

section 3 of Section 15 of the Private 
Leyislation Procedure (Scotland) Act, 

1899, he can now state approximately a 

date on which the general orders and scale 

of fees under Section 15 will be issued. 


*Mr. A. GRAHAM MURRAY: It is not 
yet possible to name a date, but the hon. 
Member may rest assured that the orders 
referred to will be laid on the Table as 
soon as possible, and with due regard 
to the provisions of the section specified. 


BILL 


COWDENBEATH LEVEL CROSSING. 

Mr. WEIR: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether he is 
aware that the Provost of Cowdenbeath, 
Fifeshire, who is also manager of the Fife 
Coal Company at Cowdenbeath, and _re- 
presents the local authority, has failed 
during the past year to take any steps to 
require the company to provide protec- 
tion for the public at the railway level 
crossing which crosses the main street of 
the town ; and whether, seeing that the 
traffic over this crossing has ‘greatly in- 
creased during the year, and that neither 
the Secretary “for Scotland nor the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade possess powers 
to compel this company or the local 
authority to make suitable provision for 
the public safety, and having regard to 
the increased danger to the public, he will 
consider the desirability of introducing 
legislation this session to deal with rail. 
way level crossings which are not under 
the control of the Board of Trade. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 


this question has already been answered 
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I believe that | 
inquiry to be made into the allegation 
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four times—on three of the occasions by 
the Lord Advocate. I cannot inquire 
further, neither can I promise legislation 
on the subject. 


CORK CUSTOM HOUSE. 

Mr. MAURICE HEALY (Cork): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether it is proposed to transfer the 
Inland Revenue Offices from the Custom 
House, Cork, to some more convenient 
locality in that city ; will he state what 
premises have been acquired for the pur- 
pose ; and if so, where ; what the cause 
of the delay in effecting the transfer is ; 
and when it will be completed. 


Mr. HANBURY: Yes, Sir. It has 
recentiy been decided to transfer the 
offices, but as negotiations are not yet 
finally concluded, [ am unable to furnish 
the details asked for by the hon. Member. 


KERRY ORDNANCE SURVEY. 

*Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether the 25-inch scale map, 
survey of the county of Kerry, is yet 
complete ; and if so, whether he can state 
if the maps have been issued for sale, and 
at what price, and where can they be 
bought. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): The 25-inch survey of Kerry 
is complete. The maps have been issued 
for sale, and can be bought for 3s. each 
from any of the agents for the sale of 
Ordnance Survey maps in Ireland. Mr. 
J. Norton is the agent at Tralee. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say when they were offered 
for sale ? 


*Mr. LONG: I cannot. 


ITINERANT PREACHERS AT BOURNEA. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether he is 
aware that much annoyance has been 
occasioned at Bournea, County Tipperary 
by the incursion of a body of itinerant 
preachers, and the insulting character of 
their utterances to the Roman Catholic 
residents who constitute the vast majority 
of the population ; whether he will cause 











1071 (Questions. {COMMONS} Questions. 1072 


that one of the intruders holds the office | county court judge awarded a sum of 
of clerk of petty sessions in the town of £700 and costs and expenses, and that on 
Roscrea ; whether the district inspector appeal by the Kerry County Council 
has had to draft a special body of police Chief Baron Palles reduced the amount to 
to the scene; and whether such police £470; and whether, seeing that Chief 
protection will entail an extra tax on the | Baron Palles, in delivering his decision on 
district. | this —_ a a = opinion that it 
: ks i ae was a misfortune that the legislature ha; 
THe ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR placed such a burden on the em 
IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, | seeing there was no such law in England, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. BALFouR): Religious the Government will consider the salvia, 
services have been conducted nightly by bility of remedying the present state of 
a body of Methodists for the past month | the Jaw as between Ireland and England 
in a covered building, situate in a field thereby relieving the Irish ratepayers of 
adjoining the public road near the place 4 purden of taxation. : 
mentioned. Crowds have assembled on 
several occasions on the road, and by| Mr. ATKINSON: The facts are as 
groaning, shouting, and other indecent stated in the first and second paragraphs, 
and disorderly conduct, have endeavoured save that the tramp arrested not only 
to disturb these services. It has been described himself as an Orangeman, but 
found necessary, in order to protect this as a Fenian as well. The only report | 
body of worshippers, who were acting en- have seen of the Lord Chief Baron’s re- 
tirely within their rights, from insult and marks is rather confused. I am_ not 
possibly assault, to have in attendance aware whether it accurately represents 
a body of police. So far as the police | his views, and it is obvious that certain 
have been able to ascertain, the preachers | facts were not brought to his knowledge ; 
have not made use of any language of an | but whatever his opinion may be upon 
insulting character to Roman Catholics, the merits of existing legislation, there 
unless the expression of religious opinions can be no doubt as to the views of the 
with which Roman Catholics disagree be House, inasmuch as the right of con- 
considered an insult to them. The petty | stables to receive compensation under 
sessions clerk at Roscrea attended their such circumstances was not only ex- 
services, as he had a perfect right to do, pressly preserved by the Local Govern- 
and is not in any way blameable in that , ment (Ireland) Act, 1898, but at the 
respect. No additional expense to the suggestion of some of the Irish Nationalist 
district has been involved, as the police | Members, extended to cover the case of 
were drawn from another district of the | police in Belfast and Dublin to whom 
same county. | the Grand Jury Acts did not apply. — It 
is not proposed to deprive > Tris 
Mr. WILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork | police Krengel — 
County, N.E.): Is there any meeting- 
house in Bournea large enough to hold) *Mr. FLAVIN: May I ask the right 
these worshippers, instead of their as- | hon. Gentleman if he is aware that this 
sembling in a public place ? case = — under ng" Pe Govern- 
Se ie 'ment Act which requires that a notice or 
Mr. ATKINSON: I am not aware. application for the diteasil injury must be 
But they have a perfect right to express | .oryved within seven days of the occurrence, 
their opinions, and to expect the protec- | and whether it is not a fact that in this 
tion of the police. | case a notice was not served for twenty- 
| three months after the alleged injury 
COMPENSATION TO A KERRY | occurred ? 
POLICE SERGEANT. 

*Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. | | Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
Attorney General for Ireland whether he S.): Is there any authority for calling an 
is aware that ex-sergeant Thomas English | unnamed individual an Orangeman ? 
recently applied for compensation for an} Ro ATKINSON: I must ask for 
alleged injury received during the arrest | notice of these supplementary questions. 
of an Orangeman at Camp, County Kerry, | 
in January, 1898, and that this application; Captatn DONELAN (Cork, E.): Is it 
was made two years after the alleged | not optional with the Treasury to com- 
injury; whether he is aware that the | pensate a constable when injured on duty; 
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and, if so, why should Irish ratepayers be 
saddled with the burden ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER : Order, order ! 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
(an the right hon. Gentleman ex- 
plain how it is that such a difference 
exists in the value placed on policemen in 
England and Ireland 1 


Mr. FLAVIN: Asa matter of fact, was 
there any malice in this case ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! It is 
obviously impossible for the Attorney 
General to answer that question. 


LAND COMMISSION — SITTINGS AT 
CAHIRCIVEEN—TRINITY COLLEGE 
(DUBLIN) PROPERTY. 

*Mz. FLAVIN: I beg to ask Mr. At- 
torney General for Ireland whether he is 
aware that representations were made to 
the Land Commission by a number of 
tenants on the Trinity College property 
situate at Cahirciveen, County Kerry, to 
have their rents fixed out of court by 
Land Commission valuers, and that the 
land agent for Trinity College refused to 
accede to this request of the tenants ; 
whether he can state the number of 
tenants whose applications are now await- 
ing trial at Cahirciveen ; and when will 
the next sitting of the Land Commission 
be held at Cahirciveen for the fixing of 
fair rents. 

Mr. ATKINSON: I believe the fact 
is as stated in the first paragraph. The 
agent acted entirely within his rights, and 
the matter is not one in which the Land 
Commission can interfere. There are 
seven fair rent applications from tenants 
on this estate which have not yet been 
listed for hearing by a Sub-Commission. 
The date of the next sitting has not at 
present been fixed. 


*Mr. FLAVIN: Can the right hon. 
Gentleman say why these tenants have 
not got a reduction of 40 per cent. on their 
judicial rents,the same as Ulster tenants ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I certainly cannot. 


ASSISTANT 
TEACHER. 


ARDSTRAW SCHOOL 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.) : 
Ibeg to ask Mr. Attorney General for 
Ireland, as representing the Chief Secre- 
tary to the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
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the refusal of the Board of National 
Education to pay the arrears of salary of 
the assistant teacher of the national 

:school at Ardstraw, in the county of 
Tyrone, which accrued from the lst August, 

| 1898, to the Ist January, 1899, though 

‘the subsequently accruing salary has been 
paid ; and whether, there being no charge 
against such teacher of inefficiency or 
misconduct, or any regulation prohibiting 
such payment, he can state upon what 
grounds the arrears in question have not 
been paid. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I am informed by 
the Commissioners of National Education 
that the manager of the school in question 
claimed payment of salary to the assistant 
teacher from Ist August, 1898, on an 
average attendance of sixty pupils. Pay- 
ment of salary on an average attendance: 
of sixty pupils was sanctioned by the 
Treasury as from 1st October, 1898, only,, 
and cannot be extended to any period. 
preceding that date. 


Questions. 


LAND PURCHASE IN COUNTY CORK. 


Mr. MAURICE HEALY: I beg to. 
ask the Chief Secretary of the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether, in the 
case of a holding purchased under the 
Land Purchase Acts (the lands of Egmont) 
situate in the County Cork, the Land 
Commission have recently permitted. 
the tenant purchaser (Mr. G. 8. Bolster), 
to permanently sublet the whole holding 
at a substantial rent as an ordinary 
agricultural holding, thereby recreating 
the relation of landlord and tenancy in 
‘the holding; whether the Land Com- 
mission intend as a general practice to 
waive the prohibition of subletting in the 
case of holdings purchased under the 
Land Purchase Acts, and to permit the 
purchasers at their pleasure to become 
landlord ; what the reasons for allowing 
subletting in this particular case were ; 
and whether the person to whom this 
holding was sublet will himself be entitled 
to purchase the holding under the Land 
Purchase Acts. 


Mr. ATKINSON: In the case to 
which this question refers, the tenant- 
purchaser in September, 1899, applied to 
the Commissioners, under the 30th 
Section of the Land Act of 1881, for 
their consent to receive proposals for the 
subletting of the holding, to commence 
‘from the following November. The 
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Commissioner refused the consent applied ; of 1897, because the accident did not 
for. The tenant-purchaser thereupon in | actually occur on the premises of the 
October last paid off the advance and | brewery ; and whether the Government 
then became entitled to sublet the intend to take any steps to extend the 
holding without the consent of the Land | Act so as to cover accidents of this kind. 


Commission. The answer to the ie ee : 

second paragraph is in the negative. The |) er ATKINSON : I his question should 
° % ghd e addressed to my right hon. friend the 

tenant-purchaser in this case is an Sinat halk of ten Veenteanir 

Assistant Land Commissioner. He based | * "8" *0F@ Of the Lreasury. 

his application for liberty to sublet on} Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) - 

the necessity of giving his whole time to’ Can the right hon. Gentleman say any- 

the performance of his — rg The | thing as to the facts ? siti. 

reply to the last paragraph is, having a ; 

tl to the itis nf Section 9, Mr. ATKINSON: I believe they are 

Sub-section (4) of the Purchase of Land accurately stated. 

(Ireland) Act, 1891, in the affirmative. Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I hope the 

First Lord will give this matter his atten- 
ROAD MAINTENANCE IN IRELAND. ‘tion, I will put the question on Thurs- 
Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask day. 
Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
any steps have vet been taken with a IRISH INEBRIATES ACT—ENNIS 


view to empower the various councils in PRISON, 
Ireland to employ direct labour for the Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick): | 
repair and maintenance of roads. beg to ask Mr. Attorney General for Ire- 


ae ._| land, with respect to the working of the 

Mr. ATKINSON : The answer to this Inebriates Aa (Ireland), whether he is 
question is in the negative. aware that the prison intended for their 

Carrain DONELAN: Did not the use in Ennis is empty ; and whether it is 
right hon. Gentleman say on the Ist the intention of the Government to take 
February last* that this matter was re- | such measures as will enable the Act to 
ceiving consideration ? be put into practical operation. 

Mr. ATKINSON: Yes; and the) Mr. ATKINSON: The reply to the 
answer now is that no steps have been | first paragraph is in the attirmative. 
ealeon. Every step that the Government have 
/ been authorised to take under the Act 

Captain. DONELAN: How much ‘has been taken, and it rests with the 
attention is to be bestowed on this matter Courts to exercise the powers conferred 
hefore steps are taken ? upon them by the statute. 


Mr. ATKINSON: That is an immea- | 


surable quantity. IRISH EDUCATION BILLS. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: When will 


IRELAND AND WORKMEN'S COMPEN. | the new scheme for national primary 
SATION.—-CASE OF JAMES CARROLL. | education be produced by the Commis- 


Mr AUSTIN (Limerick): I beg to ‘sioners of National Education in Tre- 
ask Mr, Attorney General for Ireland | and, and when will the Government Bill 
whether his attention has been called to | dealing with intermediate education be 
the case of a man named James Carroll, brought in. 
who was killed on the 15th July last year) Mp. ATKINSON: The Government 
by an accident in the discharge of his | Bij) relating to intermediate education in 
duties as employee of Messrs. Watkins | [roland will be introduced very soon after 
= ese ig west of arg > Easter. The scheme dealing with primary 
whether he is aware that this man left a | aited wit tn seady. { heme of én 
widow and three children unprovided for, | oe pnd salva vs 
and that the Court of Appeal held that | 
this case did not come within the opera- | CHAIRMEN OF IRISH COUNCILS AND 
tion of the Workmen’s Compensation Act | THE COMMISSION OF THE “PEACE. 
*Mr. FLAVIN: I beg to ask the First 
| Lord of the Treasury whether it is the 





' 
*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxviii., page 291. 











1077 
inter 
the | 
of t 
Trela 
same 


M 





matt 
the ] 


*M 
say V 
from 
they 
en t 
magi: 


[N 


MER! 


Re 
mitte: 
and a 
chant 
and ( 

Re] 
printe 

Mi 
Stand 
{No. 











Bill 
Comn 
tion u 
printe 


SELE¢ 

Mr. 
Comm 
discha 
the St 
eludin. 
ping, ¢ 
Colone 
tain F 
and ha 
Baird, 
Lees, § 
Hould 


Rep 


ME 
That 

a An A 
Counci 
other y 
and for 
[Lords 


VOL 





76 


ot 
he 
nt 


he 


Id 
he 


ad 

















1077 Barry Railway {3 APRI 


intention of the Government to restore to | 
| confer further powers upon the South- 


the Commission of the Peace the chairmen 








L 1900} (Steam Vessels) Bill. 1078 
Also, a Bill intituled, “An Act to, 


of the county and district councils in| ampton Harbour Board; and for other 


Ireland who have been removed from the | purposes.” 


same by the Lord Chancellor. 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: This 


the Lord Chancellor of Ireland. 


*MR. 
say why Irish Members are not removed | 
from the House of Commons, seeing that | 
they have also expressed their opinions | 
en the Transvaal war, as well as the | 
magistrates in question ? 


[No answer was returned. | 


is a| 
matter entirely within the discretion of | 
‘the Great Berkhampstead Waterworks 


FLAVIN: Can the First Lord | 


Southampton Harbour Bill 


_ [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “An Act for 
incorporating and conferring powers on 


Company.” Great Berkhampstead Water 
Bill { Lords]. 

Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to alter 
the capital of the New Russia Company, 
Limited ; and for other purposes.” New 


| Russia Company Bill [Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act for 
authorising the Army and Navy Invest- 


/ment Trust Company, Limited, to prepare 


MERCHANT SHIPPING (LIABILITY OF 
SHIPOWNERS) BILL. 

Reported, from the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law, etc., with Amendments 
and an Amended Title: changed to Mer- 
chant Shipping (Liability of Shipowners 
aud Others) Bill. 

Report to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 126.] 

Minutes of the Proceedings of the 
Standing Committee to be printed. 
{[No. 126.] 

Bill, as amended (in the Standing 
Committee), to be taken into considera- | 
tion upon Tuesday, 8th May, and to be 
printed. [Bill 167.] 


SELECTION (STANDING COMMITTEES). | 

Mr. WODEHOUSE reported from the 
Committee of Selection, That they had 
discharged the following Members from 
the Standing Committee on Trade (in- | 
cluding Agriculture and Fishing), Ship- 
ping, and Manufactures :—Lord Dalkeith, | 
Colonel Kenyon-Slaney, Mr. Giles, Cap- 
tain Pretyman, and Mr. J. W. Wilson; | 
and had appointed in substitution: Mr. | 
Baird, Sir Reginald Hanson, Sir Elliott , 
Lees, Sir John Colomb, and Sir William 
Houldsworth. 


Report to lie upon the Table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, | 
“ An Act to empower the Urban District | 
Council of Cowes to construct a Pier and 
other works ; to borrow moneys therefor ; 
and for other purposes.” 
[Lords]. 

VOL. LXXXI. 


Cowes Pier Bill 


{ForRTH SERIES. ] 


struct railways, waterworks, 


and carry into effect a scheme or schemes 
of arrangement with its stockholders, or 
with the holders of either class of stock, 
and to reduce its capital ; and for other 
purposes.” Army and Navy Invest- 
ment Trust Bill [Lords]. 

Also, a_ Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Barry Railway Company to 
provide and work steam vessels, and to 
subscribe to the funds of any steamship 


company; and for other purposes.” 
Barry Railway (Steam Vessels) Bill 
{ Lords]. 


Also, a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
convert the capital of the Cleethorpes Gas 


_Company ; to raise additional capital ; to 


construct works ; and for other purposes.” 
Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]. 

And also, a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
empower the District Lunacy Board for 
the Edinburgh Lunacy District to con- 
sewerage, 
and other works in the county of Linlith- 
gow ; to acquire lands for the protection 
of their water supply ; and for other pur- 
poses.” Edinburgh District Lunacy 


Board Bill [Lords]. 
COWES PIER BILL [Lords]. 


SOUTHAMPTON HARBOUR BILL 
[Lords]. 


GREAT BERKHAMPSTEAD WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 


NEW RUSSIA COMPANY BILL [Lords]. 


ARMY AND NAVY INVESTMENT 
TRUST BILL [Lords]. 

| BARRY RAILWAY (STEAM VESSELS) 

BILL [Lords]. 

| Read the first time ; and referred to the 

| Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 

2T 
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CLEETHORPES GAS BILL [Lords]. 


EDINBURGH DISTRICT LUNACY 
BOARD BILL [Lords]. 
Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


NEW BILIS. 





LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3). 
Bill to amend the Local Government 

(Scotland) Act, 1894, ordered to be 

brought in by Mr. Alexander Cross, Sir 

Charles Cameron, Sir William Priestley, 

Sir William Arrol, Dr. Farquharson, and 

Mr. Nicol. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT (No. 3) 


BILL. 

“To amend the Local Government 
(Scotland) Act, 1894,” presented, and 
read the first time ; to be read a second 
time upon Wednesday, 2nd May, and to 
be printed. [Bill 168. | 


SMALLER DWELLINGS (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to amend the law relating to the 
tenancy of Smaller Dwellings in Scotland, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Alexander 
Cross, Sir John Stirling-Maxwell, Sir 
William Arrol, Colonel Denny, Mr. John 
Wilson (Govan), Mr. Faithfull Begg, and 
Mr. T. P. O’Connor. 


DWELLINGS 
“To amend the law relating to the 
tenancy of Smaller Dwellings in Scot- 
land,” presented, and read the first time; 
to be read a second time upon Wednes- 
day, 2nd May, and to be printed. [Bill 
169.] 
TEMPERANCE REFORM, THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND). 

Bill to effect direct local control of the 
Liquor Trattic in Scotland and other 
Temperance Reforms, ordered to be 
brought in by Mr. Parker Smith, Mr. 
James Campbell, Sir Mark Stewart, Sir 
Walter Thorburn, Mr. Ure, and Mr. 
Yoxall. 


SMALLER (SCOTLAND) 


TEMPERANCE REFORM, THREEFOLD 
OPTION (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


“To effect direct local control of the 
Liquor Traffic in Scotland and other 
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| read the first time ; to be read®a second 








Temperance Reforms,” presented, and 
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time upon Wednesday, 15th May,fand to 
be printed. [Bill 170.] 


THE FAMINE IN INDIA, 
[RESOLUTION. ] 


Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) - 
In bringing forward a motion on so grave 
and so grievous a subject as the Indian 
Famine, I should like to say a few words 
on the present situation. In the first 
place I may be permitted to express my 
respectful appreciation of the efforts which 
are being put forth by high and low in 
India to meet this stupendous calamity. 
A mass of people larger than the whole 
population of Ireland are now looking to 
the Government for their daily bread, and 
the number is steadily increasing, and 
will continue to increase for the next 
three months, while no substantial harvest 
can be reaped before the month of Sep- 
tember. ‘To succour effectively such a 
helpless mass of men, women, and chil- 
dren, scattered over a vast area, is a task 
almost beyond human powers ; and we at 
home look with cordial admiration upon 
those who in India are labouring to save 
life with such untiring energy and devotion. 
But I will gofurther, and I will submit that 
the people of this country and _ the 
Members of this House have a duty to 
perform beyond that of passive spectators, 
however sympathetic. We should not 
fail to realise our responsibility towards 
the people of India. We hold these poor 
people in the hollow of our hand. The 
250 millions all put together have not as 
much control over Indian affairs as a 
single elector of the United Kingdom 
All the power rests with us, and we 
should remember that as we retain all the 
power, so we incur all the responsibility, 
and are answerable for their lives. and 
welfare. What, then, is our duty to these 
starving millions? Surely in the first 
place this great and wealthy country 


should give without stint from its. 
abundance for charitable relief. Let us. 
consider for a moment the _ present 


situation as compared with that in the 
famine of 1897. I am sorry to say 
the result is not satisfactory. At 
the beginning of April, 1897, there 
were 2,800,000 persons on the relief 
works in India, and the Mansion House: 
Fund then amounted to about £470,000. 


To-day the number on relief works is 











108 


neal 
Hou 
In 
twic 
cont 
of 9 








is il 
grea 
I do 
are | 
they 
be w 
arou: 
coun 
land 
and « 
of t 
othe 
mear 
and 
May 
work 
meet! 
publi 
subje 
suppl 
ment. 
merel 
And » 
why s 
natio1 
pool | 
propo 
made 
would 
the co 
subjec 
State 
Exche 
help. 
sugges 
Grant 
the In 
purpos 
help tl 
thems« 
comfor 
childre 
recove 
and re 
many 
sure t 
private 
this H 
confide 
mitigat 
remem 
of relie 
spread 


be rep 








080 





ond 
l to 


"e) : 
ave 
lian 
rds 
irst 
my 
ich 
in 
ity. 
ole 
4 to 
and 
und 
ext 
rest 
ep- 
| & 
hil- 
ask 
at 
0n 
ave 
on. 
hat 
the 
r to 
ors, 
not 
rds 
oor 
Che 
tL as 
$3 
om. 


the 
ity, 
and 
1ese 
first 
\try 

its. 
| US: 
sent 
the 
say 


here 
plief 
yuse: 
000.. 


gs is 

















1081 The Famine 


nearly five millions, but the Mansion 
House Fund has not yet reached £160,000. 
In other words, the need seems to be 
twice as great, but the charitable 
contributions are only about one-third 
of what they were in 1897. Why 
is it that when the need is so much 
greater the help given has been so small ? 
Ido not believe that the British people 
are less willing to relieve suffering than 
they were in 1897. But what seems to 
be wanted is a vigorous organised effort to 
arouse public sympathy throughout the 
country. There are many now in Eng- 
land—Government officers, missionaries, 
and others—who have personal experience 
of the horrors of an Indian famine ; 
others realise the present situation by 
means of letters from friends in India, 
and [ am convinced that if the Lord 
Mayor, who is ever ready for all good 
works, were asked to call a great public 
meeting, and bring before the British 
public the awful sutferings of our fellow- 
subjects in India, money would pour in to 
supplement the relief efforts of Govern- 
ment, which can do little more than 
merely keep body and soul together. 
And what we are all willing to do singly, 
why should we not do collectively as a 
nation? The Town Council of Hartle- 
pool has earned the gratitude of India by 
proposing that an Imperial Grant be 
made ; and I doubt not that such a grant 
would be generally approved throughout 


the country. In reply to questions on this | 


subject the noble Lord the Secretary of 
State for India has stated that the Indian 


Exchequer is not in immediate need of | 


help. That may be so, but my present 
suggestion is that an 


the Indian Exchequer, but for the same 
purposes as the Mansion House Fund—to 
help the classes who are not able to avail 


themselves of the relief works ; to find | 


comforts for the sick, the aged, and the 
children ; and to aid the cultivators in| 
recovering themselves after the famine, | 
and replacing the plough cattle, which in | 
many parts are almost extinct. I feel | 
sure that in appealing to public and | 
private charity I have the sympathy of | 
this House, and I therefore do it with | 
confidence. Much may thus be done to | 
mitigate the calamity. But we must | 


{3 ApriL 1900} 


Imperial | 
Grant should be given not in aid of. 
_would be obtained to make prosperous 


in India. 


}recurs. So I come to the immediate 
purpose of my present motion, and ask, 
can nothing be done by way of prevention 
to ward off such disasters in the future ? 
This is the point to which I would 
earnestly ask the attention of this 
House. Speaking broadly, the Govern- 
ment are doing all that can be done 
to mitigate the calamity by famine relief. 
But my point is that mitigation alone is 
not enough. There is a good saying that 
“prevention is better than cure”; but if 
prevention is better than cure, it is much 
better than mere mitigation. I would ask, 
then, cannot something be done before- 
hand to strengthen the weak knees of the 
ryot, and put him in a better position to 
resist when the bad time comes? If 
firmly believe that much may be done. 
I have closely studied the case of the 
ryot for the last forty years, and I am 
no pessimist regarding him. On the con- 
trary, I maintain that with a rich soil, a 
fine climate, and a peasantry skilful, in- 
dustrious and frugal, India ought to be 
the garden of the world, and to enjoy, 
under the Pax Britannica, a very large 
share of human happiness. No doubt the 
ryots are in some respects a_ feeble 
folk, but, on the other hand, they 
are strong in their skill and industry, 
and in their power to combine for 
mutual help in their ancient village com- 
munities. Holding these views, I have 
from time to time pressed for a special 
inquiry into the ryot’s economic con- 
dition and needs. And I have asked that 
this inquiry should be made in selected 
villages, because the self-contained rural 
village is the unit and microcosm of all 
India ; and if means could be discovered 
to make one village prosperous, a clue 
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the half-million or more of villages in 
which 80 per cent. of the Indian popula- 
tion is now collected. This view of the 
case suggests hope for the future. But I 
do not wish just now to talk about 
possible prosperity. The problem now 
before us is a much humbler one. It is 
to discover how the ryot, without leaving 
his village, can be kept from danger of 
starvation. With regard to this point I will 
put forward three propositions which 
will, I hope, commend themselves to all. 
The first is that the mortality in an Indian 


remember that,do what we will in the way | famine is due to the fact that the ryots 
of relief, death and suffering will be wide- | do not possess a store of food, money, or 
spread ; and the same sad experience will | credit sufficient to tide over one failure 
be repeated each time that a famine | of harvest. This proposition stands to 


2T 2 








1083 The Famine 


reason, for it is evident that the people 


{COMMONS} 


would not die of hunger if they had food | 


in their houses, or if they could buy or 
borrow it. The second proposition is that 
mortality from famine would practically 
be prevented if they had such a store of 
food, money, or credit. And my third 
proposition is that it is our duty to 
inquire why the ryots have not got this 
store, and if possible provide a remedy 
for so dangerous an economic condition. 
As regards the storage of food, we have 


the authority of the last Famine Commis- | 
sion (paragraph 592 of their Report) that | 


the custom of storing grain, as a protec- 
tion against failure of harvest, used 
to be general among the agricultural 


classes. This fact came under my 
own personal observation. In the 
earlier days of my _ service in the 


Bombay Dekhans every ryot had an 
underground store of millet put away, 
enough to keep his family for a year or 
two. This was easy, because in a 
bumper year far more of this coarse grain 
is produced than the people can consume. 
Roads and railways in those days were 


| prevention. 


few, so that there was no temptation to | 


send away the surplus produce ; and the 
grains of the millet being enclosed ina 
hard shell could be buried in the dry soil 
for considerable periods without deteriora- 
tion. The ryot, therefore acted 
Joseph did in Egypt. In the fat years 
he filled his storehouses, so that in the 
lean years there was bread for the people. 
For various reasons this excellent custom 


no longer prevails. But it seems 
well worth inquiring whether so 
simple and inexpensive a _ safeguard 


against famine might not be _re-estab- 
lished. I have long held that very 
strongly. I therefore last Thursday* put 
to the noble Lord the Secretary of State 
for India a question on the subject. I 
asked him whether he would suggest to 
the Government of India to institute, at 
a convenient time, a detailed inquiry into 
the condition and food supply of a few 


typical villages in the provinces liable to | 


famine, with a view to ascertain whether, 
by local storage of grain in times of 
plenty, and other precautionary measures, 
the economic condition of such villages 
might be so far strengthened that the 
failure of a year’s harvest would not 
bring the cultivators into danger of star- 


vation. The answer of the noble Lord 








* See page 697 of this Volume. 
Sir W. Wedderburn. 


as | 
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was not unsympathetic, and he was 
good enough to promise investigation 
into any specific question concerning 
which there is insufficiency of  infor- 
mation, with a view to the adoption 
of precautionary or economic measures, 
That was the substance of his reply. 
The objection to such an inquiry, as 
stated by the noble Lord, is that during 
the past twenty years two Famine Com. 
missions have already inquired and re- 
ported, but I would point out that the 
object of the inquiries by the Famine 
Commissions was a different one. The 
inquiries referred to mitigation and not 
Their object was to perfect 
the system of giving relief which is now 
embodied in the Indian Famine Code. 


That will be seen from the instructions 
issued to the Commissioners in the 


Secretary of State’s despatch of 23rd 
December, 1897. The Commissioners 
were there instructed to investigate the 
famine relief measures taken in 1897 in 
the several provinces, to review the 
lessons learnt from these operations, and to 
record recommendations that might prove 
useful in future famines. ‘There is 
nothing here about measures of preven- 
tion as contemplated in my _ present 
motion. As already stated, | am making 
no complaint with regard to the Famine 
Code, which is a monument of care and 
skill, but I press for the modest village 
inquiry asked for on Thursday last, as I 
believe it would result in a clearer under- 
standing of the ryot’s difficulties, and lead 
to practical measures for strengthening his 
economic position. I beg to move the resolu- 
tion standing on the Paper in my name. 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire) : 
I rise with much pleasure to second this 
motion. I do not pretend to the intimate 
knowledge of India that my hon. friend 
possesses, but I am not second to him in 
my deep interest in the welfare of its 
population. It is plain that this is the 
most awful famine of the century, and I 
am told by persons who know the facts 
well that, in spite of the utmost efforts 


'made by the Government, and the inde- 


fatigable, self-sacrificing efforts of our 
Indian administrators, some millions of 
people will perish, and that it will cost the 
Government of India eight and a half 
millions sterling. One who knows India 
well stated in my hearing that he believed 
as many lives would be lost as in the great 
| Madras famine—namely, five millions. 
| People hardly realise what these gigantic 
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figures mean. 


with their own eyes. The first letter is 
dated, ‘* Agra Medical Missionary Institu- 
tion, 27th February, 1900,” and is written 
by Colin 8. Valentine— 


“Qn Sabbath morning we had upwards 
of 3,500 poor creatures, to whom as_ usual 


we preached and distributed alms. There 
were many cases that pained me _ to 
the heart, and which when once seen 


can never be forgotten. Hundreds of poor 
houseless, homeless creatures are flocking in 
from the native States, where even the drink- 
ing water has left the wells. The accounts of 
the suffering from those parts of the country 
are truly heartrending, parents actually eating 
their own children. While all parts of the 
community are suffering, the young widows 
and children are the greatest sufferers. It is 
most pitiable to see the tiny little creatures 
lying in their mothers’ arms, far more skeletons 
than living creatures. Of course, those are 
dying by thousands. In some respects the 
condition of the young Hindu widows is even 
more sad. . 


The second letter is by Mr. L. E. Marks, 
written from Ajmere, in Rajputana, on 
the 26th February, 1900— 

“The suffering is fearful. In many places 
dead bodies may be seen lying here and there. 


Mr. Inglis has just returned from the very | 


worst district, and tells me that it was a 
common sight to see bodies being devoured by 
dogs, and that he and Dr. Huntly took a walk 
one evening and counted forty bodies, and on 
other evenings twenty, thirty-three, and so on. 
He could not go through a field without seeing 
several skeletons by the wayside, the bones 
bleaching in the sun. The Famine Commis- 
sioner saw thirty bodies in aravine in different 
stages of decomposition. We hear many other 
such stories, and we have seen sufficient to 
believe it all.” 


Ineed not harrow the House with more 
details of the same kind. This state of 
things prevails over a great district 
inhabited by forty millions of people, and 
a lesser degree of famine prevails among 
twenty millions more. I think the 
country hardly realises it, and I am sure 
a larger response would be made to the 
Mansion House Fund if the citizens of 
London knew the real state of things. 
There is much that the Government can- 
not do. It gives a bare subsistence to 
those who come to the relief works, but 
it cannot search out the high-caste women 


and children whe would rather die than | 


defile themselves by labouring with the 
lower castes. The cattle 
perished to a fearful extent. In one dis- 
trict of Rajputana 90 per cent. have died, 


{3 APRIL 1900} 


Perhaps the House will | 
allow me to read two short extracts from | 
letters describing what the writers saw | 


also have | 
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and I am told half of all the splendid 
breed of cattle in Gujerat, the Garden of 
Western India, have perished. But our 
object in this debate is to search for 
remedies, or preventive measures to 
alleviate the effects of famines which have 
now become more and more frequent. 
The House could not consider a more im- 
portant question, for the war in South 
Africa must not blind us to the para- 
mount importance of other questions. 
I believe there is one remedy, and only 
one, which can to a large extent mitigate 
famines: I refer to water storage and 
irrigation. No doubt some splendid 
works have been carried out on the basins 
of the great rivers, like that of Sir Arthur 
Cotton in the delta of the Godavery, 
where two millions of people now live in 
comfort in place of half a million of 
indigent, half-starved peasants. But we 
have done little beyond the river bottoms, 
and the great mass of the Indian popula- 
tion does not live in the river deltas. 
The famine is mainly in districts like 
Gujerat, the Central Provinces, and Raj- 
putana, where rivers are scarce, and 
canal irrigation fed by rivers is often 
impossible ; but in these districts the con- 
figuration of the country often lends itself 
to forming reservoirs during the rainy 
season. There are low hills with valleys 
or nullahs down which torrents of water 
rush during the monsoon, and where by 
damming up the watercourses there could 
often be cbtained at small expense an 
artificial lake which would irrigate by 
small canals all the surrounding country. 
It is morally certain that if we had spent 
as much on irrigation as on railways in 
the past fifty years a great part of India 
would by this time have been beyond the 
reach of famine. We have spent some 
300 millions on railways and only some 
thirty millions on irrigation. Weare spend- 
ing about one million a year on irrigation 
and eight or ten millions on railways. 
| Has not the time come to make irrigation 
‘our principal task ? We have made Egypt 
what it is by irrigation works ; let us now 
try India. The crux of all those tropical 
| countries is to get water. As John Bright 
truly stated— 


in India. 


| 


“ What you hear of as the calamity of India 
is that there is famine, and that the famine 
arises from drought; that there is a lack of 
| water, or at least a lack of water in the right 
place and at the right time. Now, what is the 
remedy? Our Government knows very well 
what the remedy is ; because what do they do? 
| Whenever there is a famine they begin to think 








The Famine 


about some manner of irrigating that particu- 
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lar district. They generally wait until the 
horse is stolen before they lock the stable door. 
Colonel Chesney says, ‘The Ganges Canal 


{COMMONS} 


f 


was the outcome of the great famine of 1838, | 


the new project in the Doab of the famine of | 


1861; the Orissa works of that of 1866. Oudh has | 


escaped famine so far, and in the Oudh no irri- 


gation works have been constructed.’ He goes | 
on to say that the Indian Government is very | 
like a father who spends a great deal on the 


doctor or the nurse if his child is ill and ready 
to die, but in ordinary times does not take the 
smallest care of him whatever, or teach him 
anything with regard to the preservation of 
his own health.” 


| The 


Our true policy is to place an engineer of | 


great eminence at the head of this De- 
partment, with as much power as Scott 
Moncrieff had in Egypt; give him a com- 
petent staff and a free hand for twenty 
years. I believe such a policy would 
revolutionise India. Unhappily there is 
no section of the British public sufficiently 
interested to press the Government on 


this subject ; but there is a powerful in- | 


terest always pressing them on the subject 
of railways. The great iron trade and 
the engineering profession bring pressure, 
which it is hard to resist, on every Indian 
Secretary, and practically his whole 
borrowing power is used up in this 
direction. Then, the Viceroys and the 
Provincial Governors do not remain long 
enough to gauge the situation so as to 
carry out a great policy. Above all 
things, continuity of policy is what is 


needed; and I would venture the sug: | 


gestion that where a Viceroy like Lord 


Curzon shows exceptional capacity, and | 


masters a huge problem like that of 


| ment demand amounts 
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our cheaper manufactures, and millions of 
small artificers are now thrown on the 
soil for maintenance. The countless 
millions of small cultivators in India are 
excessively poor. Most of them are hope- 
lessly in debt to the money-lenders; 
and when a famine year occurs they 
have no resources to fall back upon, 
When in India I met with the greatest 
complaints about the land assessments, 
natives insisted that they were 
heavily over-assessed, and when the settle- 
ment arrived they were in a state of 
terror, and had to bribe the corrupt 
under-officials to get a fair return made to 
the revenue officer. I notice that large 
additions have recently been made to the 
land assessments. The Central Provinces 
are the poorest part of India; they are 
suffering terribly from this famine, as 
they did from the last one three years 
ago, and I ask the House to listen to what 
a very able civil servant, Mr. Romesh 
Dutt, says about them— 


“In many districts in the Central Provinces 
the Government demands and obtains 60 per 
cent., plus 124 per cent. as rates, of the land- 
lords’ supposed assets. And as the landlords 
never get the high rents which the Government 
has fixed, it comes to pass that the Govern- 
sometimes to 80 or 
even 100 per cent. of the landlords’ real in- 
come. [ have instances before me in which 
| landlords have offered to surrender their pro- 
| perty, because the Government revenue de- 
| manded from them was really more than all 
| they collected from cultivators.” 


| 
| That isa very bad condition of things. 


| 


| *THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 


irrigation, he should get a second term of INDIA (Lord G. HAmiLron, Middlesex, 


office. 
India in his second term of office. There 
is nothing India needs so much as a 
strong continuous policy. A benevolent 
despotism suits Asiatics best, and 
therefore when native States happen 
to have a good ruler he is almost 
worshipped by the natives. What India 
wants is a modern Akbar. 
tion is not a panacea ; it is not applicable 
to all or nearly all the surface of India ; 
and even if it were it would not give an 
assured position to the Indian cultivators 
without moderate and fixed assessments 
of the land. 
villages. It has few industries ; 80 per 
cent. of the people live on the soil. The 
manual industries it used to have, such as 
hand-loom weaving, embroidery and brass 
work, have almost been extinguished by 


Mr. Samuel Smith. 


But irriga- | 


India is a country of rural | 


His value would be double to} Ealing): I have an explanation to give. 


| Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I __ have 
| frequently discussed the matter with Mr. 
Dutt, and I know of nobody who has a 
| more thorough grasp of the question than 
he appeared to have. The case of Madras 
| is also very bad. The Government there 
demands one-half the net produce of the 
soil, which is not to exceed one-third of 
the gross produce, with the result that 
great numbers of harsh evictions take 
place for non-payment of rent. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON : May I ask 
the hon. Member what authority he is 
now quoting from ? 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Iam quoting 
from Mr. Romesh Dutt and Mr. Rogers, 
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who have both carefully studied the case 
of Madras. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I do not wish 
to interrupt the hon. Member, and all I 
desired was to get at the source of his 
information. 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: Mr. Rogers 


is an old civil servant. 


Sirk MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 


{3 ApRIL 1900} 





GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): Is the hon. | 
| I am convinced that the two great means 


Member now quoting Mr. Rogers’s own 
words ? 


give Mr. Rogers’s figures. I find that in 
the last eleven years 151,000 cultivators 
were sold up by the Government ; and I 
am informed that in the eleven years pre- 
viously, when the cultivators were ex- 
tremely impoverished by the awful 
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they have neither money nor credit to 
fall back upon. The people of this rich 
country do not realise the excessive 
poverty of India, where in the best of 
times the average income is £2 per head 
per annum, against £36 in Great Britain. 
Lord Lawrence himself states— 


in India. 


“ The mass of people in India are so miser- 
ably poor that they have hardly the means of 
subsistence. It is as much as a man can do to 
feed his family, or half feed them, let alone 
spending money on what you would call 
luxuries or conveniences.” 


of raising the material condition of the 


. ' Indian people are, an extended system of 
Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: No; I amnot | 


giving his exact words, but I will now | 


irrigation and a moderate land settlement, 
as far as possible fixed and permanent. 
The most prosperous part of India is 
Bengal, where Lord Cornwallis gave a 


| permanent settlement at the close of last 


famine in 1876, there were no fewer than | 


840,000 defaulters. 
those figures for me, and they were taken 
from Government sources. Such a state 
of things stands self-condemned. It is 
quite impossible that the Indian peasantry 
can be prosperous under such a state of 
things. Need we wonder that the great 
bulk of them are hopelessly in debt to the 
money-lender, who often charges them 3 
per cent. per month interest ? The number 
of evictionsevery year in India is appalling, 


Mr. Rogers obtained | 


century. It wasa mistake to confine it 
to the zemindars or large landlords, and 
it has been necessary to pass various Acts 
to secure fixity of tenure and fair rents 
for the cultivators as well. But the 


broad fact remains that Bengal is more 


| the land all over India. 


‘than any part of India. 


prosperous and less troubled with famines 
Lord Canning 
recommended a permanent settlement of 
This was not 


‘adopted ; but of late years the settlements 


have in many parts been made for 
shorter periods than thirty years in 


order to squeeze more revenue. The 
‘expense of governing India is too 
great for so poor a_ population, 


and the question is how we are to improve | 


the condition of the peasantry of India. 


We shall have to devote our attention to | 
that problem, or else we shall have | 


troubles in that dependency. 
House thinks I am overstating the case, I 
will make a quotation from a source 
which the House generally will admit is 
absolutely reliable. 
James Caird. When he came home from 
Madras, about the year 1278, he put the 
whole case in a nutshell. Sir James 
Caird says— 


“The right of the cultivator to mortgage the 


public land has made him the slave of the | 


moneylender. Government rent must be paid 
on the day it becomes due. It is rigorously 
exacted by the officials, and as the money- 
lender is the only capitalist within reach, the 
cultivator gives a charge on the land, and 
hands over all his crop as a security for cash 
advances.” 


That is the condition of the great majority 
of the Indian peasants who are hopelessly 
in the hands of the moneylenders, and 


I will quote from Sir | 


If the | 


and it prevents the Government dealing 
with the land of India as the true 
interests of the people require. I dourge 
the importance of consulting more fully 
native opinion on this subject. The rulers 


of India, with the best intentions, are too 


{ 





much up in a balloon. Why do they not 
call to their aid some of the ablest of their 
native administrators, such as Romesh 
Dutt, who retired from the Indian Civil 
Service after a most honourable career, 
and whose work on India is full of 
wisdom? There is a vacancy on the 
Indian Council at present ; why not fill it 
witn such a man as Mr. Dutt, so that the 
Secretary for India may have the power of 
consulting a native of India on points which 
natives alone can perfectly understand ? 
I much fear we may go on as we are 
doing till some catastrophe wakens us up 
like that in South Africa. The govern- 
ment of India is a gigantic problem. It 
is full of difficulties and dangers little 
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dreamt of here, and the time has come when 
Parliament must face those difficulties or 
plunge into a sea of troubles. I beg to 
thank the House for listening to me so 
patiently. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“ That, in view of the grievous sufferings 
which are again afflicting the people of 
India, and the extreme impoverishment 
of large masses of the population, a 


searching inquiry should be instituted in | 


order to ascertain the causes which impair 
the cultivators’ power to resist the attacks 
of famine and plague ; and to suggest 
the best preventive measures against 
future famines.”—(Sir William I!edder- 
burn.) 


*Sir LEWIS McIVER (Edinburgh, W.) : 


I have listened with much attention to the | 


twospeeches which have just been addressed 
to the House, and I have endeavoured— 
with only very moderate sueccess—to asso- 
ciate them with the motion which they 
profess to support. The motion runs— 


“That, in view of the grievous sufferings | 
which are again afflicting the people of India, | 


and the extreme impoverishment of large 
masses of the population, a searching inquiry 
should be instituted in order to ascertain the 
causes which impair the cultivators’ power to 
resist the attacks of famine and plague; and 
to suggest the best preventive measures against 
future famines.” 


Now the mover did not expound to us 


any cases where the cultivators’ power | 
to resist the attacks of famine and plague | 


had been reduced, but devoted himself 
to an appeal, with which I am glad 


to associate myself, to the benevolence of | 


the people of this country, to assist the 
famine-stricken people of India in their 
present grievous sufferings. This is a 
most admirable object; but while I 
identify myself with the hon. Member’s 
general sentiments, they are not very 


strictly relevant to the proposition 
upon the Paper. The hon. Mem- 
ber for Flint, who followed him, 


certainly suggested some grounds for 
such an inquiry, and one has 
less difficulty in following his various 
proposals. The motion proposes an 
inquiry into the causes which impair the 
power of the cultivators to resist the 
attacks of famine and plague. That 
means an inquiry into the causes of 
famine and the condition of the people, 
and practically an inquiry into the 
enduring widespread poverty of the 
Mr. Samuel Smith. 


{COMMONS} 


{ 
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(people of India. That would open 
/up a very wide vista of inquiry 


}into nearly every branch of science, 
speculative and applied, from bacterio- 
logy to sociology and so forth. No 
doubt such an inquiry would be most 
interesting in its result, but it has already 
'begh done; in fact there is hardly 
‘any form of economic question in India 
which has not been most thcroughly 


|threshed out by competent  investi- 
gators and reported upon during 
‘the last twenty years. To do that 


all over again would not be helping the 
inhabitants of India to resist famine. We 
| have on record three famous Reports made 
by very competent bodies, and I do not 
| believe that anything can be added to 
‘what they have placed before us. We 
have the Famine Commission Report of 
1879, presided over by Sir Richard 
Strachey ; we have the Inquiry into the 
| Condition of the Poorer Classes of India 
instituted by Lord Dufferin in 1888 ; and 
we have, the latest of all, the Report of 
| the Famine Commission of 1897, presided 
over by Sir J. B. Lyall. There are 
shelves of Blue-books at the disposal of 
‘the hon. Baronet which will explain to 
him, so far as they can be explained, the 
causes of the famine. Judging by the 
way in which the hon. Baronet spoke of 
his own motion, it is not so much an 
inquiry he wants, as a_ subscription, 
and although I cannot support him so 
far as an inquiry is concerned, I will 
be delighted, according to my means, to 
assist him with the subscription. The 
great object of the hon. Member for 
Flint’s speech was to denounce the present 
system of settlement in India. I have 
always liked that speech ; I almost know 
that speech by heart, although I must 
| say I admired it more in its original form 
|whenit was delivered by Mr. Romesh 
| Chunder Dutt inthe North-West Provinces 
of India last year. But even in its 
‘latest edition the speech contains 
evidence of the eloquence, ingenuity and 
experience of its original author. It con- 
sists, as the hon. Member indicated, of an 
‘indictment against the present system of 
'settlement in India, and the purport of 
‘what the hon. Member conveyed to us 
/was that there should be a permanent 
| settlement for all the ryot-wari and corre- 
sponding tenures throughout India. The 


hon. Member has, apparently, a passion for 
| PP y 
| permanency. 


He wants a permanent 
settlement and a permanent Viceroy, com- 
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bined with irrigation works where 
experts say they are impossible anu 
would be useless. I hope he will not be 
offended if I describe that as a somewhat 
crude proposal at its best, and one not 
likely to be of any practical benefit to the 
people of India as a whole. Any such 
inquiry into existing settlements in India 
would be a superfluity, because there is a 
permanent inquiry going on every year, 
and all the year, conducted by a most 
skilled and, [ believe, just Department, 
who have absolutely no other motive 
than to seek a just settlement in accor- 
dance with well-defined principles. The 
primary fact which this House must con- 
sider in connection with the settlement 
between the Government and the ryots is 
that there is absent from the picture that 
important figure, the landlord. Over 
the greater part of India the landlord 
does not exist except in so far as the 
whole of the people of India are the land- 
lords of the soil. Therefore the only 
persons that can be interested 
enhancement of land assessment in any 
one locality in India are the inhabitants 
of all the other localities, and with the 
Settlement Department—consisting of ex- 
perienced, skilled and just officials, 
into whose operations 
specially ordered, and who are supervised 
by Boards of Revenue and Local Govern- 


1093 


ments, as well as by the Government of | 


India and the Home Government—there 
can be no motive to enhance assessment 
and no object either in over-assessing or 
under-assessing. I do not for a moment 


suggest that the Settlement Department 


is perfect; no Department is perfect ; 
and when we realise that the Settlement 
Department is engaged over an area of 
225,000,000 of acres, including 25,000,000 
to 30,000,000 of holdings, to assume that 
there would not be instances of over- 
assessment and under-assessment would 
be to assume what would be superhuman. 
With regard to the special cases men- 
tioned by the hon. Baronet, I can only 
say that, in my opinion, to use a familiar 
expression, his informants were “ pulling 
his leg,” seeing that settlements are made 
generally for thirty years, and only in 
certain parts of India for twenty years. 
Then with regard to the Central Provinces, 
to which he specifically referred, he stated, | 
on the authority of Mr. Romesh Chunder | 
Dutt, that the money taken from the land- | 
owners amounted to 60 per cent 80 per | 
cent., and even 100 per cent of the} 


{3 APRIL 1900} 


in the) 


inquiries are 


‘the assessment of Tanjore. 
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gross produce, and that most of the 
cultivators were anxious to surrender 
their holdings. The average assess- 
ment of land in the Central Provinces 
is 6} annas per acre, and the estimated 
annual value of produce per acre is 
8 rupees, so that so far from taking 60 
per cent., or 80 per cent., or 100 
per cent., less than one-eighteenth is 
taken on the estimate I have just 
given. Looking at it from another point 
of view, how can it be contended that the 
Government take from the cultivators in 
the Central Provinces more than one-sixth, 
when, as a matter of fact, the export 
returns show that in an ordinary year 
more than six times the value of the 
total Government assessment is actually 
exported in agricultural produce, without 
taking into account the food for eleven 
millions of people and their cattle ? 
Sir Anthony Macdonell—perhaps the 
greatest authority on the subject— 
stated that at a moderate estimate 
the assessment of the Central Provinces 
does not exceed 4 per cent. The hon. 
Member referred to Madras. I have no 
word of disrespect for the Mr. Rogers 
whom he mentioned. I was associated 
with the collection of revenue in Madras 
thirty years ago, and I have maintained 
my association with it since, but I have 
never heard the gentleman’s name. He 
must be slightly pre-historic, and there- 
fore not a good authority on current 
affairs. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: He is a 
retired Bombay official. 


*Sir LEWIS McIVER: Quite so, and 
I therefore hesitate to accept as authori- 
tative his opinion on Madras, because, as 
the hon. Member knows, no self-respect- 
ing Madras official is going to take the time 


of day from Bombay. The grievance of Mr. 


Romesh Chunder Dutt and Mr. Rogers 
is apparently the alleged enhancement of 
The people 
of Tanjore may believe they have a griev- 
ance. A few weeks ago, when the income 
tax was increased in this country, people 
were inclined to complain, from the 
exclusively selfish and personal point of 
view, but from the broader point of 
view, the country recognised that in a 
crisis like the present the income tax- 
payers were better able to bear the 
burden than any'other part of the com- 
munity. That is precisely the case in 
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Tanjore. 
smiling garden in all British India. It 
has a most superb system of irrigation, 
and in times of famine it remains as green 
as Colombo. Its area is about 2,700 
square miles, with a population of about 
two and a quarter millions, which it bears 
lightly : that is, about 600 to the square 
mile, or one-fifth more than the density of 
the population in England. A famine in 
the neighbourhood is a distinct blessing to 
Tanjore, because it means a higher price 
for grain. It was found by the Settle- 
ment Department that it was under- 
assessed, and in order to redress the 
balance, and in order that the inhabitants 
might not be let off too cheaply at the 
expense of their less highly favoured 
neighbours, the assessment was raised. 
The hon. Member would appear to advo- 
cate a reversion to the old inequitable 


method by which the rich would escape | 


paying their due share to the general 
revenue of the country, and so throw 


an undue burden on the poor. I 
am myself satisfied that even if 
the case of the impaired power of 


the cultivator to resist the attacks 
of famine and plague were proved 
up to the hilt, it could not be laid at the 
door of the Settlement Department. I 
do not claim that that Department is 
infallible, but beyond all question it is 


perpetually endeavouring to amend the | 


settlement, and to bring it as near per- 
fection as possible. But, Sir, is the 
allegation in the motion, that the cultiva- 
tors’ power to exist has recently been 
impaired, proved at all? Is it true? I 
maintain that it is not true. I would be 


the last to attempt to minimise the poverty | 
and the sufferings of the people of India. | 


Poverty with them is a 
factor, and that it is an_ irremedi- 
able factor is only too probable. 
No one who knows the country would 
ever attempt to understate the amount of 
poverty existing there. With a teeming 
and growing population on ungrateful soil, 
under no conceivable circumstances can the 
lives of the people be anything but hard. 
An existence which is but “a long-drawn 
question betwixt a crop and a crop” is 
hardly the ideal of comfort. When to 
that situation you add an_ uncertain 
rainfall, a treacherous climate which is a 
perpetual vehicle of epidemic disease, and 
when it is remembered also that many of 
the smaller economies and savings in 


permanent 


good years, which are possible to the | 


Sir Lewis McIver. 


{COMMONS} 


Tanjore is perhaps the most | ! 
| devoured by the draconic effects of the 


‘a better house than his fathers. 
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corresponding classes in this country, are 


customary law with reference to marriages 
and other ceremonies, it will be evi- 
dent that life in such a country can- 
not possibly be anything else but hard, 
In all their sufferings from plague and 
pestilence the people of India have an 
irresistible claim upon our sympathy, our 
consideration, and our assistance. And I 
am proud to think that the history of the 
last few years has shown that the people 
of this country do not shirk that responsi- 
bility of those claims on their generosity, 
Nor do I believe that the appeal which is 
now being made for assisting the famine- 
stricken districts of India can possibly 
fail. At the same time a great mistake 
would be made and no good be done to 
the people of India by exaggerating the 
evils from which they suffer. The pro- 
position is that, from one cause or another, 
and probably in great measure by the 
action of the Government of India, the 
Indian cultivator’s power to resist famine 


‘has been impaired, compared with what it 


formerly was. Well, | am bound to say 
I do not believe that that is the case. 
All the available evidence we have of a 
thoroughly trustworthy nature makes in 
the opposite direction. The mass of 
evidence to the contrary is not mere 


hearsay or gossip, but is given 
on the authority of those whose 


business it is to give us the facts. In the 
first place, there is no doubt that the 
great majority of the people of India are 
much better off than they were thirty, 
or even ten years ago. Judged by any 


standard you choose, the health of the 


people and capacity to resist famine, so 
far from having been impaired, have been 
increased. Tested hy the progress of 
population, by the price of land, by the 
increased extent of land under cultivation, 
by the rate of wages, by the growth of 
revenue, by the habits and conditions of 
the people, by their increasing comforts 
and even luxuries, their capacity has not 
suffered during the last few years; and 
so. far from being in a worse position to 
meet famine they are year by year getting 
into a better position. You find that “the 
average Villager eats more food and _has 
To a 
considerable extent brass or other metal 
vessels have taken the place of coarse 
earthenware vessels”; and the family 
possess more clothes. The land-owning 
and land-holding classes are “ undoubtedly 
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better off.” The market price of land has | cent., but in the following decade it in- 
advanced in every province, and it “is from | creased by 144 percent. In Madras, in 
three times to ten times greater per acre | the first period, the population decreased 
thanit was thirty yearsago.” The wages of | by 1°35 per cent., and in the second 
skilled labour have increased considerably, | period it increased by 15°58 per cent. In 
and in many places—for example, where | Mysore the population decreased in the 
railways have been built—the wages of un- | first period 17:19 per cent., and increased 
skilled labour have also increased.* Then | in the second period by 18-09 per cent. 
it is said by the Government, after close | This shows that the effect of a famine upon 
inquiry, that “it is quite certain that an | population is practically non-existent after 
Indian province and the Indian adminis- | aninterval often years. Anotherindication 
tration are now better prepared to meet a | of the want of effect of famine upon the 
famine than they were thirty years ago.”+ | wealth of India is to be found in the 
It is also pointed out that the famines of revenue. In 1894-5 the revenue was 
1770, 1803, 1833, 1837, 1841, were “far | Rx94,814,000; in 1895-6 it had risen to 
more disastrous to the general prosperity | Rx97,977,000._ Then came the famine 
of the country ” than that of 1876-8. In| year, when it fell to Rx93,586,000 ; but 
1877-8 “the facts testify to a remarkable | in the very next year, without any in- 
development of the power of the agricul-| crease of taxation, and with a good 
tural classes to resist and recover from | deal of remission, the revenue rose to 
the effects of unfavourable seasons.”{ The | Rx96,139,000. In addition to increased 
Report upon the famine of 1897-8 states | personal prosperity, the capacity of the 
expressly that— | people of India to resist famine is further 
“OF | : eee , ; assisted by the elaborate system of 
ate years, owing to the high prices, | (, : valiant 3 ne eer 

there has been a considerable increase in the | Government relief in the famine-stricken 
incomes of the land-holding and cultivating | districts, and by the enormously improved 
classes, and their standard of comfort and |means of communication. I was very 
Hs na amr he oo ache ba = dered much amazed to hear so irrational a view 
ne aiue of their tenures their credit | tom the hon. Member for Flint, as when 


has also expanded. During the recent famine : 2 
these classes, as a rule, have therefore shown he advocated increased expenditure on 


greater power of resisting famine, either by | canals ratherthan railways. Why, the rail- 
drawing on savings, or by borrowing, or by | ways have beenthesalvation ofthe country. 
reduction of expenditure, than in any previous | Darwiesiy the rate of communicakion in 
period of scarcity of like severity.’”’§ 6 prs Meendber-cltg on wie 
P ; India was ten miles a day, but it is now at 
In connection with all that, the House the rate of four hundred a day, and at 
will remember that the population test— | one-sixth of the old cost. In 1877 four 
that is, the effect or absence of effect of | railway lines carried 4,000 tons of food 
famine on the population—affords evidence | per day into the famine tracts—a day’s 
in the same direction. In the last thirty meal for seven million people. I do not 
years the population has increased by | think hon. Members will suggest that the 
, : : : : 
70,000,000—and it continues to in-| conveyance of food to save an immense 
crease at a rate in excess of any | population from famine would be at all 
ry - ae > cer - Ag. ’ as va ‘ £ | . . . 
European country, except Great Britain adequate but for the railways in India. 
and Prussia. Notwithstanding the losses | To-day in the North-West Provinces and 
from famine and the consequent loss of | in Oudh, except in the Himalayas and the 
fecundity, the rebound of pepeiation: | itt tracts south of Mirzapore, there is 
immediately after a famine is most extra- | no village more than forty miles from a 
ordinary. The most striking instances | railway station.* I would call the atten- 
of this, which I remember, are furnished | tion of the House particularly to another 
by Bombay, Madras, and Mysore. In| important result in the extension of rail- 
Bombay in the decade 1871-81 the popu- | ways. In the famine of 1896 there wasa 
lation increased only at the rate of 1 per | uniform level of prices of food throughout 
: -— | India, in the famine districts as well as in 
*See Memorandum on Results of Indian th te ei: “Th t fact 1 5 4 ld 
Administration, page 27. | ovner a tg at tac ue one be 
t Ib., page 28. | Suggest t 1e proposition that nowadays 
he A OE Oe eC famine in India is not a local food 
Taare Yad tn Penne Kis. | famine, but a local wage famine. We 


February, 1880, quoted in Report of Famine 
Commission, 1880, page 30. alii are told by the hon. Baronet who proposed 


§ Quoted in Moral and Material Progress of ~ * See Memorandum on Results of Indian 
India, 1897-8, page 28. Administration, page 22. 
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this resolution that one of the causes of | racing tapes at the Reform Club. The 


the sufferings of the people in India is the 


truth is that storage is an archaic and 


abandonment of the old fashion of private | wasteful practice in these days of rapid 


storage. 


But that is a phenomenon that | turnover. Inabsolute peace the ryot finds it 


is occurring in most countries of the world, | far more profitable to sell his crop and buy 
and is only an indication of advanced civi- | the grain for food as he wants it. I regret 


lisation. 


The hon. Baronet will remember | to have occupied the time of the House so 


that in his youth in Scotland people used | long. [Hon. Members : No, no !] But I am 


to lay in a store of meal, and hung up | 
’ oD 


their mutton hams from the rafters in the | 


kitchen, against the isolation of winter, 


! 


when there was no railway or any other | 
| what useful purpose a motion of this 


assured form of communication. In 


many parts, both in England and Ireland, | 


similar precautions had to be taken. 


Elsewhere people stored food when there | 
| been having a futile discussion on a 
| state of things which is non-existent, with 


was a danger of prolonged isolation by 
war, famine, or snow. But the whole 


tendency in this matter, with improved | 
means of communication, is the abandon- | 


ment of private storage. Take 
average London household. 


years ago the thrifty housewife laid in an 


the | 
Not many | 


bound to say that, taking the motion as 
it stands on the Paper, and the speeches 
which have been addressed to the 
House in support of it, I cannot see 


kind can serve, unless it be to bring 
Indian debates in this House into 
even further discredit. Here we have 


a view to obtaining an inquiry which 
has already been made over and over 
again. I contend that the Government 
of India has always in the past sympa- 


| thised, and does now sympathise deeply, 


eighteen months supply of composite | 
candles ; but she no longer does so, because | 
sheknows that round the cornershecan get, | 


at any moment, all the seasoned candles 
she wants. Formerly the average middle- 
class Londoner laid in a store of wine, 
but he finds no necessity for that nowa- 


days, because he knows he can get it in any 


quantity at the stores, 


with our Indian fellow-subjects in the 
sufferings which plague and famine have 
inflicted upon them, and, in the words of 
my Amendment, it “may be safely left 


_to that Government to carry out any 


| modification 


of the land tenure and 


‘iudustrial system which experience may 


It is the same | 


with private storage of perishable goods | 


all over the world. 


The one exception I | 


have heard of to the universal law is in | 
those tracts of this country recently | 


endowed with Sunday closing, where, I 


understand, the practice has grown up of | 


storing a week’s supply of ardent spirits 
for one day’s—Sunday’s—consumption. 
The point is that railways have rendered 
private storage unnecessary. In 


India | 


the railway which takes away the grain | 


of last year’s crop brings it back as easily ; | 


and why should the cultivator keep his | 
crop at the risk of destruction by fire or | 
rats when he can take advantage of the | 


market and hold his crop in money, which 


he can use either in paying his debts | 


or in lending at usury to his friends ? | 


The hon. Baronet speaks of the ryot of 
to-day as if he were stil! down-trodden by 
Mussulman armies and obliged to store 
against war and famine. British peace 
and British locomotives have changed all 
that. The ryot is an extremely shrewd 
person. He reads the latest market quo- 
tations, printed in the vernacular, with 
quite as much, or even greater, interest 
than the hon. Member for Flint read the 


Sir Lewis McIver. 





have shown to be likely to mitigate the 
effects of famine and epidemic disease.” 
I am satisfied that they are giving the 
most anxious care to the matter, and I 
am also satisfied that the people of India 
know this, and gratefully appreciate it. 


' I am not one of those who hold that the 


people of India love us, but I know that 


‘they believe we are doing our best to 


serve them, and that the government 
under which they now live is a better, 
purer, and juster government than they 
have ever known. I am perfectly satisfied, 
also, that there is no desire in India for 
any such inquiry as is suggested by the 
hon. Baronet. If any proof of that is 
wanted I should like to refer this 


/House to the recent extraordinary and 


practically unanimous outburst _ of 
loyalty which has come from every 
class and every caste of India—from 
Rajput prince to Madras ryot, and from 
every district from Peshawar to Cape 
Comorin. In private and in public, by 
spoken and written word, this astonishing 
and practically unsuspected sentiment has 
found the most unrestrained expression, 
and this from a population which, in the 
last few years, has been submitted to re- 
peated and combined invasion of plague, 
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pestilence, and famine in forms and of a 
severity hitherto unknown. Under these 
circumstances no one need have wondered 
if the population of that afflicted de- 
pendency had stood gloomily aloof; but 
instead there has been a demonstration 
such as the most experienced of 
Anglo-Indians would never have ven- 
tured to predict. And that fact alone 
is a better reply to the charges 
of extortionate assessment and neglected 
duty which we have heard of to-day than 
any amount of statistics and counter 
arguments. I beg to move the Amend- 
ment standing in my name. 


*Srr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I rise, Sir, to second the Amend- 
ment just proposed by my hon. friend the 
Member for West Edinburgh. I am grati- 
fied that the appalling calamity which has 
once again overtaken the poor ryots of 
India is made the subject of a debate 
in this House, although it is not 
likely that the motion in the form 
in which it is submitted for con- 
sideration, or the speeches made in 
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whatsoever, is entitled to the sympa- 
thetic and serious attention of this 
House; and for me, especially, it is 
a bounden duty to carefully study 
and support every endeavour to find out 
any as yet undiscovered causes which 
are calculated to suggest preventive 
measures against their recurrence. In 
doing so, however, one has to recollect 
that numerous inquiries by Committees 
and Commissions have already been made, 
embracing the whole scope of the causes of 
the famines as well as of measures for 
their prevention. Still, any new sugges- 


in India. 


_ tions that might be offered would be worth 
| considering, and therefore I have atten- 


support of it, will furnish much light | 


and leading to those engaged in the 
administration of the country, and whose 


duty it is to devise methods for the | 


prevention of future famines. 
to the absence of a meeting at the 
Mansion House, and to the comparatively 
slender response made to the Famine 


Owing | 


Relief Fund opened by the Lord Mayor, | 


the impression was gaining ground both 


here and in India that the British public | 


was at present too much engrossed 
in the operations in South 
to take sufficient note of the gigantic 


Africa | 
| Inquiries of 


. . . | 
misfortune from which our Indian fellow- 


subjects were suffering. 
of genuine sympathy used in the course 
of this debate will go far to reassure 
poor sufferers that the British nation 
neither indifferent to their woes, 
oblivious to their wants, and I trust the 
discussion will serve to place before the 
public here such full information on those 


was 


The expressions | 
| again, and the Library of this House is 
the | 


tively listened to the eloquent speeches 
made in support of the motion. The only 
ground which the hon. Baronet who moved 
it could urge for a fresh inquiry was that 
the former practice of storing millet or 
other grain had been given up by the ryot, 
and that a thorough analysis of the 
causes of the abandonment of this prac- 
tice on data supplied by inhabitants of 
villages would furnish information as to 
why the cultivator is powerless to resist 
the attacks of famine. I deny, Mr. 
Speaker, that that is a sufficient argu- 
ment for a fresh inquiry. A journal 


which is in the habit of reproducing 
faithfully the hon. Baronet’s views ex- 
pounds his argument in these words— 
|“ Famine is universally deplored, but 
the possibility of a remedy depends on our 
knowledge of Indian poverty and _ its 


causes.” If this is what is intended by 
the fresh inquiry, then I maintain 
there is no adequate case made out 
for the House to accept the motion. 
a most searching and 
comprehensive nature, including  tbis 
point, have been made over and over 


full of Reports dealing exhaustively with 


the whole subject of famines, their causes 


nor | 


points as will arouse one of those generous | 


responses which Englishmen are always 


ready to make to the piteous ery for relief | 


from a calamity of such vast magnitude. 
The Amendment proposed by my hon. 


friend is well calculated to serve this | 
purpose, and I have therefore no_hesi- | 


tation in seconding it. 
made to protect India against the 
Visitations 


Every attempt. 


of famine, by any means, 


and their remedies, which it would take 
half a lifetime to read and to digest. It 
is often urged as a reason for a “ village” 
inquiry, such as is suggested by the hon. 
Baronet, that the British administrator is 
not in touch with the masses of India, 
that he does not know their wants and 
wishes and habits, and that an inquiry 
by natives from natives is the only means 
of arriving at the elementary truth on 
these points. A reference to the Reports 
in the Library, comprising numerous 
statements and memoranda on _ these 
subjects both by Englishmen and Indians, 
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official and non-official, would prove that 
this is not the case. What could be more 
full, more descriptive of the economic 
condition and habits and necessities of 
the ryot, than the results embodied in 
the minutes and memoranda of men like, 
say, Sir James Peile, who, in the course 
of their long careers extending over thirty 


and forty years, had become intimately | 


acquainted with the mode of life and 
circumstances of the ryots? Again, 
Mr. Speaker, the contributions to this 
vast subject by intelligent native gentle- 
men are not few. I hold in my hand 
a book entitled “ Progress of the Madras 
Presidency in the last forty years,” 
by Dewan Bahdur Srinivasa, which is a 
very mine of information on the very 
subjects on which a fresh inquiry is 
sought. The author is a highly-educated 
native gentleman, who, having served for 
many years with distinction in our 
service, and again as Minister ofa large 
native State, brings to his task the com- 
bined experience of British and native 
rule, and is capable of expressing opinions 
on almost every subject connected with 
such an inquiry. ‘The present, like many 


previous famines, unfortunately spreads 
over extensive areas in native States. 
Their enlightened rulers, such asthe Chiefs 


of Baroda and Junagadh and Bhavnagar 


and other territories, are, with the help of | 


their own intelligent officers, doing their 
very best to cope with the sufferings of 
the famine-stricken poor. In these States, 
at all events, if not within the British 
territory, any new inquiry on the lines 
now suggested by the hon. Baronet would 
very soon be instituted if it was felt that 
there was any new cause to discover or a 
new remedy to apply in order to prevent 
and eombat the evil. But no such 
attempt is made, or even suggested. Nor 
is there any call made from any quarter 
or community in India, British or native, 
for a fresh inquiry. 
immediate action, not inquiry. It is 
admitted generally, and on both sides 


of the House it is often suggested, | 
that an easy means to postpone action | 
is to) 

the | 


evident facts 


While 


on ascertained or 
order a fresh inquiry. 


dilatory inquiry lasts, those whose duty | 


it is to act find it convenient, in fact are 
called upon, to slacken their active and 
responsible functions in that connection. 
We have before us already all the large 
discussions relating to the causes and reme- 
dies of famines in their various bearings. 


Sir Mancherjee Bhownaggree. 
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There is the much-debated question of 
land assessments, the scarcely less contro- 
|versial one of irrigation, and, more 
| important than any, the question of the 
'elementary, agricultural, and _ industrial 
| education of the masses. All these await 
| solution in actual practice in a greater or 
| lesser degree. Especially with regard to 
the last-named, the educational question, 
there is a consensus of opinion which 
makes immediate activity possible. In 
looking over a good deal of the famine 
literature to which I have referred, I find 
numerous competent authorities, both 
English and Indian, advocating the spread 
of agricultural instruction and of the 
elementary education of the masses. 
They all strongly advocate the 
extension of industrial training. 
It has been urged against me, since | 
first mooted in this House the question of 
industrial and technical education, that it 
had grown into a “hobby” withme. Be 
that as it may, the position, to my mind, 
is plain with regard to its bearing on 
the famine. In a country where 90 per 
cent. of its vast population is engaged in 
agricultural occupations and others sub- 
sidiary thereto, no wonder that the first 
touch of famine or even scarcity makes 
them helpless. When the land denies its 
sustenance, vast numbers of the people 
succumb, Is it not time some means 
were adopted to lighten this burden upon 
the soil? If we could withdraw evena 
small percentage of this population from 
entire dependence on agricultural occupa- 
tion, and divert it to other pursuits, 
we should, on the one hand, lessen the 
pressure on the soil, and, on the other, 
enhance the pewer of the proportion 
so withdrawn to increase the wealth 
of the country by working at more 
profitable and less uncertain industries, 
and thus augmenting the purchasing 
capacity of the poorer classes. These are 
remedies which require not any further 
‘inquiry, but immediate action on the part 
_of the administrators in India. In the 
face of these facts, to order some vague 
research to ascertain new causes of the 
famine would not only be a fruitless 
task, but imply a reflection, if not a 
reproach or censure, on our Viceroys and 
| Governors and responsible officers, both 
European and native. It would be tan- 
|tamount to telling them that they had, 
during the long period of our rule in 
India, failed to find out even those 
|elementary causes of famines, and 
\ 
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neglected to adopt the equally easy 
means of preventing them which, to the 
advocates of the motion, seem to lie on the 
surface. Surely the House will express 
no such opinion or accept the grave 
responsibility of pronouncing such a cen- 
sure. What it has to do is to express 
approval of the manner in which the 
supreme and provincial Governments in 
India have tried to grapple with the 
calamity, and particularly to show its 
appreciation of the efforts of Lord Curzon 
to deal with the larger questions I have 
enumerated, especially that relating to 
industrial education. For these reasons, 
Mr. Speaker, I have consented to second 
the Amendment in preference to giving 
my support to the motion. As 
stated at the commencement of my 
speech, I am glad that this discussion has 
taken place, as it will not only convey 
to the distressed people of India a mes. 
sage of hearty and ample sympathy 
from the English nation in their sore 
trial, but will impress on the latter the 
great extent of the suffering which 
awaits succour. I trust the Lord Mayor 
may yet see his way to convening a 
public meeting ; and, further, that Her 
Majesty’s Government will, on recon- 
sideration, feel justified in appealing to this 
House to make an Imperial grant. There 
may be considerations against granting 
such a Vote. There might be the fear of 
creating a precedent. But the circum- 
stances under which the House would be 
called wpon to vote such a grant are ex- 
ceptional, and this is not the time to 
minutely weigh such considerations in 
the face of so grave a disaster. All 
possible objections can be well guarded 
against by allowing it to be explicitly 
understood that the grant was an offer to 
India of British sympathy in a time of 
exceptional trouble, and any such Vote 
need not form a precedent in future. If 
such a grant is proposed, I, for one, would 
heartily support it. I beg, Sir, to second 
the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out from the word ‘That,’ to the 
end of Question, in order to add the words 
‘this House, while deeply sympathising with 


its Indian fellow-subjects in the sufferings | 


which plague and famine have inflicted upon 
them, is of opinion that it may safely be left to 
the Government of India to carry out any 
modification of the land tenure and industrial 
system which experience may have shown to be 
likely to mitigate the effects of famine and 
epidemic disease.’””—(Sir Lewis McIver.) 
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Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed to be left out stand part of the 
| Question.” 


*Mr. MACLEAN (Cardiff): The mover 
;and seconder of the Amendment have 
treated the motion of the hon. Member 
for Banffshire as if it were equivalent to 
a vote of censure on the Indian adminis- 
‘tration. I have listened carefully to the 
conciliatory speech of the hon. Member 
for Banffshire, and I heard nothing ‘that 
was not moderate and reasonable. He 
certainly did not attempt in any way to 
find fault with the Indian administration. 
We all acknowledge that the Indian 
Government is doing an exceedingly good 
work in coping with the famine. We all 
say that the labours of the Indian Govern- 
ment are devoted, with the most self- 
denying efforts, to saving millions of 
people from a cruel death by starvation. 
What we do complain of is that it has 
become too much the habit of the Indian 


a) . > 
'Government and of the India Office to 


treat any famine as an act of God for 
which nobody was responsible, and as if 
there were no deep causes which bring 
about famines of this kind, and that those 
causes ought not to be inquired into with 
the view to providing a permanent 
remedy for this deplorable state of things. 
My hon. friend the Member for Bethnal 
Green said there was no need for further 
inquiry. 


*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: I said it had been made over and 
over again. 


*Mr. MACLEAN: And that there are 
volumes and volumes in this House of the 
experience gained by these Commissions. 
| But is there not an inquiry now going on 
| by means of a Royal Commission? We 
| know that a Commission has been sitting 
|for many years. It has lasted nearly as 
| long as the walls of Troy or the trial of 
| Warren Hastings, and if we may believe 
| the rumours that reach us, it is going to 
present some feeble and futile report, show- 
ing that it is inadequate to deal with the 
great problems committed to its charge. 
The India Office is an admirable institu- 
tion, but it seems to me to take a far too 
optimistic view of its own administration 
of India. During the past few years we 
have had all sorts of calamities in India 
| —plague, famine, pestilence and war have 
| all claimed their victims in thousands and 
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tens of thousands—but all that does not 
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are distinguished by too frequent and 


disturb the serenity of the noble Lord the | too self-complacent references, I think 


Secretary of State for India. He comes 
down here and takes a rosy view of the 
state of affairs there. He surveys the 


whole area of his administration, and pro- | 


nounces it to be very good. The right 


hon. Gentleman the Member for East Wol- | 


verhampton has often given this House 
proofs of the very sincere and earnest 
sympathy he feels with the people of 
India, and has gained himself great 
honour on that account, but I am not in- 
clined to go all the way with him when he 
comes down here and pronounces the 
Government of India to be the discreetest, 
wisest, and virtuousest and best Govern- 
ment that ever existed. We do not expect 
toget much enlightenment fromthe Indian 
Government on this question. Do we ever 
guess, is there ever any means of guessing, 
what is the state of public opinion out 
there ? Myhon. friend the Member for West 


Edinburgh spoke of the recent display of | 


loyalty in India, but everybody knows 
that the offers of help were made by the 
Indian princes, who owed to us the 
security of their immense dominions, and 
by wealthy citizens in the great towns 
who had grown prosperous under our 
rule. The great bulk of the population 


held entirely aloof from any movement | 
Public opinion no longer | 


of that kind. 

exists in India. 
speech out there. 
couple of years ago, when all India was 
ringing with censure of that inglorious 
campaign, one public servant had the 


There is no freedom of 


temerity to come forward and _ re-echo | 


those criticisms at a public meeting, and 
immediately the Government of India 


issued a ukase, saying that any public | 


servant who presumed to criticise his 
superiors in that way would be publicly 
censured by the Government. 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Hear, hear! 


*Mr. MACLEAN : That is the kind of | 


régime the noble Lord is prepared to 
defend; and how can we hear free 
criticism when that goes on? Why, the 


public servants of India used to be proud | 


of their freedom and independence, and 
now we have an absolute prohibition of 
anything like freedom of speech. Instead 
of that we get copious telegrams of great 
tours by the Viceroy of India. These 
come to us every day in the news- 
papers, and we have speeches which 
Mr. Maclean. 


After a frontier war, & | 


to the perfect wisdom and virtue of 
the Government of India. That is the 
| sort of expression of public opinion that 
comes to us from that country. The 
| other day the Viceroy made a speech—a 
very eloquent speech, as usual—in which 
| he said that the first and greatest duty 
of the Government of India was to make 
the people committed to their charge 
/more contented, more prosperous, and 
happier people than they were before, 
and this sentiment came at the end of a 
| speech in which he announced that five 
millions of that happy people were de- 
|pendent on the Government for relief, 
‘and were hovering on the verge between 
life and death, and that it was a great 
problem how the population could be 
maintained in that way. Well, I think 
all these statements do not represent 
public opinion in India in the very least. 
We have to go further to feel what is the 
condition of that people, and what are the 
true causes of what my hon. friend the 
Member for Banffshire calls the extreme 
impoverishment of the people of that 
'country—of the great agricultural popu- 
lation who form the bulk of the people of 
India. Many specious «arguments have 
been used by the hon. Member for West 
Edinburgh to show that the people of India 
are very much better now than they used 
to be. I returned to India after an 
absence of twenty years, and I must say 
that one thing that struck me most 
forcibly was the listless, apathetic and 
really despairing attitude of the people 
in the face of the many calamities which 
_have overtaken them. The element of 
hope which consoles us in so many mis- 
fortunes was absent, they had ceased to 
|believe in the power of the British 
Government. Their state of misery was 
‘intense, and they had nothing to look 
‘forward to. What are the causes 
‘that lead to this lamentable state of 
affairs 2? What is the true economic state 
of India? Iwish to say a few words first 
| of what I think are the real causes of that 
impoverishment. First of all, I think it 
lies in the heavy taxation of the people. 
|The salt tax is oppressive, and the land 
tax is even a greater burden on the 
people. One often hears the objection 
raised by official optimists with regard to 
| the land revenue that it is not a land tax 
| 
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at all, and that it is only rent. But 
this distinction is merely a play upon 
words. The money is taken from the 
people whether you call it rent or tax, 
You take £30,000,000 a year from them 
in the name of land revenue. On looking 
at the statistical abstract I found that the 
land revenue has increased by £3,000,000 
a year, and except in times of famine it 
is never lower, and then only temporarily. 
That is a very bad thing for any Govern- 
ment to do. The State is the worst 
absentee landlord you could possibly find 
anywhere. A great landlord takes a large 
rent from his farmers, but he spends a 
great deal of money on the land. It 
comes back to the land in one shape or 
another, but the State that collects the 
rent takes the money away from the land 
and spends it in warlike preparations or 
in maintaining the India Office on an ex- 
travagant scale, and it does not come back 
to the land. The farmers are cruelly im- 
poverished by the abstraction of this 
enormous amount of money every year. 
[tis also the case that all the resources of 
India may be said to be mortgaged to 
this country. I know it is urged that 
ndia must prosperous because 
ihere is a very active trade being 
carried on with that country. You 
ay, “ Look at the enormous imports and 
‘xports and the quantity of treasure that 
yours into India. All that means that 
he people must be much better off than 
ormerly.” That is all beside the actual 
wosition of the cultivator of the country. 
he truth is that all the great businesses 
in India are carried on by Englishmen. 
All the shipping trade is in the hands of 
Englishmen, and all the railways are 
managed by Englishmen. All the banks 
are in the hands of Englishmen, and 
nearly all the great industrial institutions 
f one kind or another are in the hands 
£ Englishmen. We have perfect armies 
men, either in the Government service 
x in individual enterprise, all flourishing 
mt there, drawing high salaries, all saving 
arge portions of their salaries, and trans- 
nitting portions of their savings regularly 
0 England. Look at what India pays to 
his country for home charges—that is, 
or extravagant interest on railways, 
vhich this country would never have 
tood fora moment—in comparison with 
he enormous rates paid to the share- 
lolders in Indian railways. They have 
o pay these home charges for railways, 
or the Army, for the India Office and 
VOL. LXXXI. [FourtrH Sertes.] 
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one thing or another, to the amount of 
£19,000,000 sterling a year. If you add 
all that to the savings of private indi- 
viduals coming to this country you make 
up a sum of something like £30,000,000 
a year which comes to England, and for 
which India gets no return whatever. 
The export trade is £100,000,000 
sterling. Nearly one-third of that 
trade is transported to England for 
the quittance of the duties of India, and 
no return is made to India at all. That 
is a great drain on the country, and 
produces necessarily the serious im- 
poverishment of the people. One famine 
comes upon another and finds the people 
still more and more unable t> deal with 
them. They live from generation to 
generation the mere slaves of the usurer. 
That is the condition of India as it now 
presents itself to us. During my own 
recollection we have had five famines in 
India, and this is the worst of all. How 
is it that we have no other famines in the 
Queen’s dominions? I do not forget the 
terrible famine in Ireland sixty years 


ago. That famine caused a great political 


_and commercial revolution in this country. 
It broke up old political parties. 


It con- 
verted Sir Robert Peel to free trade ; and 
not only that, but it opened the eyes of 
Englishmen to the actual condition of 
Ireland, and we have had _ legislation 
passed during the last fifty years which 
has transferred an immense amount of 
property from the landlord class to the 
tenants, and also a great deal of the 
social and political influence they formerly 
wielded in Ireland. [ do not say that 
the position in India is analogous to what 
took place in Ireland, but it is in some 
respects even worse. The people of Ire- 
land could go over the seas, but the poor 
people of India do not like to go abroad. 
They shudder at going over the sea, and 
they are shut in on the land side by 
the barbarous legislation of the Ameer 
at Cabul. They have nothing to look 
forward to and nothing to hope for. I 
know it may be said that I am talking 
vainly, and that the whole mind of the 
country is now entirely absorbed in the 
South African war, for which we voted 
£60,000,000 without a moment’s hesita- 
tion. Is it not time that we aroused our- 
selves to what we owe to other parts of 
Her Majesty’s dominions? Would it not 
be a terrible thing if we were to run the 
risk of losing what is a far more precious 
possession to us, [ mean the mastery 
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of Asia, while we are struggling for 
the mastery in South Africa? I hope 
the people of this country will awake now 
toa sense of their duty in this matter, 
and will fulfil the obligations they owe to 
the oldest and noblest of our possessions 
~a possession which has brought into 
the lap of England during the last 
hundred years countless millions — of 
treasure, and is far more valuable to us 
than all the self-governing colonies put 
together, 


*sirn HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton, E.): I am not going to be 
t»mpted into a discussion of the merits 
or demerits of the Government of India. 
That is hardly the question before the 
House ; but I should be prepared at any 
other time my hon. friend may select to 
argue that question, and I should be 


interested to hear him prove from 
history that there ever was in India 
(L might say in Asia) at any time 
a Government so humane, so just, 


and so impartial -— any Government 
which did so much to promote the moral 
and physical condition of the people as 
the Government of Great Britain in 
india. The motion introduced to the 
notice of the House in two temperate 
speeches by the mover and seconder of this 
motion has reference to the existing state 
of affairs in India in connection with this 
appalling fumine. I 2m sure that those 
who have in times past conveyed to the 
people of India the impression that there 
is in the House of Commons a feeling of 
iadifference to the best interests of India, 
and that whenever any Indian question 
is raised the House immediately empties, 
will now be able to report that in the 


presence of this great calamity and 
sorrow an interest is shown on both 
sides and by all sections of the 
Hlouse in discovering the wisest and 


best and most generous course to be 
a ‘opted in the emergency. The motion 
which has been submitted to the House 
asks that “ta searching inquiry should be 
iustituted in order to ascertain the causes 
which impair the cultivators’ power to 
resist the attacks of famine and plague, 
aid to suggest the best preventive 
measures against future famines.” As | 
have already said, so far as sympathy is 
concerned, we are all at one with the 
inover and seconder of this motion, but 
what we have to ask ourselves is, what is 
io be the nature of the inquiry which is 


Mr. Maclean. 
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proposed, and also what is the tribunal by 
whom that inquiry is to be conducted 2 
I take the last clause of the motion first. 
I have read a great deal about the 
responsibility of the Government of India 
with respect to the causes of this famine, 
I can conceive some arguable points in 
the first part of the motion, but I cannot 
for the life of me see where the Govern- 
ment can be brought in as responsible for 
the famine. I understand——-perhaps I 
may be corrected if I am wrong —that 
the cause of the famine is the failure of 
the rain. It is the failure of the monsoon, 
If the same copious rains had fallen 
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during the last three years as India 
enjoyed during the preceding fifteen 


vears there would have been no famine, 
and if the Government of India is not to 
he praised when there is a good monsoon 
it cannot be blamed when there is a bad 
monsoon. Is anybody prepared to say 
that if the rainfall had been the same 
during the last three or four years in the 
famine-stricken districts of India there 
would have been anything like the famine 
which now exists!’ The hon. Member for 
Flintshire has dwelt on three causes which 
he held that the Government were re- 
sponsible for, and which he thinks con- 
tributed to this deplorable state of things. 
His principal point was with reference to 
irrigation. I think that the House will 
be agreed as to two points. First, that 
certainly up to Lord Lytton’s Govern- 
ment there was some neglect in India with 
reference to irrigation and, 
secondly, there has been a very great 
extension of irrigation works during the 
last twenty or twenty-five years; and it 
is not fair in dealing with what is going 
on to-day to apply either the facts, the 
reasoning, or the arguments which might 
have been powerfully applied afew years 
ago. Iam heartily at one with my hon. 
friend in reference to irrigation works. 
I should like to correct an error into which 
my hon. friend has fallen. It is said that 
pressure has been put upon Secretaries of 
State by the railway interest in this 
country. Personally I have never been 
conscious of any pressure. I can tell my 
hon. friend ‘that the chief guilty person 
with reference to the pressure on the 
Indian Government for the construction of 
railways when I was in office was myself. 
I have been a great believer, and I am 
still a great believer, in railway works 
and railway extension throughout India : 


and there is no part of the noble Lord’s 


works : 
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administration with which I have a 
deeper sympathy, and to which I give a 
stronger approval, than the way in which 
he has carried oué that policy, which was 
not an easy policy to initiate, but which 
[think he has carried out, with the assist- 
ance of Lord Elgin and Lord Curzon, toa 
creat and successful extent. But there 
is a limit to irrigation works. You 
tave to consider the lie of the land, the 
facilities for obtaining water and getting 
rid of it so as not to create a swamp. 
‘do not wish to weaken the force of 


ny hon. friend’s argument on that 
joint. If there is a_ possibility in 
my part of India of extending 


rrigation works it is the duty as well 
is the interest of the Indian Government 
to extend those works, and I believe they 
ie keenly alive to the importance of this 
policy. One of the grievances which 
1ave been mentioned is with reference to 
he settlement of the land and what is 
alled the heavy taxation which India has 
io pay in the shape of land revenue. The 
hst speaker has referred to official 
(ptimism, and he implied that there was 
agreat deal of nonsense talked with re- 
sect to the land tax being really 
wothing more than revenue. I do not 
know whether my hon. friend will charge 
the late Mr. Fawcett with being an official 
otimist. I think if any Member of this 
Fouse was more distinguished for his 
independent interest in the affairs of 
lidia, and his undying hostility to 


tie Government of India, it was the 
lite Mr. Faweett. But that  states- 
nan declared that the Government 
€ India exercises over a great por- 


ion of the soil the same rights of 
roperty as those which the English 
indlord exercises over his own estate. 
le also stated that the Government in 
hdia takes the place of individual land- 
lrds, and the cultivators of the soil rent 
heir land from the Government instead 
‘from private landowners. That, clearly, 
1 not taxation, but it is rent. Mr. 
hweett goes on to say— 

“Those, therefore,are completely in error who 
qote the aggregate amount of taxation which 
t raised in India in order to prove how 
lavily the people of the country are taxed. 
‘ least twenty millions per annum is raised in 
Idia by the land tax. It would be as 
Ureasonable to consider the amount raised as 
aburden laid on the people of India as it 
wuld be to consider the whole of the rent 
jid to English landlords in this country as 
ae levied on the cultivators of the 
Sl. 
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That is Mr. Faweett’s opinion. I have 
proof in reply to the hon. Member for 
Cardiff and the hon. Member for Flint- 
shire that so far from taking 60, 80, and 
in some cases 100 per cent. of the gross 
produce, the Government never take more 
than from 4 to 8 per Sir John 
Strachey says— 
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cent. 


“The British Government never takes more 
than a fixed share, varying in different parts of 
India from 4 to 8 per cent.” 

—8 per cent. was the maximum, and I 
believe that the amount has been 
reduced— 

“of the gross value of the produce, and for 
many years the tendency his been to diminish 
the share of the State and to leave a large 
proportion to the private ryot.” 


Mr. SAMUEL SMITH: I quoted 
from a_ letter which appeared in The 
Times as to the proportion of the rent 
taken from the landlords, the amount 
being 124 per cent. 


*Sik HENRY FOWLER: The original 
tenant may sublet the property; he is 
the tenant of the State; and his rent 
is all that the State receives from 
him. The hon. Gentleman held up for 
our admiration the settlement in Bengal, 
and he wishes that all the land in India 
was settled as in Bengal. But surely my 
hon. friends know the history of the 
Bengal settlement. Lord Cornwallis was 
then the Viceroy, and he held the opinion 
that the greatest benefit which he could 
introduce in the land system of India 
was the land system of England, and his 
object was to create great territorial 
landlords, the zemindars, who would 
pay a fixed rent to the State, and 
become the intermediate owners of the 
land, levying their own rents. Nearly 
ninety yeais ago Lord Cornwallis carried 
out the settlement of Bengal. * This 
settlement,” said Sir John Strachey, 

“had been described as one of the most un- 
fortunate but best intentioned plans that ever 
ruined the country. Millions of revenue are lost 
every year with no compensating advantage, 
and the time will come when the intelligent 
portion of the community in India will appre 

ciate the fact that, in consequence of an 
arrangement ignorantly made a century ayo, 
the richest class in the richest province of the 
Empire bears far less than its just shire of 
public burdens.” 





As far as my memory serves me, and I 
went into the question once with great 
care, and after considering the subject, | 
came to the conclusion that the sums put 
into the pockets of the zemindars of 
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Bengal, money paid by the people and 
not going to the Government of India, 
was about ten millions sterling. [ believe 
that the rental of Bengal when T was in 
ottice was about fourteen millions, whereas 
the land revenue paid to the State was a 
little over three millions. 1 am not pre- 
pared to recognise as one of the causes of 
tamine in India the absence of the Bengal 
settlement throughout the rest of India ; 
it has, like the Lrish land question, been the 
occasion of perpetual conflict between the 
ryots and the wealthy zemindars who 
are the owners. It is said that this 
settlement is being screwed up. It is 
very easy to say so; but the inereased 
payment has come from increased land 
ought into cultivation every vear. This 
isa grievance which has always been com- 
plained of,and the hon. Member who moved 
the Amendment explained it with refer- 
ence to the Punjab. Calcutta, Madras, 
Bombay, and other large towns are much 
like the towns in this country. Land is 
constantly coming into use for building 
purposes, and naturally the State claims 
an addition to its rental once - in 
thirty years upon this land, which 
was originally arable land, in the 
neighbourhood of large towns. When 
such land is brought into the market and 
is let for building purposes, when its value 
increases 40, 50, and 100 per cent., I 
think the settlement ofticers would not be 
doing their duty if they did not claim 
increased revenue in respect to that land. 
All these circumstances must be taken 
into account before any contrast can 
fairly be drawn. I am of opinion that the 
measures to prevent famine have been 
the subject of exhaustive inquiry. 
If anyone has taken the trouble to 
reads the’ = report of — that great 
Indian civilian, Sir Anthony Maedonell, 
with respect to the famine of 1897, 
he would see that the greatest experience, 
ability, and administrative power have 
heen brought to bear on the solution of 
the question, The Government would 
be ill-advised if they commenced another 
inquiry which must necessarily be 
entrusted to men of equal standing and 
experience as those who have already 
described what they thought best to be 
done. This famine is indeed an awful 
jamine ; but what would it have been if 
the recommendations of the great Famine 
been carried out, 
been in 


Commissions had not 
and if the Famine Fund had not 


existence? I admit that the burden on \ 


Nir hi nry Fowler. 
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India is enormous. I think the figures 
which the Viceroy gave in his last speech 
are some of the gravest figures I have 
ever read in connection with India, for 
he points out the ultimate loss to 
India totally irrespective of the loss 
for the year. But admitting that to 
the full, is India suffering the heavy taxa- 
tion of which my hon. friend complains ? 
My hon. friend complains of the salt 
duty ; sodo I. It is, indeed, one of the 
saddest features of the finances of this 
year that but for the famine, with a 
surplus of seven crores, it would have 
been in the power of the Government of 
India to make a considerable reduction 
in the salt duty. But I must demur to 
the complaint regarding the charge of 
interest upon capital advanced to India. 
Why, it is English capital mainly that 
has made India, and at the time the 
great railways were made 5 per cent. was 
not an extravagant rate of interest. But 
it is many a long day since anything like 
that rate has been guaranteed by the 


Secretary of State on Indian loans, 
Whether the rate is low or high, 
it is English capital that enabled 


works, and 
pay for that as 
that came into 


India to construct those 
they are bound to 
for any other article 
the market. I doubt whether in re- 
cent years more than three per cent. 
interest on loans has been paid by the 
Government. When there is not sufficient 
capital to construct these railways the 
money is drawn from England, Europe, 
and the United States of America. I 
should like to touch upon one other 
question and make an appeal to the 
Government. My hon. friend has urged 
the necessity of increasing public sub- 
scriptions. I hope the Famine Fund 
initiated by the Lord Mayor will meet 
with a more generous response than it has 
hitherto received, but that does not seem 
to me to meet the whole state of the 
ease. A subseription is charity. The 
burden of this heavy famine is falling on 
the taxation of India. That taxation 
would in the absence uf the famine have 
been materially reduced, and, I hope, 
the expenditure also. But I want to put 
it to the House that as a nation we owe a 
duty to India as a great branch of our 
Empire. A subscription is not a national 
act. A Vote of the House of Commons is 
a national act. A Vote of the House of 
Commons is a contribution of every tax- 
payer in the country, and, as India has 
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1117 The Fomine 
so promptly and generously responded to 
the appeals made to her at this crisis on 
behalf of the Empire, | think the Empire 
should do something, not in return, but 
in acknowledgement and in reciprocation 
of the feeling of sympathy which India 
has so marvellously displaved. The 
official answer of the Treasury would be, 
“We are in the midst of a war; we 
want all our taxation.” Yes; but never- 
tleless we are at the high tide of a 
national prosperity which has never been 
reached before. Some fourteen or fifteen 
days ago the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
told us that he expected an enormous 
increase in the revenue this year, which 
he estimated at £116,00),000_ sterling. 
On the 3lst of March we find that the 
amount has approached upwards of 
£120,000,000. A nation which can 
pour into the national exchequer, 
unexpected by its guardian, and 
without’ any increase of — taxation, 
as the natural result of its legitimate 
commercial prosperity, so large an 
increase upon its income as the difference 
between 116 millions and 120 millions 
sterling, is a nation that can afferd to be 
generous. I know that a private Member 
has no right of initiation on this 
question, and it is wisely so, because 
proposing a grant of money 
exclusively upon the Executive Govern- 
ment. [To am sure [ am - speaking 
the feeling of a large majority of the 
taxpayers in desiring an opportunity of 
expressing their sympathy with India in 
her present trouble. The moral advantage 
of such an act would far outweigh the mere 
amount of the sum voted, There are fortifi- 
cations and defences much stronger than 
either arms or artillery, and I believe we 
should strengthen our hold on India, and 
strengthen our Empire in India, which I 
believe to be an unspeakable boon to 
India as well as a great advantage to 
this country, if in this hour of her 
suffering we held out our hand in 
generous sympathy, and made an out- 
ward, visible, enduring manifestation of 
that sympathy which India would never 
forget. 


rests 


*Lorp G. HAMILTON: I am sure 
both sides will agree that the time of 
the House could not have been better 
occupied than in discussing a motion 
which gives general expression to the 
sympathy which we all feel for India in 
her hour of distress. The only jarring 
note in the discussion, I regret to say, 
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came from the hon. Member for Carditt, 
who indulged in a wholesale diatribe 
against the Indian Government and its 
methods of administration, but did not 
make one single — useful 
for a remedy, except that the Secretary 
of State ought to encourage — insub- 
ordination amongst his officials. This 
Visitation is the most serious which, I 
believe, has occurred during the present 
century. It embraces a territory of some- 
thing like 450 square miles, with a popu- 
lation of perhaps 61 millions of people. 
There are at the present moment five 
millions of people engaged on relief works, 
and this is likely to increase until the 
middle of June. But, sad as the situation 
is, there are redeeming features associated 
with it. In the first place, thanks to the 
admirable provisions made by the Govern- 
ment, I am glad to say that the mortality 
is much less than occurred in the 
corresponding season of the famine of 1897. 
In some districts the rate of mortality is 
little above the normal rate of the average 
year ; and i amalso glad to say that, owing 
to the increase of railway communication, 
which the hon. Member for Flintshire 
seems to question, food in most 
districts is cheaper than it was three 
years when there was a_ less 
serious famine. Moreover, vhe attitude 
of the people leaves practically nothing to 
he desired. They are struggling with a 
courage and resignation which they have 
never shown before, and I believe this is 
because they have the knowledge that 
behind them they have the support of the 
financial resources of the Government. 
Now the first motion seems to imply that 
there has bee : some deterioration in the 
material condition of the community at 
large in India, and that they have lost 
some of their old power of resisting these 
visitations. Year after year, in the dis- 
cussion which takes place upon the 
financial statement connected with India, 
I hear a number of statements made by 
certain hon. Members all of which tend 
to prove that the material condition of 
India is deteriorating. Now is that 
true! There are certain tests which 
admittedly prove the progress of a com- 
munity or nation in prosperity. If these 
tests are generally applicable, India can- 
not be excluded from their operation. If 
you find a population increasing and simul- 
taneously therewith an inciease of con- 
sumption and of productive power, if 
there is a general improvement in dress 
and in the household equipment of 
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the great mass of the people, if year by 
year they make more and more use of the 
unplements which a civilised Govern- 
ment them post oftice, tele 
graphs, railways, and post office savings 
hank—if in every one of these direc- 
tions there is a continuous increase, 
it shows that the country is in the 
main advancing in prosperity. If these 
tests are applied to India IT do not think 
anybody could doubt that, although she 
may be thrown back by these grievous 
afflictions from time to time, still, in spite 
of them, she does advance in material 
prosperity. The beginning and the end 
of this and other famines in India is 
drought. If any hon. Gentleman who is 
interested in India will take the trouble 
to look at a map showing the density of 
the population throughout that continent, 
and then to look at a map which showed 
the varying rainfall in that continent, he 
will find that those two maps are almost 


rives 
gi 


identical. It is rain alone which enables 
the cultivator to live. From time im- 
memorial India has been subject to 


famines owing to drought. In the first 
few years after the Government of India 
was transferred to the Crown a number 
of famines occurred. There was a 
famine in Orissa in 1866, when a million 
people died from actual starvation, and 
not from disease or other consequences of 
scarcity of food. There was a_ serious 
famine in 1868 in the North-West 
Provinces. There was a famine in 1874 
in Bengal, and a famine which lasted 
nearly eighteen months a few years after- 
wards, in L877 over a considerable portion 
of Bombay and Madras. The result of the 
experience of these famines was that it 
has brought home to the Govern- 


ment that the duty of mitigating 
these visitations must be — under- 
taken by the Government, because 


they alone can perform it. In conse- 
quence a Famine Commission was ap- 
pointed which laid down certain princi- 
ples which experience had proved to be 
sound. The first principle they laid down 
was that there was no one year in which 
there was not sufficient food for the whole 
cont nent of India. The necessary thing, 
theretore, was to improve communications. 
It has been suggested by the hon. Baronet 
the Member for Banffshire that the 
storage of grain, as carried on in the days 
of old, should be encouraged. There are 
two reasons why that practice has been 
departed from. The first reason is that , 
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in the old days 
that if a scarcity occurred in their locality 
they would have to depend upon them- 
selves for their food, and therefore they 
stored it. Now they know that the 
Government, with the agencies behind it, 
will take care that food is imported into 
that district. The second reason why 
they stored food was that there was 
then a lack of means of transport and 
locomotion. All that is now changed, 
and [ quite agree that it would be advis- 
able, if possible, to get the cultivators of 
certain districts to store food more than 
they do at present. I think, however, 
they have an effective reply. They might 
say that if they could get a good price for 
their produce in a good year it is as well 
that they should have the advantage of 
that price, and that when a famine came 
they would be able to supply themselves 
with the proceeds of what they had sold 
before. ‘The agriculture of India oceupies 
80 per cent. of the whole population. 
Let hon. Members think what that 
means. Supposing that in any part of 
England 80 per cent. of the population 
were suddenly deprived of all means of 
occupation, what distress would it not 
create! As my hon. friend pointed out, 
the great difficulty which the Indian 
Government have to contend with is not 
a famine of food, but a famine of wages. 
Over a considerable part of the west of 
India no rain falls and then there is a 
cessation of the employment of 80 per 
cent. of the population in that encrmous 
area. If those who take an interest in 
the matter were to analyse the 
who came upon the relief works they would 
find that in the majority of instances 
they consist not of cultivators, but that 
they are largely made up of labourers. 
One difficulty is of a religious character. 
In innumerable cases men possessed of 
very considerable herds of cattle have lost 
them altogether by refusing to sacrifice 
any portion of them in order to save the 
remainder. Not only is that the case, 
but men who have into the 
districts in question and tried to purchase 
cattle have been compelled, on account 
of the animosity which such a proceeding 
aroused, to vacate those districts and give 
up the idea. The problem with which 
the Indian Government has to deal is one 
which it is difficult to bring home to the 
minds of gentlemen, such as those who 
compose the British House of Commons, 
accustomed to move among communities 


classes 


uo , 
gone 


the population knew — 








112 


with 
wor 
clas: 
they 
appl 
ther 
part 
fam 
the 

in t 
visit 
has | 
mig! 
upol 
Flin 
Joh 
haps 
Mr. 
Cott 
Gov 
tary 
delil 
railv 
urge 
ing ; 
mait 
mucl 
abso 
sion 

Indi: 
to t 
furt] 
myst 
Com 
ingw 
two | 
and 

there 
mitte 
Was 

Irriv 
wate 
deper 
raint: 
as W 
east 

enor 
a sup 
migh 
other 
have 
irriga 
protit 
Ther 
are 01 
in wh 
ance 
any 

Cura 
he di 
ment 





20 


an 
or, 
ht 
‘or 
ell 
of 
ne 
es 
Id 


es 


at 
of 
mn 
of 
ot 





1121 The Famine 
with diversified occupations. The relief 
works which have been started, their 


classification, and the employment which 
they have given have been enormously 
appreciated by those who have gone to 
them. It is worthy of note that in those 
parts of India which were visited by 
famine in 1897 and in the present vear 
the people came rather more readily than 
in those districts which have now been 
visited by distress for the first time. It 
has been suggested that the Government 
might largely increase their expenditure 
upon irrigation. The hon. Member for 
Flintshire has quoted a speech of Mr. 
John Bright on this subject. He is not, per- 
haps, aware what isthe sequel tothatspeech. 
Mr. Bright, influenced by Sir Arthur 
Cotton, made a violent attack on the Indian 
Government when Il was Under Secre- 
tary for India on the ground that they 
deliberately preferred the construction of 
railways to irrigation, because they were 
urged by military considerations. Adopt- 
ing Sir Arthur Cotton’s view, Mr. Bright 
maintained that by the expenditure of a 
much less sum we could render India 
absolutely free from famine by the exten- 
sion of irrigation works. At that time the 
India Office was in some little trouble as 
to the principle which should regulate 
further expenditure on public works. I 
myself moved the appointment of a Select 
Committee of the House of Commons to 
inquire into that question, which sat for 
two years. Sir Arthur Cotton came up, 
and gave expression to his views, but 
there was not a single man on the Com- 
mittee who supported his contention. It 
was self-evident to everybody that if 
irrigation was to succeed, the supply of 
water, on which the irrigation works 
depended, must be independent of the local 
rainfall. Wherever we had great rivers, 
as we had in the Punjab, or in the south- 
east watershed, spreading over an 
enormous area, we might safely rely on 
a supply of a water, and irrigation works 
might there have paid enormously, but in 
other parts of India irrigation works 
have not paid at all. There is not a single 
irrigation work of any size which proved 
profitable in the province of Bombay. 
Therefore it has been ascertained that there 
are only a limited number of areas in India 
in which irrigation carried out in accord- 
ance with any large scheme could have 
any prospect of real success. Lord 
Curzon has increased the annual sum to 
he devoted to irrigation. The Govern- 
ment wish in every way to encourage 
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the villagers and the local authorities to 
construct small irrigation works and 
tanks. In an ordinary drought such 
reservoirs of water are useful, but in the 
present drought many of them are dry. 
In one case a large tank which has been 
full almost from time immemorial could 
only be put to some use by ploughing it 
up and sowing it. Whilst, therefore, it 
was considered desirable to give effect to 
the wish for irrigation, as far as possible, 
it must be remembered that it was not a 
panacea against a drought of the kind 
with which the Government have to con- 
tend. On the other hand, railways are 
useful in time of plenty as well as in 
time of scarcity. If it had not been for 
the railway extension which has taken 
place during the last twenty years 
the people would have died by 
tens of millions on the present occasion, 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Cardiff has complained of the great 
dividends which shareholders in these 
railways obtain. I think that if the 
hon. Member ever looks at prices in the 
stock list in this country, he will find 
that shareholders are getting considerably 
better dividends on the railways con- 
structed here than on those which have 
been made in India. A good deal of the 
speeches that have been made have been 
devoted to the question of land assess- 
ment, and the hon. Member for Flint 
has reproduced several of the arguments 
and figures which a well-known Bengal 
gentleman, Mr. Romesh Dutt, recently 
used in a speech delivered by him as 
president of the National Congress. Mr. 
Dutt is a gentleman who has served with 
distinction in the Indian Civil Service. 
[ have the pleasure of his acquaintance. 
I have communicated with him on various 
matters, and when, therefore, I saw that 
Mr. Dutt had made definite statements 
of fact in order to show that the land 
assessments in certain parts of India 
were too high, I at once paid the 
most careful attention and gave the most 
careful investigation to these figures and 
statements. I do not know where he got 
his figures from, but I regret to say that 
they are erroneous so far as Bengal 
is concerned. His contention was in 
favour of the permanent settlement, 
which, he said, in Bengal had _pre- 
served the cultivators and the occupiers 
from famine. That is not the case. In 
my own recollection there have been 
two most serious famines in Bengal, and 
on both occasions the condition of those 
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under the permanent settlement was in no 
degree better than that of those who were 
in the neighbouring districts which were 
only temporarily settled. Then Mr. Dutt 
asserted that rents were low in Bengal 
and never exceeded one-sixth of the gross 
produce, or about 16 per cent. I cannot 
understand what induced Mr. Dutt to 
make that statement. I have myself laid 
Blue-books on the Table of this House in 
reference to the permanent settlement of 
Bengal. The condition of the ryots under 
the permanent settlement in Bengal is not 
necessarily satisfactory. They pay the 
highest rents of any land occupiers in the 
whole of India, and the State gets the 
smallest amount of land revenue from 
them. I have made inquiries, and have 
been informed that so far from the rents 
representing only 16 percent. of the gross 
produce, the grain produce rents in Bengal 
in most cases were over 51 per cent., and 
even went up to 66 per cent. of the gross 
produce. Mr. Dutt seemed to think that 
in the Central Provinces the Government 
of India were exacting an exorbitantly 
high land revenue. I am very reluctant 
to dogmatise as to what is and what is 
not a reasonable land revenue, and I 
should be very sorry to say that in the 
past we might not here and there have 
placed the land assessment too high. 
But the rules and principles which have 
been laid down, and which regulate the 
revenue officers, are framed in a spirit 
of justice and equity, and, so far as I 
have been able to make inquiry and 
investigation, in comparing the land 
revenue of British India with the land 
revenue of the native States, in the great 
majority of instances the land revenue of 
the adjoining native States is assessed 
higher than that of British India. What 
occurred in the Central Provinces was not 
that the assessment was put too high, but 
that it was put up rather too suddenly. 
The railroads in the Central Provinces 
brought immense prosperity to those 
countries. Prices rose enormously, and 
there was a corresponding increase in cul- 
tivation; and, therefore, when a fresh 
settlement was made a short time back, a 
very considerable increase was made 
upon the previous assessment. I do not 
think it was too high, but I do think its 
introduction should be gradual, so that 
the cultivators and the owners might 
adapt themselves to the altered condi- 
tions. The hon. Member for Banffshire 
has drawn attention to the indebtedness 
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of the ryots. That is a most puzzling 
question. The assumption of the hon. 
Member 1s that this indebtedness largely 
arises from their heavy assessment, which 
they cannot pay without borrowing, and, 
consequently, they get into the hands of 
the money-lenders. That not my 
view. In the first place, if the land 
assessment were so heavy as. to afford 
the occupier little chance of a livelihood, 
the money-lender would not advance him 
money, as there would be no proper 
security. As a matter of fact, in those 
parts where the land assessment is excep 


is 


tionally light in proportion to the 
gross produce, the occupiers and 
the owners are more heavily indebted 


than in those places where the land 
assessment is heavier. Mr. Nicholson, a 
Madras civilian, has given great attention 
to the subject of land banks. His proposals 
have been under the consideration of the 
Madras Government, and have been for- 
warded to the Supreme Government for 
criticism. When the papers are com- 
plete, I will gladly lay them on the Table 
of the House, because if we could at all 
contrive to establish a good system of 
land banks we should confer an enormous 
benefit on the occupiers. — Mr. Nicholson 
observes that the Indian agricultural com- 
munity borrowed because they could 
borrow without giving any thought as to 
how they would repay or reduce the loan. 
I think it will be found that, in the 
various parts of India where the land 
assessment is very light and, therefore, 
where the security is good, the occupiers 
and the owners are more in the hands of 
the money-lendersthan where less security 
exists. In the Punjab the increase in the 
value of land is absolutely phenomenal. 
Forty years ago the number of years 
purchase of land revenue was nine, 
and it has actually gone on_ rising 
and rising until now it seventy 
years’ purchase of the land revenue. 


1S 


During the same period the area 
of cultivated land in the Punjab 


has very greatly increased, and yet the 
increase of indebtedness has become such 
a social and political danger that we are 
now considering the desirability of legis- 
lation to prevent its further growth, The 
right hon. Gentleman the Member for East 
Wolverhampton made an appeal to the 
Government that a large grant should be 
made from the Treasury for the assistance 
of the Indian Government. The position 
of affairs between the two Treasuries 
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since I have been responsible for the India 
Office is this. The Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has always been ready, if the 
credit of India was impaired, or if they 
had any difficulty in raising the funds 
necessary for meeting the famine, to come 
to our assistance. Sut what is the 
financial position of India at the present 
moment ! If we had hada normal year 
last year, India would have had a realised 
surplus of over five millions sterling, 
and notwithstanding the very heavy ex- 
penditure, which I cannot now estimate, 
| think there is every reasonable prospect 
that we shall have a surplus this year. 
Ifa grant were given by the Treasury as 
roposed, how is it to be dealt with ? 
The funds collected by the Lord Mayor 
are only supplemental to the Government 
expenditure, They do not relieve the 
Government from one farthing of liability 
or responsibility. The object of these 
private subscriptions is that they should 
be put in the hands of committees dis- 
sodated from the Government and be 
applied to purposes outside the sphere of 
Government operations—that is to say, 
they are purely charitable contributions. 
Can the Treasury advance to the Indian 
(rovernment a very large sum of money to 
he applied to charitable purposes ¢ Is 
not that rather a startling precedent to 
establish ? If we find that we cannot 
fulfil the obligations we have taken upon 
curselyes—-that is, to find food fer all 
vho wanted it and work for all who 
tame for it —then I think we ought to 
ipply to the Treasury for a grant. But 
- think IT ought to go some way towards 
neeting the appeal of the right hon. 
xentleman. One great difficulty, when 
this drought is over, will be to set the 
farmers of the west of India on their feet 
iain, because so many of them have lost 
1 considerable part, if not all, of their 
sattle. I have been in communication 
with the Viceroy, and I think it would 
xe advisable if we were to consider 
vhether we could not somewhat extend 
he principle of advances which are made 
0 cultivators. If any considerable sum 
s thus required by way of advances, and 
f, owing to the stringency of the Indian 
narket, “there should be difficulty in ob- 
aining it, I have no doubt we will con- 
sider ‘whether we cannot obtain in that 
shape some help here. 


Mr. 


Mainine 


MACLEAN: Lend the money, 
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*Lorp G. HAMILTON: Yes, we will 


lend it, and not give it. That possibly 
will get over one of the main difficulties 
which faces us. Beyond that I do not 
think that, at the present moment, it will 
be reasonable to expect me to go. There- 
fore the main objects upon which the 
Government of India will concentrate 
their attention for the future will be, in the 
first place, to continue to develop the 
railway system. I will try to see if it is 
possible to dissociate railway finance 
from Government finance, and I hope, in 
developing the railway system, to give a 
great impetus to small light railways, 
which can be constructed at comparatively 
small cost, and are most useful feeders to 
the trunk lines. In the next place we 
will continue to push irrigation and to 
pay particular attention to those smaller 
works which can be constructed over a 
great part of the famine-stricken districts, 
We will, in addition, do everything we 
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can to try to vary and diversify the 
occupations of the Indian people. So 


long as eighty per cent. of the population 
are dependent on agriculture, whenever 
these visitations come there must always 
be great distress. With that object | 
will keep in mind what my hon. friend 
the Member for North-east Bethnal 
Green is always pressing upon us 

the development of technical and 
industrial education in place of the 
purely literary education which now 
largely prevails in the higher stan- 
dards of education. These are objects 
for which we can all combine, no matter 
how much we differ from one another 
upon other ‘remedies, and, if we will 

co-operate, I think we ought to be able 
to push them gradually through the 
various stages of progress and realisation. 
There is one most gratifying feature in 
connection with the exertions of our 
officials in India. From everywhere I 
hear that the contact of the officials of 
the Government who have been called 
upon to fight against plague and famine 
with the people on whose behalf they are 
working is producing the most  satisfac- 
tory results, because it is bringing home 
to the great mass of the community in a 
way that is unmistakable the benevolent 
intentions and policy of the rule which is 
over them. And when the famine is over 
the experience so gained will be utilised 
for the purpose not only of improving our 
machinery for dealing with these excep- 
tional emergencies, but also for improving 
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the industrial and agricultural systems of 
India in such a way as to make each re- 
curring period of prosperity a fresh con- 
tributing force in the mitigation of 
distress. My hon. friend who moved the 
Amendment spoke, I think justly, of the 
extraordinary enthusiasm which the Indian 
people, in spite of their troubles, have 
shown in our success in South Africa. 
India in the hour of her trial has put her 
own distress for the time being on one 
side in order to show her sympathy and 
interest with Great Britain in the struggle 
imposed on us in South Africa, and, 
therefore, I think that we have not only 
aduty, but a debt to discharge in pushing 
on as rapidly as we can the restoration 
of prosperity to India. 


*Mr. JOSEPH WALTON (Yorkshire, 
W.R., Barnsley): IT would not have 
ventured to intervene in this debate were 
it not that I had the opportunity of 
learning from officials in India in January 
last the steps which were being taken to 
cope with the terrible famine which is 
afflicting that country. I travelled from 
Calcutta to Bombay, and the route which 
I took was through some of the most 
famine stricken districts, and I found that 
the distress from which the people were 
suffering was of the most pitiable charac- 
ter. But I am bound to testify to the 
zeal and devotion with which the officials 
in India are endeavouring to cope with 
this terrible affliction which is devastating 
the country. From the Viceroy down to 


the lowest official all are endeavouring in | 


every possible Way to relieve the distress 
and to save the multitudes inhabiting the 
famine stricken areas from death and 
starvation. [ question whether there is one 
other Member in the House at present who 
has been to India and has seen with his 
own eyes the terrible distress which is 
now afHlicting that great dependency of 
the British Crown. Therefore I venture 
to think that it is not inappropriate, 
having seen with my own eyes the 
terrible sufferings of our fellow subjects 
in India, that I should make an appeal to 
the Government in support of the conten- 
tion of my right hon. friend the Member 
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for East Wolverhampton that we should 
give a grant in aid out of the Imperial Ex. 
chequer of this country to India to assist 
her in this the hour of her great distress 
and suffering. Is it not a fact that we 
gave out “f the Imperial Exchequer a 
sum of eight millions for the relief of 
distress in Ireland during the great 
famine? [t is only the other day that we 
relieved Egypt from an obligation to pay 
us £1,100,000, and last session we gave 
a grant in aid to the West Indies. 1 do 
not quarrel with all this or with the grant 
given to India as a contribution towards 
the cost of the Afghan war ; but I appeal 
tothe Government and to hon. Members 
on both sides whether it would not bea 
graceful act —an act which would bring 
contentment and peace to India and which 
would bind together the populations of 
India and this country—if we were now 
to give a generous grant in aid to relieve 
the distress in India. The Secretary of 
State for India questioned as to how such 
a grant could be applied. I venture to 
suggest that it could be applied to relieve 
the suffering cultivators of the soil in 
India from the payment of one year’s rent 
or to relieve them for a term from the 
oppressive salt tax. I do not care how 
it is applied as long as it is applied. 
I must say that if there is one thing 


above all others which this famine 
has shown it is the great blessing 


that government by this country is to 
the Indian Empire. In bygone years 
a famine like the present would have 
claimed millions of victims, but, thanks to 
the Indian Empire being under the rule 
of this country, every effort to cope with 
distress is being put forward, and the loss 
of life is consequently reduced to a mini- 
mum. I hope that as a result of this 
debate we shall have an announcement 
from the Government that they will 
support, and, indeed, move that a_sub- 
stantial grant in aid be given out of the 
exchequer of this country to relieve the 
suffering population of India. 

Question put. 

The House divided: Aves, 
Noes, 155. (Division List No. 95.) 
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Main Question, as amended, put, and 
agreed to. 

Resolved, That this House, while deeply 
sympathising with its Indian — fellow- 
subjects in the sufferings which plague 
and famine have inflicted upon them, is 
of opinion that it may safely be left to 
the Government of India to carry out any 
modification of the land tenure and 
industrial system which experience may 
have shown to be likely to mitigate the 
effects of famine and epidemic disease. 
COLONTES (REPRESENTATION IN) THE 
IMPERIAL PARLIAMENT). 


[ RESOLUTION. ] 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
[do not feel it necessary to make any 
apology for introducing a motion which, 
in my opinion, is worthy of — the 
consideration of this House. But 
I cannot help feeling that the issues 
involved in that motion are of a 
gravity which might entitle hon. Members 
to expect that it should come from some 
quarter of the House which would give it 
greater weight than I can expect any 
words of mine to carry. But that defect 
which is personal to myself may, I hope, 
be cured during the course of this debate. 
I doubt if there is anything in modern 
history more amazing than the pheno- 
menal growth of our Empire. I am not 
going into the story of that growth at 
length, but there are one or two facts con- 
nected with it which I wish to state, ]e- 
cause I think they ought to be borne in 
mind in the consideration of the motion 
which is before the House. The area of the 
United Kingdom is, broadly speaking, 
about 121,000 square miles ; the area of 
the British Empire, including feudatory 
States, Protectorates, and spheres of 
influence, approaches, if it does not 
actually reach, 12,000,000 square miles. 


The total area of our colonies, 
including Nigeria, is something like 


7,674,175 square miles, or considerably 
more than half of the whole British 
Empire, and the total area of our self- 
governing colonies is about 6,686,960 
square miles, and I think there can be no 
doubt in consequence of events which are 
now transpiring that a considerable addi- 
tion will soon be made to that. It is very 
difficult to realise even in imagination the 
magnitude of these colonial possessions. 
If we take the single colony of Western 
Australia we find it covers 975,920 square 
miles. In that one colony the whole of 
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France, Germany, Spain, Austria, Italy, 
Switzerland, and the Netherlands night 
he spread out, and we might clip from 
the superfluous margin another kingdom, 
equal in extent to Italy. It we pass from 
the Pacific to the Atlantic and take 
Canada, in that colony the whole of 
the vast Empire of Russia in Europe, of 
Turkey, Persia, and Afghanistan would 
disappear and leave enough of spare 


land to form another — kingdom 
ten times the size of Greece, 


Roughly speaking, if Canada and New- 
foundland be excepted, it may be said 
that all these great _ self-govern- 
ing colonies have been either acquired 
or settled within the present century, 
and of all of them it may be 
truly said that the powers which they 
now exercise as self-governing communi- 
ties have been conferred upon them 
within the last fifty years. Within the 
periods which [ have just mentioned 
many changes, both Parliamentary and 
constitutional, have taken place in the 
State. We have entirely remodelled our 
electorate, en‘arging it again and again 
until it may be said, without exagger- 
ation, that the real sceptre of _ political 
power has finally passed into the hands 
of the people. But al through these 
changes is it not remarkable that no con- 
sideration whatever has been bestowed 
upon that Greater Britain which has been 
growing up beyond the seas, and that no 
effort whatever has been made to con- 
solidate the Empire by widening the 
political basis upon which it rests sufficiently 
at least to give to these great self-govern- 
ing colonies a voice in the Imperial 
Councils of the State ! It is to raise that 
question and to give this House an oppor- 
tunity for the first time, so far 
as | am aware, of considering, and I 
hope of affirming, the — desirability 
of admitting these colonies to a share 
in the Imperial Councils of the State, that 
I have placed upon the Paper the motion 
that appears under my name. I would, 
at the very outset, express an ea:nest 
hope that whatever view on this motion 
may be held by individual Members, no 
one will let fall a word in the course 
of this debate which either directly or by 
remote suggestion is calculated to injure 
the pride or wound the susceptibilities ot 
those kinsmen of ours across the seas, 
who have shown to the world | s0 
moving a spectacle of ardent loyalty and 
unmeasured devotion to the Crown. I 
desire hon. Members to observe that this 
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motion merely raises a question of prin- 
ciple ; it proposes no scheme. I have no 
scheme of a practical nature to propose 
mvself, and even if I had such a scheme I 
should not be in order on this motion 
were | to attempt to depict it. I depre- 
cate at the present moment even the 
suggestion of a scheme, for in 
my opinion no scheme which any 
person could possibly suggest would have 
the faintest chance of success which was 














not hammered out in collaboration with 
our colonies. But there is another reason 
moves me to deprecate any attempt to 
sketch a scheme at the present 
moment. I feel that this is not a 
time in which we ought to attempt 
to hustle the colonies. We _ have 
been the happy witnesses of a remarkable 
growth of sentiment towards us on the 
part of our colonies, a sentiment which 
has grown up, which has brought forth 
blossom, and which has borne fruit like 
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the magic tree of India before our wonder- | 


ing eyes. To attempt to force that 
growth or to prune it into some possibly 
unnatural and fantastic shape would surely 
be the greatest mistake in the world. 
But whilst I am debarred on this motion 
from entering into any details of a 
scheme, hon. Members who differ from 
me in the views which I hold will be at 
liberty to suggest any difficulties which 
might possibly operate against any scheme 
which could be proposed. ‘Therefore, 
with the indulgence of the House, I will 
deal very briefly with some of the more 


obvious of these objections. Probably the , 


first objection that would occur to any- 


one might be thus expressed : “It is not for | 


us to take the initiative ; 
enough to consider the question when 
the colonies prefer a request.” I confess 
that is an objection to which very little 
weight, in my opinion, is to be attached. 


Do not let us under-estimate the value of , 
even in politics it may | 
We! 


a gracious act ; 
sometimes prove happy in its effect. 
may, perhaps with just cause, think little 


of ourselves and value lightly the 
privileges we enjoy, but we ought 
never to forget that this House is | 


Mother of Parliaments,” 
that in the eyes of our race, wherever 
they may be, it still the most 
sacred and venerated shrine of poli- 
tical freedom; and that we could 
do nothing better calculated to stimulate 
everything that is of good report in the 
pubhe life of the colonies, nor confer 
any higher honour on our colonial kins- 
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it will be time | 
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men than by opening these portals to 
their chosen representatives. It is true 
that no formal demand for represen- 
tation in this House has yet come from 
any of our colonies, but it is not less 
true that from several of them there has 
been a more or less strong pronouncement 
in favour of the proposition which I now 
submit. Canada, the greatest of them 
all, has certainly favoured the proposal. 
With the indulgence of the House, [ will 
refer to a recent report of the Imperial 
Unionists of Ottawa. The members of 
that body form a patriotic organisation, 
and in their last report they advocate the 
framing of a Bill, to be submitted to the 
Imperial Parliament, for the political in- 
corporation of outer Empire with an 
United Kingdom—the very object \aimed 
at in the motion. The report goes on to 
say— 


Imperial Parliament. 


“ Public opinion is being awakened to the 

necessity of a better system of providing such 
aid to Imperial defence, and our statesmen 
are being forced to face the problem of Im- 
perial consolidation. Even those who have 
disapproved of Canada’s active participation 
in the war against the South African Re- 
publics have done so because they believed 
that no assistance should have been tendered 
without first obtaining Imperial representa- 
tion; whilst the Premier of Canada has ex- 
— his belief in the possibility of Canada 
yeing represented at Westminster, and even 
the Hon. Mr. Tarté has declared that Canada 
should have a voice in the Empire.” 
Mr. Speaker, you have there a fact of 
which cognisance should be taken. The 
only discordant note in the general chorus 
of approval with which the proposal to 
aid this country with arms has been 
greeted by our colonies has come, it 
appears, from a small section in Canada, 
and proceeds from the feeling that without 
representation in the Imperial Parliament, 
and without a voice in deciding the issues 
of peace and war, there should be no 
military contribution. And I find in to- 
day’snewsa telegram fromSydney, in which 
Mr. Seddon, the Premier of New Zealand, 
is reported to have cabled to Mr. Lyne, 
the Prime Minister of New South Wales, 
with reference to Australian support of 
England— 


‘There must be no halting place. We 
must remain ever an indissoluble whole.” 
| And then he goes on to express the 


earnest hope that— 

“as Australia and New Zealand have proved 
sources of help and strength to the Empire, 
it will be found practicable to take them into 
the confidence of the Imperial Councils.” 


And if we may judge from the published 
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opinions expressed at interviews of the 
distinguished Australian gentlemen who 
are now in this country in connection 
with the Commonwealth Bill, it would 
appear as if the feeling in our Australa- 
sian colonies were scarcely less strongly 
favourable to the proposal than it is in 
Canada. Another objection that may 
possibly be taken might be put thus :-—If 
you admit the Colonies, why not India 
with its vast area and enormous popula- 


tion? I quite feel the force of that 
argument, and for myself [I am_ not 


opposed to the representation of India at 
the proper time. I think it might be a 
very good thing, it might help to con- 
vince our fellow-countrymen in India that 
a larger share of the government of 
India might with safety be entrusted 
to the natives. Within recent vears 
we have had here two Indian native 
gentlemen who have been elected to 
represent English constituencies, and 
who are therefore entitled to vote upon 
every social, foreign, and constitutional 
question which can come before this 
House. Ido not think that any hon. 
Member would be prepared to say that 
either o° these two hon. Gentlemen were 
more distinguished by eccentricities than 
the ordinary English Member. But 
I feel that it is contrary to the 
political genius of the British people, 
even in great reforms, to take more than 


one step at a time; and I cannot 
shut my eyes to the fact that the 
difference of institutions, of — the 


habits of life, and of the whole social 
fabric of India, and of our great. self- 
governing colonies is so great as to make 
is impossible to deal with them on the 
same footing and at the same time ; and 
therefore I have confined my motion to 
the admission of the latter. Another 
objection I have heard taken is based on 
the theory of representation and taxation. 
That seems to be a very serious stumbling 
block to many hon. Members. — I cannot 
help thinking that to some extent that 
difficulty arises from a confusion of 
thought, springing out of the common 
phrase that “taxation goes with repre- 
sentation.” If I may be permitted 
to say so, the true formula is, “No 
taxation without representation”; not 


“No representation without taxation.” 
The whole thing is a mere general 


political axiom, and as a matter of fact 
we have now both taxation without repre- 
sentation, and representation without 
taxation. Theformulais intended for home 


Mr. Hedderwich:. 
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' consumption, and is in noway applicable to 
the colonies. There is no analogy between 
the position of a colonist who contributes to 
the taxes of his colony, although not to 
the taxes of this country, and that of a 
citizen of this country. But, as a matter 
of fact, the colonies do contribute in- 
directly to Imperial taxation. They 
maintain certain defensive and 
works, and pro tunto, they may be said to 
lighten the Imperial burdens we have to 
bear. I find that prior to the war in the 
Transvaal, Australia, New Zealand, Cape 
Colony, Natal, and Canada supported 
forces amounting to 80,000 men. In 
addition, these colonies have expended 
large sums upon fortifications and arma- 
ments for the defence of their capital 


Torees 


cities and important harbours; and 
further the southern colonies have 
contributed annually £126,000 to our 
Imperial Naval Defence, while Cape 


Colony has recently voted the cost of a 
battleship, and Canada has offered a 
supply of seamen. If these contributions 
appear small, as compared with the vast 
total of our dishursements for naval and 
military purposes, it must he remembered 
that our colonies are relatively poor, and 


that their contributions are voluntary 
gifts. To all these things we must add 


that there are now 30,000 colonial troops 
fighting as Volunteers under the British 
hanner in South Africa. The magnitude 
of the aid, moral and material, which has 
been given to us by our great colonies at 
the present juncture cannot be measured 
by the mere number of the troops they 


have sent to the front. But if it 
were thought desirable to turn what 
is a mere voluntary contribution 


into a certain and fixed quota, how could 
that be accomplished without admitting 
the colonies to our councils, and giving 
them a voice in the determination of 
Imperial policv 1 There are many other 
difficulties on which I do not wish to 
dwell, such as the apportionment of repre- 
sentation, if such a scheme were carried 


out. No doubt it would be difficult 
to apportion the representation, but 
that is an objection which would 


more aptly apply to a scheme than toa 


mere resolution affirming a general 
principle. After all these difficulties are 


not insuperable. If we take the case of 
the Commonwealth Bill, which the 
Australian colonies are about to submit to 
this House, we shall find that difficulties 
very similar in kind, and almost equally 
great, have been settled by Australian 
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statesmen in the course of three years. — If 
that has been done by the statesmen of our 
Australian colonies, surely we may expect 
of our statesmen with their Imperial 
experience that they should, in coilabora- 
tion with our colonies, discover a solution 
of such difficulties as have been men- 
tioned. I pass to the consideration of the 
advantages which might accrue from the 
proposal. In the first place, I do not think 
that we should suffer in respect of social 
kgislation. Our colonies have been free 
fom the ancient growths of custom and 
tradition which have hampered our legis- 
tion from generation to generation. 
Thev have had a tabula rasa, on which to 
write what they pleased, and they have 
ied many experiments in social legis- 
tion which we are now only considering. 
Take for instance the question of State 
yensions. ‘That question has been settled 
in New Zealand, but in the absence of 
wolonial representatives in this House 
there was no one who could give the Com- 
mittee on pensions for the aged deserving 
yoor, appointed last year, any information 
ws to the nature of that scheme and how 
it has worked out in New Zealand. Then 
wain in the important matter of our 


iscal arrangements, it might reason- 
ably be expected that these might 


ie improved from the experience of 
wir colonies, had we colonial represen- 
tution in this House. The closer we draw 
tw one another the greater is the chance 
of mutual understanding and agreement. 
We must remember that Canada has 
aready rearranged her tariff system 
ireferentially in our favour, and I under- 
sand that the Ottawa Board of Trade is 
onsidering the terms of a resolution to 
ie submitted to the Congress of Chambers 
# Commerce in London, in which a tariff 
pr the whole Empire is suggested, with 
weferential arrangements between Great 
sritain and her colonies, the duties col- 
heted to be allocated to an Imperial 
fence Fund. These things may be 
nere straws, but they show how the wind 
lows, and there can be little doubt that 
ad we a really Imperial Parliament the 
scal arrangements of the Empire might 
peedily be revised, to the great benefit of 
ur commerce in every branch. Then 
here is a much more important point 


han any of those mentioned. ‘There 
s the question of Imperial defence. 

think no hon. Member can have 
ollowed the events of the last few 


nonths without having become convinced 
# the supreme importance to the Empire 
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of unity of purpose and _ solidarity of 
action in Imperial defence. But how are 
these things to be achieved if every 
colony is to go as it pleases, to contribute 
or not to contribute, to contro! or not to 
control, as it chooses! The Prime 
Minister of Canada, Sir Wilfrid Laurier, 
who will be ever gratefully remembered 
by this country, has made some important 
observations on this point. He said 

“Tf the result of the action were that 

Canada would be constrained to take a part 
in any war of Great Britain he should strongly 
resent it. He claimed that in the future 
Canada should be in a position to act or not to 
act, to interfere or not to interfere, to adjust 
as she liked, and to exercise the right to judge 
as to whether the cause was just. Accordingly 
it had been expressly stated in the Order in 
Council sanctioning the dispatch of the 
Canadian contingent that this should not be a 
precedent for future action, should not be a 
precedent tor a constitutional, or even for 
a colonial point of view.” 
Now, I do not wish to criticise these 
statements of Sir Wilfrid Laurier, but 
they are sufficiently grave to attract 
the attention of this House. For 
what is it that Sir Wilfrid Laurier 
claims? It is the right, as the Premier of 
a colony, to sit in judgment upon the 
Imperial Parliament, and to approve or 
disapprove, to assist or not assist in our 
decisions. I cannot help thinking that 
on this occasion of the Transvaal war it 
was fortunate that the judgment of Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier was in our favour. We 
are not loved too well abroad. I question 
whether in the history of the country, 
since the Seven Years War, there has 
been such universal hostility manifested 
against us as today ;and therefore I say 
it is a very fortunate thing that Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier and Canada, and our 
colonies generally, have pronounced in 
our favour. Had they not rallied round 
us, how much greater our difficulties 
would have been! But on 15th March, 
Sir Wilfrid Laurier, sperking at Ottawa, 
went further: he then said— 

“What we did we did of our own free will: 
ard as to future wars, I have only this to say, 
that if it should be the will of the people of 
Canada, at a future stage, to take part in any 
war of England, the people of Canada wil! 
have their way Of course, if our future 
military contribution were to be considered 
compulsory —a condition which does not exist 

I would say to Great Britain, ‘ If you want 
us to help you, callus to your councils.’ ” 


It seems to me that the position assumed 
by Sir Wilfrid Laurier is absolutely 
unanswerable. Are we not already 


approaching such a situation as he 
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presupposes? We shall always in 
future expect the colonies to help us. 
We are actually making arrangements to 
give hundreds of commissions in the 
3ritish Army to our colonies ; and if we 
do that, how can we say to Sir Wilfrid 
Laurier that he is not entitled to share 
our responsibilities for peace or war ? 
Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. HERBERT 
ROBERTSON, Hackney, S.). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. HELD DERWICK (continuing) : In 
connection with this particular subject of 
Imperial defence, we have also to recollect 
the extraordinary dimensions to which 
the cost of Imperial defence has grown. 


I do not think it is too much to say that | 


though it is not actually beyond the 
capacity of the ordinary taxpayer, it 
already constitutes a serious burden. The 
3ritish colonist, if not so rich as his 
relative at home, has vet shown himself 
capable of bearing a fair share of the 
burthen of Empire. But to insist upon 
this, or to accept it, involves a correlative 
right. You cannot share your burthen 
without sharing the right to say how the 
burthen is to be borne. There is the 
most important point of all, a point 
which is closely bound up_ with 
the question of Imperial defence, 
namely, the greater consolidation of 
the Empire. If we could speak to the 
world not only with the voice of the 
people of the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Ireland, but with the united 
voice of the whole Empire, we should not 
only exercise a much greater influence 
abroad, but in my opinion the greatest 
possible guarantee we would provide for 
the preservation of the peace of the world. 
What are the ties that unite us now ? 
These are the Crown, a golden thread 
with a breaking strain, and sentiment, 
the greatest force in human affairs, but a 
fluctuating element. Colonial sentiment 
is now at white heat in our favour. We 
may do anything with it now. 
long will it remain in this malleable 
state ? Great exaltation of feeling cannot 
in nature be long sustained. There will 
come a moment when the eloquent words 
of Sir W. Laurier will be forgotten, and 
only the memory of the wounds of war 


will survive. Then the question will 
be asked, ‘“ What are all our. sacri- 
fices for! What have we gained?” 


There must be something tangible to 
point to. We ought to learn a lesson 


Mr. Hedderwick. 


{COMMONS} 
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'from the history of our American 
colonies. We saved these colonies from 


destruction by the arms of France, and 


immediately afterwards they broke away 
from us on a trumpery detail of 3 
tea tax. That illustrates the donble 


danger of legislating at a distance and 
of- relying upon so fluctuating an element 
as sentiment. The Australian Common- 
wealth Bill will shortly be laid upon 
the Table of this House. Suppose, 
for a moment, that we were to be so foolish 
as to mangle that measure on which the 
colonies have been labouring for three 
years, and on which they have set their 
hearts, is there any hon. Member who 
would undertake to say how long the 
fervid enthusiasm, for which we can 
never be too deeply grateful, would 
remain ? What escape is there from sucha 
calamity but co-operation in council with 
our colonial kinsmen? Again, it must 


' be remembered that the immense develop- 


ment of our colonies is a new factor in 
the foreign policy of the State. It adds 
enormously to the problem of Imperial 
defence. Hitherto the foreign policy of 
the State, so far as I understand it, has 
been governed mainly by two ideas—the 
balance of power in Europe and the pro- 
tection of the shores of the Channel. But 
to these must now he added the greater 
problem of the protection of the vast 
littorals of continents in remote seas. It 
might be expected if we had represen- 
tatives of the colonies in this House that 
Imperial affairs would get more adequate 
consideration than now. — Parliament, 
under the pressure of domestic affairs, 
tends to become more and more parochial. 
An outbreak of swine fever attracts more 
attention than a massacre in a protec- 
torate; an order for the muzzling of 
dogs than the loss of Madagascar. The 
democracy must be saved from Shore- 
ditch if it is to govern an Empire. Is 
it unreasonable to hope that with the 
presence of colonial representatives in 
Parliament the political horizon would be 
somewhat enlarged, and the tone of the 
public mind correspondingly elevated? I 
think we should also avoid great re- 
current risks—risks which arise from 
European obligations such as the guaran- 
teeing of the Asiatic frontier of Turkey, 
risks which might expose us to war at 
any moment, and involve our colonies in 
disastrous losses. Finally, I should say, 
whatever one may think of the proposal 
which I have made, and however we may 
be disposed towards the admission of the 
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elonies to representation in this House, 
the thing itself is inevitable sooner or 
ter. Our colonies have cease l to be 
mere colonies. With our consent they 
have stepped into the Imperial circle. 
They have fought for us and bled with 
yw. Henceforth they can never be 
rlegated to their old position again. 
We have entered into a path from which 
there is no return, and from which, were 
it still possible, return, in- my opinion, 
is not to be desired. Already some 
of our colonies claim to have a voice 
in the settlement of the South African 
question, and we shall have to consider 
their wishes. We have taken them into 
jartnership, and the bond which has been 
valed by their blood cannot be broken. 
In my opinion the addition of their voice 
in the Imperial Councils of the State 
yould be a gain to the Empire and to the 
Imperial Parliament. I beg to move the 
motion standing in my name, 


*Mr. TREVELYAN (Yorkshire, W.R., 
Elland): Ido not wish to add anything 
to the general argument brought forward 
by my hon. friend who proposed 
this motion. think there can be very 
little doubt that the majority, indeed 
perhaps the whole of the House avrees in 
the theory of Imperial federation, or some 
wrt of representation of the colonies, and 
that it will become in the near or distant 
future an absolute necessity. But what 
lwrs the way is time and the necessity for 
nore practical suggestions than have 
hitherto been brought forward, and [ do 
nt in supporting this motion wish to 
discuss in the very least the forms which 
Inperial federation ought to take, nor do 
[suggest that there is any immediate 
pssibility that it should be brought into 
practical political existence. It will be a 
natter of large statesmanship and long 
rars before we can hope to have any- 
ting of the nature of Imperial federa- 
ton. We are going to discuss in a few 
weks the Australian Commonwealth 
Bll, the ilea of which has only been 
hfore the Australian public for, perhaps, 
trenty years, and it is only in the last ten 
yars that any practical suggestions 
hve been taking shape. What I want 
t suggest in reference to this 
intion is not much . that the 
Overnment should promise at this 
jmcture to bring forward any sort of 
sheme of Imperial federation, but rather 
tat there might be some sort of inter- 
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mediate policy this country might adopt 
before Imperial federation was brought 
before it. for discussion. All | 
wish to do to-night is to plead for the 
beginning of something being done to 
recognize the right of the colonies to 
some sort of representation in our councils, 
and the last few months have been show- 
ing that there is serious need for it. Of 
course the loyalty of the colonies and 
their action at the present time shows 
their intense affection for the mother 


ser1ous 


country, but that loyalty has not been 
entirely unquestioning, although it has 
been given as graciously as it could be 


given. In Canada statesmen like Sir 
Wilfrid Laurier and others have, with 
that caution which has always charac- 
terised constitutional statesmen belonging 
to our race, refused, even at this juncture, 
to commit themselves absolutely to fol- 
lowing Great Britain in every war in 
which Great Britain possibly may be 
engaged. It is true that they follow us 
in the present war, but many of the 
Canadian statesmen have said that, in 
spite of their approval of this particular 
conflict, they will not commit themselves 
to join in every war which England may 
undertake. This was sail very ctrectly 
by Sir Richard Cartwright 


at, 


“Tsay that we are not, by any manner of 
means, called upon to take part im every war 
in which England may engage. [ say more, 
that it eannot be demanded of Canada, asa 
right, that she should contribut2 to every war 
in whieh the Empire is engaged under the 
present circumstances. What Canada has 
done has been a free gift, and therein lay its 
value and its importance to the Empire.” 

It is clear from that that even at this 
moment, when Canadians are so anxious 
to assist us, they will not commit them- 
selves, in the same way as every part of 
the United Kingdom admits it must be 
committed, to accept the doctrine that 
under all circumstances will they be ready 
to assist England, and never can they 
accept that doctrine until they have some 
sort of representation in some common 
Parliament. I do not expect, and [ think 
nobody expects, that the Government 
should make any sort of promise or 
engagement, or hold out any sort of 
hope that Imperial federation can be a 
matter of the immediate future. What I 
wish to ask is whether the Government 
could not do something as a sort of stop- 
gap policy, to ena>le the colonies to feel 
that in this country, as well as 
through the different parts of the 
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Colonies and 


there 


Empire, an idea that 
ought to be working at some scheme 


was 
we 
by which they might have representati 

py Whiea taey mignt have representation. 


mn 
he 


suggestion I am going to make ts not 
my own, or I should not venture to make 
it. It comes from a colonial source. — It 
is that the Agents General or some other 
people in thoroughly responsible or repre- 
sentative positions should be allowed, not 
to have voting power, for it would be 
ridiculous to suggest voting power—it 
would mean so litthe—but that they or 
some others in a representative capacity 
should be allowed to have a voice in our 
(liseussions. They, in a sense, are repre- 
sentative politicians, and they would be 
more so if this privilege were in any way 
accorded to them. ‘This suggestion, of 
course, 18 open to many very obvious 
objections. In the first place, it is open 
to the objection that we have not had in 
our Parliament in any I believe, 
representatives who have not had voting 
power. But the conditions are peculiar ; the 
conditions ave new. The colonies are begin- 
ning to demand representation. Nobody 
suggests at the present time that there is 
any hope that they should have any real, 
complete and effective representation, 
but this is only a suggestion for a period 
during which the Empire is considering 
the possibilities of Imperial federation. 
It is only a suggestion which would meet 
some of the requirements of the situation. 
There 


ace 
age x 


has been recently in Australia a 
demand for some sort of representation 
from a very important source. The most 
influential :ewspaper in Australia, the 
Melbourne Age—which is the first paper 
in Australia, has the largest circulation, 
and has the highest influence of any 
newspaper in the Australasian colonies 

has declared that the colonies ought to 
begin to demand some sort of represen- 
tation, and there is no doubt that the 
feeling, although it has not taken any very 
definite shape, is growing with extra- 
ordinary rapidity. We, at this moment, 
however, or very soon, are going to have 
an Australian Commonwealth Bill before 
us. That Bill is the product of the 
enthusiasm for Australian nationality ; 
but, quite apart from this war, quite apart 


‘COMMONS’ 


from the loyalty which has been called | 


forth by thissemergency in the last few 





months, side by side with Australian 
nationalism, there has beena strong growth 


of Imperial feeling, and I think, when 
public feeling is beginning to show itself 
through newspapers and other sources in 
Mr. Trevelyan, 
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favour of some sort of representation, we 
ought in England to try to meet it. It ig 
for that reason that IL second the reso- 
lution. 


Motion made, , 
“That, in the opinion of this House, it is 
desirable, in the interests of the Empire, 
that the eolonies should be admitted to 
some direct representation in the Imperial 
Parliament.”—(.Vr. [Hedderwick.) 

THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I thoroughly appre- 
ciate the intention of the hon. Member 
who has just sat down and the mover in 
bringing this resolution before the House ; 
and if their object is, as I am sure it is, 
to induce a union between the 
colonies and the mother country, I am 
sure they have no more strenuous sup- 
porter than myself. But, at the same 
time, I must say [ doubt very mich 
whether that object will be promoted by 
the introduction into this House of an 
abstract resolution on a question of 
the greatest complexity and import- 
ance, and by an academic discussion 
on such a resolution. The matter is one 
which, if it is to have a practical issue, 
must come, as all our great constitutional 
changes have come, gradually and with the 
full assent of all the parties concerned, 
and to attempt to stimulate it into a kind 
of hot-house growth by anything like a 
premature discussion appears to me to |x 
distinctly a mistake. I agree entirely 
with what was said by the hon. Membei 
for Wick as to the prodigious growth 01 
our colonial Empire-—a growth which i 
much more remarkable and admirabil 
when we consider its effect upon t! 
intelligence, power, and wealth of th 
great colonies than when it is looked a 
asa question of the extension of physica: 
areas. Tagree with him also, as we ai 
do, in his recognition of the magniticen 
rally of the colonies to the cause of tu 
Empire. They have shown 
the hon. Member did them some injusti 
when he said that they had answered t 
our call, because we made no call; the; 
voluntarily offered, tendered the ass.si 
ance which we have so gladly accepte 
and, great as that has been and valuati 
as it is, large as are the sacrifices it ha 


and Question propesed 


cl ser 


entailed upon the colonies concern 
I believe that if m any stress, + 
difficulty, or crisis of our fat 


| we did make a call on the colonies, thei 
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efforts would be immensely greater even 
than those they have already made. Of 
course, there is a counter claim upon us, 
in this House 
most yvladly recognise, and if there 
be any demand or any request which the 
ike the mother 
country, nothing can be more certain than 
that such a request, such a demand, would 
he most favourably considered by the 
British Parliament. But have they made 
that demand! Have they made any 
demand or any request for such a pro- 
posal, such an alteration of our system, as 
is suggested by the resolution which 
now before the House? It is an abstract 
is a curious thing how 
shortly after Mr. Gladstone has left the 
House his great principles are forgotten 
by his party. If there was one thing which 
Mr. Gladstone more consistently urged 
than another, it was that upon the Parlia- 
mentary point it was a great mistake, 
mischievous, and even immoral, in a 
Parliamentary sense, to propose abstract 
resolutions unless the promoters of those 
resolutions were prepared to give some- 
thing like a sketch of the general lines 
ipon which they wish to proceed. The 
hon. Gentleman who introduced this reso- 
lution said that he had no practical 
scheme to suggest. [ am bound to say 


a claim which every man 
sh) 
i 


woul 


ee : 
colonies Nave to mm: to 


is 


Rake 
resolution. — It 


I can imagine Mr. Gladstone under 
such circumstances pointing out to 
the hon. Gentleman the extreme im- 


propriety of saying nothing as to the 
practical issue of the proposal in what 
smerely an abstract resolution. The hon. 
Member both vague and too 
letinite. He is too vague beeause he has 
mitted to consider any of the difficulties 
which lie in the way of anyone who at- 
empts to bring about or even to hasten the 
idvent of Imperial federation. Then he 
stoo definite because in his resolution 
te does indicate and practically does com- 
nit us toa particular form in which, not 
mperial federation, but Imperial repre- 
entation is to be brought about. If the 
fouse were now to vote for this Resolu- 
ion they would commit themselves to 
his proposition—-that the only way to 
ecure closer relations with the colonies, 
"hich we all desire, is by introducing 
ome sort of representation of the colonies 
1 the Imerial Parliament, and thereby 
e would exclude altogether the con- 
ideration of those proposals for a federal 
ystem which at one time or another have 
cen under review by statesmen or others 


too 


1S 
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who have given their attention to the 
subject. Up to the present time, 
authough, of course, there have been‘ ex- 
pressions by individuals, both by societies 
and individual statesmen and politicians 
in the colonies, there has been absolutely 
no definite suggestion, proposal, demand, 
or request on the part of any of the 
representative authorities of the colonies 
for any such change as is suggested in 
the resolution. [ do not mean to say 
that such a change would therefore 
necessarily be unpopular in the colonies. 
Quite the contrary; [ believe that they 
are at the present moment constantly 


considering the question, as we 
are here in this country, but up to 
the present time, at any rate, they 
have not propounded any particular 


method of dealing with the subject ; 
and, much as I myself desire the object 
which the Member who has brought this 
resolution forward has in view, [am con- 
vineed that nothing would be more 
dangerous or more fatal to the success 
of that object than any premature dis- 
cussion of details. It is a matter on 
which we have rather to follow our 
colonies than to appear to dictate or even 
to to them. One thing our 
colonies may be assured of—that, how- 
ever far they may be willing to go in the 
direction of Imperial unity, we shall bo 
willing to follow. But, having regard to 
the extraordinary complexity of the 
situation, | do not think that the time 
has come when we are to suggest to them 
the form which I hope and even venture 
to believe before many years have passecl 
that Imperial unity will take. I have 
said that the hon. Member who raised 
this question was not only too definite, 
hut also too vague. At all events, he ex- 
cluded a great number of suggestions 
which have been made. He is also too 
vague as to the resolution itself. Not by 
way of depreciating the value of the idea, 
hut by way of pointing out to the House 
the extraordinary difliculty of discussing 
the subject at the present time, let me 
suggest to the hon. Member some of the 
points on which he has offered no answer 
whatever. This resolution to the 
effect that “in the opinion of this House 


suggest 


is 


it is desirable that the colonies” 
well, what colonies? In the first 
place the hon. Member has so far 


dealt with the matter that he has de- 
clined to include India, but he has said 
nothing about the Crown colonies. 

Jeo RL 
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Mr. HEDDERWICK : It is perfectly 
trae that I said nothing specifically of 
the Crown colonies, but I think I indi- 
cated that I dealt exclusively with the 
self-governing colonies. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : But I must 
point out the difficulty in which the 
House would be placed if they committed 
themselves to the terms of this resolu- 
tion without thoroughly understanding 
what they included or omitted. I quite 
understand now that he proposes to deal 
with the self-governing colonies. Very 
good. The next question that arises Is 
this: He says that they should be ad- 
mitted to some direct representation in 


the Imperial Parliament. Well, the 
Imperial Parliament consists of two 
Houses. In which House does he pro- 


pose they should he represented, or does 
he propose that thev should be repre- 

pro} i l 
sented in both ? 


Mr. HEDDERWICK : There are two 
in the other House already. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: LT beg par- 
don. Surely the hon. Gentleman, who 
calls himself a Liberal, does not call that 
representation. 


Mr. HEDDERWICK: IT qnite adimit 
the force of that: hut I should regard 
Lord Strathcona and Lord Mount Stephen 
as the thin end of the wedge. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Although I 
believe there are no more — popular 
colonists in this country than the two 
noble Lords the hon. Member has referred 
to, and although I am sure they enjoy the 
confidence of their fellow-colonists, I do 
not think, as a matter of constitutional 
right, Canada would consider it was fairly 
represented by the two noble Lords who 
have been created peers in this country, 
and who have not been in any sense the 
result of election by the colonists. The 
House is asked to pass a resolution of this 
kind, and I say the hon. Member is too 
vague. There is a great deal to be said 
for representation, if it is ever to take 
place, in this House. There is something 
to be said for representation in the other 
House ; and it might be contended that 
re resentation in one House without re- 
presentation in the other would be a 
very unsatisfactory way of putting 


the colonies on an equality with the 
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people of this country. When you 
have decided in which House, or 
whether in both Houses, the colonies 
are to be represented, to what extent is 
that representation to go? Is it to be 
proportional to population ?. The hon. 
Member who seconded the resolution 
would apparently be satistied with what 
he calls a stop-gap—! think a most un- 
fortunate phrase—and he suggests that 
the representation should be by the 
appointment of Agents General to seats 
in this House alone. Well, with what 
object does the hon. Member seek this 
representation! He did not directly ex- 
plain it. He left the House to infer. He 
said nothing could be more satisfactory 
than the action of the colonies to- 
wards the present war, and he quoted 
the action of Canada as an illustration, 
and he went on to say that Canada re- 
served to itself the right to decide 
whether in any future war it would ex- 
tend the same assistance. Of course it 
does. Does he suppose Canada would 
occupy a different position if she had not 
been represented by Lord Strathcona or 
the Agents General! Does he suppose 
under these circumstances we should be 
entitled to say to Canada, ‘* You shall no 
longer go as you please, but you are to 


accept the decision of this House, and 
you are to give us assistance and 
send your bravest sons to fight, 


because you are represented — in 
this House by the Agents General”! 
The proposal is altogether inadequate to 
the-object. It is absurd to suppose that 
a self-governing colony, with all its 
natural pride and independence, would 
sacrifice that independence for the sake of 
a single vote in this House. I do not for 
a moment criticise the point that it might 
be on other accounts desirable, at some 
time or another, that the representatives 
of the different colonies should be here 
with a voice, as a sort of advisory mem: 
bers. Yet I would point out to the 
House that by any such proposal as that 
they will not secure the object with which 
this resolution is moved ; for it is quite 
certain that no colony would fora moment 
think of giving up its independence for 
such a representation. 3ut I will go to 
another point. Assume that the Queen 
altered the constitution of this Imperial 
Parliament. Assume that we have given 
to every self-governing colony represen- 
tation in this House in proportion to its 
population-—I suppose that would be the 
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ideal—and a certain representation in the 
other House also. Then what is this new 
Parliament to do? In the first place, 
what is to be its attitude towards the 
colonies? Is it to legislate for them? If 
not, what is the object of having this 
large representation? At the present 
moment the Imperial Parliament is con- 
stitutionally entitled to legislate for every 
colony. That is a constitutional principle 
which is admitted by all the colonies ; 
but, at the same time, it is a constitv- 
tional principle which we do not often 
exercise. Therefore, the colonies would 
think that an enormous change was 
made if, in return for a proportionate 
representation, which would never be a 
majority in this House, we were to under- 
take to legislate for the colonies. Surely 
the idea is perfectly absurd. It is not in 
that way that the federation of the Empire 
is ever to be accomplished. We are not, 
in any circumstances, going to interfere 
with the domestic affairs of the colonies. 
But, then, are they to interfere with our 
domestic affairs? If you are to have this 
proportionate representation, although it 
would be always a minority in this House, 
it might be sufficient to determine a 
division. T was rather amused by some- 
thing which fell from the hon. Member 
for Wick. He did not consider that that 
last objection was a difficulty, because the 
colonies were, he said, far advaneed in 
social legislation ; and he appeared to 
helieve, and most ingenuously expressed 
the opinion, that they would always vote 
with the Radical party. I do not know 
how far that would commend itself to the 
House, if it were true; but I am bound 
to say that I do not think it is true. If 
the hon. Member has studied Canadian 
and Australian politics, he will know that 


words common both here and there have | 
A 


Conservative in Canada or Australia is a | 


a different meaning in the two places. 


very different person from a Conservative 
here ; and, in the same way, a Radical 
there entertains very different views on 
particular questions from Radicals in 
the old country. Therefore, I do 
not suppose that it would be a 
permanent gain for either party. 
But it would be extraordinarily anomalous 
to have questions of great importance in 
our domestic legislation settled for us by 
hon. Members who, by the nature of the 
circumstances, would he insutticiently 
acquainted with our life and system. 
Another question is this—suppose that 
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these representatives of the colonies come 
here, the only alternative to their taking 
part in our legislation would be that 
suggested by the hon. Member for Elland 
—namely, that they should speak but not 
vote. Ido not mean to cast any ridicule 
upon that proposal, if it is thoroughly 
understood that all that is intended by 
such a change is to give the colonies an 
opportunity of stating their case on 
colonial questions and on questions in 
which they are separately interested. In 
such matters communication with the 
colonies is no doubt very desirable, 
although I am not quite clear whether 
it could not be better obtained 
by special delegations—-such that, 
for instance, which is at present in London 
on the matter of Australian federation—- 
than it could be by representatives who 
would have to be appointed for a consider- 
able time, and who might be more or less 
out of touch with colonial opinion after a 
while. But any such half-hearted repre- 
sentation as that would go a very short 
way towards the federation of the Empire, 
and would certainly not justify us in the 
slightest degree in imposing on the 
colonies the will of the majority in the 
Imperial Parliament on any questions in 
which they were interested. It would not 
advance one atom the present position, 
which is that these colonies, although 
they reverence the person of the Sove- 
reign and are devoted in their loyalty to 
the Crown, are nevertheless, with that 
exception, independent sister nations, and 
their assistance is given to us voluntarily 
upon such occasions as that which we are 
witnessing to-day. But we do not 
pretend to have any power to compel that 
assistance. If the object of hon. Members 
opposite is to secure an arrangement 
such the hon. Member for Elland 
seemed to suggest—that we should 
have the right to compel the colonies’ 
contributions as the contributions of 
every individual taxpayer in the United 
Kingdom are compelled—all I can say is 
that they are proposing something very 
much more drastic than anything sug- 
gested by the present resolution. Have 
hon. Members considered what the result 
of the introduction of a large representa- 
tion of the colonies into this Parhament 
would be upon our fiscal legislation ? The 
hon. Member for Elland referred to a 
proposal which has been made by the 
London Chamber of Commerce for a fiseal 


Tinperial Parliament. 


as 


as 


or 
fo) 
Co 
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arrangement with the colonies, which is, 
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indeed, a proposal for an Imperial Zoll- 
verein. I have often been attacked for 
having, as it is said, proposed an Imperial 
Zollverein. [have never done anything 
of the sort. It is one of those recurring 
mistakes of which I am so largely the 
victim, and which hardly worth 
while to contradict until the occasion 
becomes urgent. All I have done is to 
point out, following the language used 
by Lord Ripon, my predecessor, that if 
there is to be any kind of fiscal arrange- 
ment with the colonies, the only form 
which I myself think would be viewed 
with the slightest favour in this country 
would be that of an Imperial Zollverein, 
in which there should be Free Trade 
between the whole empire, and duties 


it is 


of some kind as against — other 
countries. But I have not proposed that : 
I have merely stated that that alone 


eems to me a proposal which might be 
seriously considered. What I wish = to 
point out is that these proposals have been 
declared by the organs of hon. Members 
opposite to be an atrocious heresy a 
heresy so great that the founders of it 
ought almost to be put in the pillory-or 
carried to the stake. Are hon. Members 
opposite really prepared to consider such 
a heresy, which might be raised by the 
representatives of the colonies in this Par- 
liament if they were to take part in all 
the discussions in which we engage ! 
Lastly, there is another point which, to my 
mind, renders any further discussion on 
this subject at present undesirable. The 
hon. Member dealt with it very lightly. 
He said there is a Liberal principle that 
there should be no taxation without 
representation. I differ from the hon. 
Member when he says that the reverse is 
not also true—that there cannot be repre- 
sentation without taxation. The proposi 
tion of hon. Members opposite, although I 
know they do not intend it, will be taken 
by the colonies as a proposal that we 
should tax them ; that in return for giving 
them a representation which would never 
be more than a minority in this 
House—-at any rate for years to come 

we should claim ‘he right to tax them. All 
I can say is that that isa proposition which, 
if it were ever to be considered, should 
come to us from them, and should not be 
suggested by us. It would be most 
dangerous if it went abroad that we in 
this House—any of us who are in the 
slightest degree responsible on either side 
for the proceedings— gave the slightest 
Mr, J. Chamberlain. 
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Imperial Parliament. 415? 
sipport to any such proposition. [ have 
ventured to point out my reasons for 
thinking that this discussion is premature, 
that it is necessarily academic, and that 
it might be mischievous. In these cir- 
cumstances, I cannot but hope that the 
hon. Member may think fit, being 
probably satisfied with having laid the 
matter | efore the House, to withdraw the 
resolution. I should be sorry to have a 
division on such a resolution, because as 
to the object which the hon. Members 
undoubtedly have in view | 
we are unanimous. At any rate, nothing 
would give me greater pleasure than 
during my period of office to promote or 
advance in any way that Imperial unity 
which has been the dream of all statesmen 
in recent times who have devoted any 
attention to the subject, and which Iam 
sanguine enough to is not im 
possible of realisation, although it may 
be endangered by premature discussion. 


suppose 
il 


believe is 


*Mr. HEDDERWICK : [t is perfectly 
true, as the right hon. Gentleman has said, 
that this discussion has been aecademical, 
but there doubt, from the very 
manner in which the motion which stands 


in my name is framed, that | intended to 


is no 


do nothing more than to express a desire 
on the part of this House to meet any 
wishes on the part of the colonies which 
might be expressed at some future time. 
I cannot help feeling, in spite of the casti 
gation, more or less merited, which some 
of the arguments used by me_ have 
received from the right hon, Gentleman, 
that the whole tone of his reply was really 
sympathetic. That being so, I am satis 
fied that all that can be gained by this 
discussion has been gained, and therefore 
I quite reciprocate his desire that no divi 
sion should be taken on the motion. — | 
feel that he has expressed very much 
better than | or any other Member of this 
House could have done ow real feeling 
towards the colonies in this matter. I 
should just like to add, after what fell 
from him in respect of special delegations, 
that while I for one, and | suppose every 
Member of this House, would be perfectly 
satistied that any spec ial del sation would 
receive adequate attention from — the 
present holder of the Colonial Secretarial 
Office, vet in the past and T am thinking 
now of the occasion of the New Hebrides 
ditticulty —-a special delegation from 
Australia was anything but properly 
received by the noble Lord who then pre, 
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sided over the Colonial Office. I remember | 
that instance well, because the character | 
of the reception then accorded to the 
representatives from Australia made a 
painful impression on my mind at the 
time. Therefore I feel that the merits 
of special delegation very much depend 
upon the disposition of the gentleman 
who may happen for the time being to 
hold the office of Secretary of State. I 
beg, by leave of the House, to withdraw 
the motion. 
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Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


PRIVATE BILL LEGISLATION 


(IRELAND). 
[ RESOLUTION. ] 


*SerJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I rise to move the resolution, notice of 
which appears on the Paper. I do not 
think it will be necessary for me to 
occupy the time of the House at any very 
great length, because the resolution 
embodies a principle which [ flatter my- 
self will be accept able to both sides of the 
House. It certainly has this advantage, 
that it is free from any colour of a party 
character. It also has this further advan- 
tage, that though dealing with Ireland it 
does not seck to impose any burden upon 
the Imperial Exchequer. The resolution 
points to a grievance which has been felt 
for a very great number of years it 
Ireland, and which only requires to be 


stated to satisfy every fair-minded and 
mpartial man that a grievance does 


exist. I do not expect that even if I 
carry this resolution it will be possible to 
found upon it any legislation this session, 
because, in answer to a question put a 
ew days ago, the First Lord of the 
Treasury, though his tone appeared to 
ne to be sympathetic, stated that it 
vas not the intention of Her Majesty’s 
Government to bring in any Bill this 
ession dealing with the question of Irish 
Private Bill li ‘gislation. ‘There is another 
leason why it will not be necessary for 
he to discuss this question at any very 
onsiderable length, and that is that a 
imilar question was debated very fully 
ind very ably last session in connection 
vith the measure dealing with Scotch 
trivate Bill legislation which was passed 
nto law. Many of the arguments ad- 
anced on that occasion by able and 


minent Members from that part of the 
nited Kingdom a ipply with even greater 
I do not in this resolu- 


bree to Ireland. 
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tion ask the House to extend the scope of 
that measure to Ireland, because I would 
rather see how that Act operates before 
I adopt altogether its details. I confess 
that as far as I have been able to give 
attention to that particular Act, it seems 
to me that a simpler mode of attaining 
my end might by some exercise of 
ingenuity be secured. I say that this is 
a grievance which has been for a very 
long time felt in Ireland. It is a very 
remarkable thing that it is as old as the 
union itself, because at that time one of 
the difficulties foreseen by the promoters 
of the Act of Union was the seonbe ay it 
would be to Ireland to have Private bills 
passed by the United nara setae 
in London instead of having loeal inquiries 
and proceedings taken for that purpose in 
the country itself. A letter which appears 
in the Memoirs of Lord Castlereagh, 
written by the Duke of Portland to the 
then Lord Lieutenant, immediately before 
the union, contains this remarkable pas- 
sage, to which I call the attention of the 
House 

“One of the greatest difficulties, however, 
which has been supposed to attend a project 
of union between the two kingdoms is that of 
the expense and trouble which will be 
occasioned by the attendance of witnesses in 
trials of contested elections or in matters of 
private business requiring Parliamentary in- 
terposition.” 
It is singular that 100 years 
ditliculty should have been 
It was foreseen, I suppose, because 
it was obvious and did not require 
any very great amount of prophecy. 
Long since, in 1868, this House obviated 
one of the difficulties there pointed out in 
regard to contested elections, and got rid 
in that way of a very crying grievance. 
But passing on from that which is now 
ancient history, I, in looking up_ this 
matter, find that more than thirty years 
ago a Bill was introduced for this very 
purpose by an hon. Member from Ireland. 
Other matters intervened, and that Bill, 
like a great number of other Irish Bills 
brought in with a view to remedying 
grievances or supposed grievances, fell 
still-born, and nothing came of it. But 
the question notwithstanding was kept 
alive and has never slept from that day. 

Attention called to the fact that 
forty Members were not present. House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present, 
*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (continuing) : 
This grievance has never slept, and so far 


this 
foreseen. 


ac 
ago 
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hack as 1882 the Associated Chambers of | 


Commerce at a meeting held in London 
passed a resolution complaining strongly 
of the existing system on the grounds set 
forthin thisresolution, Those grounds were 
the great waste of the time ot Parliament, 
the delay to the suitors, and the heavy 
costs and charges attending the promo- 
tion of Private Bills. That was in 1882. 
On the 12th March, 1888, some of the 
hon. Members present may recollect a 
Select Committee on this question was 
appointed to inquire into the whole sub- 
ject, anl among the meinbers of that 
Committee were the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Montrose and the hon. 
and learned Member for North Louth. 
That Committee did not arrive at any 
conclusion as to what the means of 
obviating this grievance should be, but 
two or three alternative methods were 
suggested. My resolution does not at 
all involve the adoption of any one or 
other of them. But the members of that 
Committee were all agreed as to the evils 
of the present system. These evils ma. 
de suminarised in this way. If a Private 
Bill is) promoted from some remote 
corner of Ireland, a place which, perhaps, 
many Members here have never heard of, 
the promoters must have counsel in 
London, and, owing to the peculiarity of 
the procedure before Parliamentary 
Committees and the enormous crush of 
Parliamentary business attendant on that 
system, they are obliged not only to 
employ counsel who have a monopoly, 
and are, consequently, more expensive 
than they otherwise would be, but also to 
employ, instead of one or two counsel, as 
in an ordinary case, four or five, to ensure 
the attendance of any one of them. 
Another point upon which the Committee 
agreed, as a cause of delay and a source 
of grievance, was the shortness of the 
daily sittings and the uncertainty of 


the time at which any given Bill 
would) be taken up. The — conse- 
quence of this is that witnesses 


from a remote part of Treland may be 
kept waiting day after day and week 
after week before they are put into the 
witness box. A third point is what has 
heen adverted to before on some occasion 
in this session—the twice-told tale before a 
Committee of the House of Commons and 
then hefore a Committee of the House of 
Lords, or vie rersd-—going over the same 
same evidence, with 
Then last, and perhaps 
Serjeant Hemphill, 


story, throagu the 


the same counsel. 
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greatest, the enormous expense involved 
by the costs of witnesses, the costs of 
deputations that come over in connection 
with the Bills, and the costs of Parlia- 
mentary agents in London. These 
sources of expense it is impossible to 
minimise and impossible to overrate. A 
very experienced gentleman, well known 
in Dublin and every part of [reland, gave 
evidence before that Committee, and he 
pointed out that even in the case of 
uncontested Bills evidence was required, 
and the cost was most unreasonable, 
In the case of one company it was neces- 
sary to get a Private bill merely to obtain 
additional power to borrow money, and 
that Private Bill cost the company £1,233, 
Such a measure as that ought not to have 
cost the company a £50 note. The same 
company had to pay £796 for an opposed 
Bill, and £378 for another which was un- 
opposed. This evidence was given by 
a man of business, who produced the 
vouchers, and there can be no question 
about the facts. There was a short Bill 
from the county of Cork to indemnify 
a grand jury for exceeding their powers, 
and that Bill cost £490. They also had 
another Bill the opposition to which cost 
nearly £1,000. We need not go very far 
to look for other instances, 
within the last two years we have had 
two Bills in particular which startled us. 
The Dublin) Boundaries Bill was the 
subject of two debates in this House, 
and that cost the corporation — sup- 
porting it over £16,000. One 
body of Commissioners who opposed 
that Bill had to pay also about £3,000 
for their opposition, and to this must 
be added the costs of three or four other 
townships who opposed it. I may mention 
that the cost of promoting this abortive 
Bill before a Committee of this House and 
the House of Lords tots up to nearly 
£45,000. It isimpossible for any country 
to progress with such a millstone round 
its neck that is involved in the promo- 
tion of these Bills. Then there was the 
Bill for the Amalgamation of the Rail- 
ways, which also led to nothing, and the 
cost to the different companies concerned 
was something enormous. In the course 
of that Bill the eminent counsel who is at 
the head of the Parliamentary Bar—Mr. 
Pope—stated that the cost of the inquiry 
was about £5 a minute. It was further 
stated that the cost to the promoters was 
about £400 a day. There were a number 
of Private Bills before the House last 
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session, and they were all promotedat very 
great cost. One of the things pointed out 
duringthe inqui-y into the Belfast Drainage 
Bill in 1897, where all the witnesses 
examined came from Belfast at great 
expense, was that all this money could 
have been saved by a loeal inquiry 
In the height of the railway fever 
an anecdote is told of one eminent 
Parliamentary counsel who held briefs 
for twenty-three Committees, all of 
them sitting at the same time. He 
was leisurely walking up and down the 
corridor and another counsel asked him, 
“How do you happen to be here when 
these cases of yours are going on, and so 
many people want you!” His_ reply 
was, “It doesn’t matter; I can only be 
there in one case at a time, and 
so the other twenty-two have no right to 
complain.” That illustrates the disad- 
vantage at which partie: are placed by 
being brought to London, The three or 
four leading counsel at the Parliamentary 
Bar are like the young doctor in one of 
Smollet’s works, who represented himself 
as being so busy that if he were cut up 
into a thousand pieces he would have 
plenty of work for each piece to do. | 
wonder that this hardship has been en- 
dured so long. It has been wittily 
said that the bringing up of country 
Witnesses does some good at all events, 
because in- the Railway Bills 
those witnesses from remote parts by 
coming to London make their first 
acquaintance with champagne — and 
turtle. Waterford in particular has been 
victimised by the present system. In the 
year 1875 Waterford had an improve- 
ment Bill and it cost them £2,100. In 
1889 a Bill was brought in by that cor- 
poration to enable them to borrow money, 
and the cost of that measure was between 
£900 and £1,000. They had to oppose 
another Bill in 1895 which cost £589, 
and in the same year the City Corpora- 
tion Act cost them £2,168. The 
cost to Waterford in 1887 of opposing 
the Dublin, Wicklow, and Wexford 
Railway Bill was £475, and the 
cost of their opposition in 1898 to the 
Fishguard and Rosslare Railway Bill was 
£1,200. That is quite enough to prevent 
places like Waterford making any  pro- 
gress, for it leaves them no alternative 
but to submit to unjust and unfair legis- 
lation because the ratepayers will not 
stand the oppression of such heavy costs. 
In the year 1899 the Waterford Cor- 


Case of 


13 Aprit 1900} 
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poration opposed the amalgamation of the 
Great Southern and Western Railways at 
a cost of £2,146, the burden of which fell 
upon the ratepayers of the city of Water- 
ford, which is by no means a_ wealthy 
corporation. 


Peck- 
the 


Mr. BANBURY (Camberwell, 
ham): But how can you avoid 
cost / 


*SERJEANT HEMPHILL: By having a 
local inquiry, where counsel would get 
only the same fees as in ordinary cases. 
Counsel in Ireland are not like the Parlia- 
mentary counsel in London, who seem to 
be able to get any fee they like to ask. 
There is no doubt that the fees at the 
Parliamentary Bur are enormous, but they 
are not too mach, because the counsel are 
obliged to work very hard during a short 
period of the session. In the case of a 
local inquiry in Ireland there would be 
no such fees, because counsel would be 


paid on the same scale as if they 
appeared at any other tribunal. — Trish 
counsel would be familiar — with 
the localities, and they would offer 


their services at considerably less fees 
than the great Parliamentary leaders 
at the Bar in London. I am sure if the 
hon. Member for Peckham were as well 
acquainted with the profession as I am 
he would appreciate this distinction with- 
out the necessity of this lengthy explana- 
tion. That is one part of the expense, 
but the expenses of the witnesses are the 
material part. Then again the expenses 
of the Parliamentary agent would be 
saved altogether. It has been stated that 
the average number of English Private 
Bills is between 300 and 400 every 
session, and hon. Members can well 
imagine the delay which is involved in 
promoting Private Bills. I have avoided 
in my resolution stating how this par- 
ticular mischief can be remedied, but | 
want the House to affirm that there is a 
grievance to Ireland in not having a 
cheaper tribunal. I claim for my resolu- 
tion the advantage that it may be 
supported by the most vehement opponent 
of Irish Home Rule, because that question 
is not involved init. There are a great 
number of hon. Gentlemen opposite who 
are bitterly opposed to the idea of Home 
Rule for Ireland, and I want to disabuse 
their minds of any suspicion that 
this resolution involves the — attirma- 
tion of 


the principle of Home Rule. 








1159 Private Bill 


You passed the Act for Scotland last year | 


which took away from the Committees of 
this House, in the first instance, the pass- 
ing of these Private Bills. The House 
can carry this resolution without weaken- 
ing its position either for or against Home 
Rule, although I firmly believe that we 
shall ultimately succeed in obtaining that 
great consummation of our political life. 
There is nothing in this proposal of mine 
which will either obstruct or facilitate 
Home Rule, but it isa proposal of ebvious 
justice. By affirming this resolution you 
will facilitate legislation in this House. 
This is not a lawyers’ question, for Grand 
Jury after Grand Jury have passed 
resolutions pointing out ihe evil of the 
present system in Ireland. The Chambers 
of Commerce both in England and Treland 
have unanimously — passed resolutions 
calling attention to the grievance under 
which we labour in not having a Bill 
similar to that which was passed last 
year for Scotland. I do not ask the 
House to pledge itself to the details of any 
scheme, but simply to affirm the exist- 
ence of this injustice, and if this resolu- 
tion is adopted it will facilitate the passing 
of legislation in future sessions. I beg 
to move the resolution standing in my 
name. 


Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I rise for the purpose of seconding this 
resolution. The subject is oie with 
which I am not unfamiliar, and | am ex- 
ceedingly curious to know what answer 
can be given against it by the Gevern- 
ment. This will be an illustration of the 
different way in which you treat Ireland. 
This resolution not commit the 
House to any definite plan, but it’ simply 
affirms that some change is necessary with 
a view of economising the time of Parlia- 
ment and reducing the expenses of 
suitors. That was the very object of the 
Scotch measure dealing with this question 
which was passed last year. When that 
measure Was under consideration it was 
pointed out that many parts of Scotland 
were so far from the centre of Imperial 
Government that it involved a great. ex- 
pense to those promoting Private Bills in 
Scotland, who were required to come 
down with their witnesses and employ 
counsel in London. It was also pointed 
out that the expenses of promoting Bills 
in this House were very considerable, and 
these grievances were the foundation of 
the Scotch Private Bill Procedure Act. It 

Serjeant Hemphill. 


does 
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was passed to enable people in Scotland 
far removed from London to have a local 
inquiry in regard to Private B:lls, so that 
they might have an opportunity of in- 
vestigating the matter on the spot. ‘That 
was one of the great arguments so far as 
the Seotch Bill was concerned. The next 
point was that it would be very much 
cheaper, and when I state these facts lam 
using the arguments of the hon. Member 
helow the gangway, and also the argn- 
ments of the Government, that it was in 
the interests of Private Bill legislation 
that there should be a local inquiry on 
the spot. Not only did you provide a 
local inquiry, but you preserved the autho- 
rity of Parliamentall the same, becanse any- 
onemayappealagainst the local inquiry. If 
there be Opposition to the Biull then it 
must of necessity come to this House. A 
Private Bill here has to go through the 
House of Commons and the House of 
Lords, but if it be a Bill brought up 
from Scotland, where there has been a 
local inquiry there can only be one joint 
inquiry of the Lords and Commons upon 
it, so that the expense is very much less 
than if you had two inquiries. That was 
the principle of the Bill, which the Govern- 
ment contended was in the interests of 
Scotland. These Committees are taken 
as applying more particularly to Treland, 
which is further away from London, and 
where the people, as a whole, are not so 
wealthy as in Scotland. There are unani- 
mous recommendations from Committee 
after Committee in favour of this principle, 
and yet when it comes to the point it is 
said, “Oh, Ireland is different.” I am 
surprised that the First Lord of the 
Treasury is not in his place, when he him- 
self, in order to reform the Private Bill 
procedure, brought in a Bill which em- 
braced the three countries. So far, then, 
as the principle itself is concerned, there is 
the fact that a Unionist Government 
brought in a Bill to place Ireland on the 
same footing as Scotland, and I shall be 
surprised indeed if from the Government 
benches any hon. Gentlemen gets up 
for the purpose of saying that this resolu- 
tion to give to Ireland that which the 
Government gave to Scotland last year, 
and which they intended to give to Ire 
Jand some years ago, is one that cannot 
be accepted. If you say that Ireland is not 
to get this, that would show at once how 


differently you treat Ireland to any other 


portion of the Empire. I cannot conceive 
it possible that there should be any 
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adverse decision in this matter, 
and the only way in which I could 
account for such a thing is that a 
minor member of the Government 
has received certain instructions with 
regard to this matter and is unable to go 
bevond his instructions. It is not, I 
think, fair or proper to delegate a matter 
of this kind to a minor member of the 
Cabinet. We all know perfectly well 
how the Attorney General for Ireland will 
split hairs and talk about the great differ- 
ence between Ireland and the other 
portions of the United Kingdom, but he 
cannot get over this important fact, that 
Ireland is in the same position as regards 
the principle of this motion as Scotland. 
We have got a separate Bill for Scotland, 
and now we are asking for a separate Bill 
for Ireland, and there can be no reason 
why Ireland should be treated differently 
from Scotland in a case of this kind. I 
shall therefore second the resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the present system of Private Bill 
Legislation for Treland constitutes a 
serious grievance to the interests of suitors 
from that country, and requires alteration, 
with a view to economising the time of 
Parliament, preventing delay, and_ re- 
ducing the heavy costs and charges 
attending the promotion of private Bills 
at present, and that legislation with this 
view is urgently required.” —( Mr. Serjeant 


He mphill. ) 
Si JAMES HASLETT (Belfast, N.) 


aid the proposal of the right hon. Gentle- 
min was made now, when a Unionist 
Government was in power, and it was 
upported by the hon. Member for 
Wid Lanark, who was anxious that 
ihe relief the proposal made in regard 
© Ireland should be extended to 
Scotland. But the hon. Gentleman had 
niled in the past to suggest or pro- 
pose himself such a Bill for Scotland. — It 
vas complained that counsel engaged in 
he advocacy of Private Bills before 
Parliamentary Committees seldom at- 
tended to their duties, for they were con- 
tnually popping out of one committee- 
bom to another. Well, he had known 
ounsellors in the little town of Belfast 
lolding briefs in Crown Courts and Record 
lourts taking fees in both when they 
vere only able to attend to one court. 
h_ certain respects Ireland had been 
rlieved from heavy expenditure in regard 


to Private Bills by the Provisional Order 
system. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 
And so in Scotland. 


Sr JAMES HASLETT said he was 
aware of that, but, speaking after thirty 
years experience of coming to Parlia- 
ment for the passing of certain local 
Bills, he had come to the conclusion that 
the expense was very considerable, and 
this was especially felt when the com- 
munity concernad were quite agreed 
upon the removal of a grievance. But 
he thought that in certain cases Par- 
liament afforded a fair basis for settling 
contested Bills that a narrow and limited 
tribunal would not. While he was 
anxious to extend a system of local in- 
quiries, he was not prepared to give up the 
right of appeal to Parliament. Bat in 
some simple cases, where small Bills were 
brought forward, it ought not to be 
necessary to have proof of their necessity 
being given in London, and, if so, then 
certain heavy charges should ':e borne by 
Parliament. But the right hon. Gentle- 
man who moved the motion never stated 
what the machinery should be for taking 
evidence locally, whether in the Court of 
Assize or before a Recorder or a chairman 


of quarter sessions. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN : The 
motion is not intended as material for a 


Bill. 


Sir JAMES HASLETT said that was 
true enough, but there had been a series 
of resolutions brought forward on this 
subject, and no suggestion had heen made 
by the right hon. Gentleman as to the 
local tribunal to which Private Bills should 
be referred. If he meant that a repre- 
sentative of the Local Government Board 
of Ireland should be the tribunal, then 
that would be a mistake, for what 
would a representative of that Depart- 
ment know of the wants and idiosyn- 
crasies of a given locality? He thought 
that by a judicious enlargement of the 
[rish Local Board minor Acts might be 
satisfactorily disposed of, while _ still 
retaining the right of appeal to Parlia- 
ment. There had been an inquiry into 
this very subject, and he regretted that 
the Report made had been utterly futile, 
hecause it failed to cause any change to be 
made in the present system of Private Bill 
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legislation. The Report of the Committee | 
of Inquiry left them in the dark, like 

the proposal of the right hon. Gentleman 

this evening. He would suggest that 

there should be a small Committee of In- 

quiry into the whole subject. This was 

not a party or a political question, and | 
such an inquiry should he conducted so | 
that it might devise a scheme by which 
the Private Bill legislation of Ireland should 
be improved and the cost of it minimised. 
As to the motion of the right hon. Gen- 
tleman, it was not a step forward, and 
whether it were adopted or not would not 
help the matter in the least, and, there 
fore, he could not see in it the promise 
of any real advantage. 


Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick) said 
that the hon. Gentleman who had just sat 
down had not made quite clear the line 
which he took upon the resolution ; he 
first of all went a certain distance in 
favour of the resolution, and then harked 
back. The subject matter of the resolu- 
tion before the House was in no sense 
political; it was purely a matter of 
business and a social question. As a 
member of the Corporation of Dublin he 
protested against the enormous expense to 
which his city had been put in respect to 
Private Bill legislation ; thousands and 
thousands of pounds had been spent in 
Dublin on Private Bills, and it ought to 
be the business of this House to find out 
some more economical method of dealing 
with these matters. It was inaccurate to 
say that only certain sections of the com- 
munity in Lreland were interested in this 
resolution, because, as a matter of 
fact, some of the strongest Unionists in 
Ireland at the present moment were its 
firmest supporters. The principle once 
acknowledged, the reform would be 
easily carried out. It was not the duty | 
of the private Member to do more than 
initiate the motion, it was for the 
Government to find a remedy for this 
state of things. The expense of Private 
Bill legislation was a barrier against and 
prevented necessary improvements. The 
hon. Member gave two instances of the 
unnecessary amount of expense involved 
in having to come to London to obtain 
powers. The Act of 1893 for the 
drainage scheme of Blackrock cost the 
promoters £7,248, and the opponents 
£2,824, and when it became necessary to 
introduce an amending Act in 1896, it 
cost a further £2,400. So that in con- 


Sir James Haslett. 
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character of 
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nection with the main drainage of Black- 
rock, a work which was absolutely neces- 
sary, there was an initial expense of 
£7,000 before anything could be done, 
and the whole matter could have been 
much more economically dealt with in 
Ireland. In another case, where a flood 
had carried away a small bridge, a Bill 
was brought before Parliament to re- 
build the bridge, and the costs of obtain- 
ing the Act were £5,000. The amount 
of the contract for erecting the bridge 
was £500. It was maintained by the 
Government that Ireland enjoyed the 
same liberties as England and Scotland, 
but that was not so—especially with re- 
gard to Private Bill procedure, and he 
hoped a satisfactory assurance would 
be given with regard to that matter. 
He had great pleasure in supporting the 
resolution. 


Sm ALBERT ROLLIT ([slington, S.): 
I hope it will not be thought ont of 
place if I, as an English Member, support 
this resolution. So long as_ the 
Imperial Parliament legislates for Lreland, 
it becomes the duty of that Parliament 
to listen to the exposition of any evil 
connected with administration in Ireland, 
and to do the utmost to redress any 
real Irish grievance. This is a griev- 
ance of long standing, and I think 


we ought to show a disposition to 
do all in our power to remedy it. 
Reference has been made_ to public 


opinion on this question. I have been 
brought in contact with many public 
bodies who have convinced me that not 
only in [reland, but in England, public 
opinion is universally in favour of the 
proposal. The hon. Gentleman who 
introduced the resolution spoke of what 
the Associated Chambers of Commerce 
had done eighteen years ago. It had 
passed unanimously a resolution in favour 
of such a scheme, on the motion of one of 
the leading members of the Dublin 
Corporation, who was a strong Unionist, 
and the motion was seconded by an equally 
strong Unionist. I believe that every 
Unionist from Scotland would yote for it. 
I should like to add that, whatever may 
be said of the system of Private Bill 
legislation, it is not altogether without 
objection in this country. It _ has, 
however, one great advantage in dealing 
with difticult and delicate subjects of all 
kinds, and that is the unimpeachable 
the tribunal. If a mis- 
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carriage occasionally takes place, as in 
the case of the Huddersfield tramways, 
no one impeaches the Parliamentary Com- 


mittee or its disposition to do its duty. 


But while that is a great advantage, 
there are many great disadvantages. The 
cost is simply enormous, and is a deter- 
rent in many cases, and frequently 
prevents the carrying out of great local 
improvements. My hon. friend has asked 
how could that be met! I say it could 
be met by more local legislation. If the 
inquiry was made on the spot, and the 
evidence taken on the spot, it is manifest 
that that would be an easy way of re- 
ducing the expenditure. — As an illustra- 
tion of the great objection taken to 
the present system, even by rich munici- 
palities, there was a case the other day of 
an unopposed and by no means difficult 
sill, where the House fees and counsels’ 
expenses amounted to thousands of 
pounds. Hence the popularity of Provi- 
sional Orders instead of Private Bill legisla- 
tioa, But Provisional Orders are not 
always applicable to all cases. — All these 
objections are very strongly accentuated 
in the case of Ireland. The mere matter 
of distance decides that point. — Distance 
means time, and time means cost, and 
that constitutes a great tax on T[reland, 
and we ought to put an end to the present 
system. ‘There was a case of the burning 


of the Court-house at Cork, and a 
sill had to be obtained for the re- 
luilding of it, the cost of which 


was out of all proportion to the actual 
cost of the rebuilding. Scotlant has got 
the advantage of an experimental system 
which is answering very well so far as we 
can hear, Why should we delay giving 
asimilar system to Ireland? An objec- 
tion was made to the resolution as being 
academic. But it asserts a principle, and 
if the principle is conceded it might be 
passed into law some day. I grant that 
possibly it is desirable that there should 
be aCommittee appointed. | take it that 
all that the right hon. Gensleman w_io in- 
troduced the resolution desires is to take 
the sense of the House in favour of a 
great public alvantage, and if that sense 
is expressed his object will be attained, 
and we will be on the road to the assimi- 
lation of Private Bill legislation in the 
various branches of the United Kingdom, 
and towards the amelioration oi the 
relations between them, 


Mr. T. P. O'CONNOR (Liverpool, 
Scotland): If my right hon. friend goes toa 
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division I shall support him. I honestly 
say that I acquiesce in this proposal rather 
than feel enthusiasm for it. I quite agree 
that the expense involved in Private Bill 
legislation in this House approaches to a 
scandal, and is a very serious tax on 
Ireland. I understand that the cost of 
the Railway Amalgamation Bill was caleu- 
lated at the rate of five guineas a minute, 
which must have amounted to a very 
serious tax on the shareholders of the two 
companies, as the inquiry went on for 
some time. Therefore, on the merits. 
there cannot be much difference of 
opinion. The reason why I will vote for it 
not with enthusiasm, is that my right hon. 
friend may be inclined to think that this 
resolution means a little more than it 
If anyone is under the delusion 
that a mere change in Private Bill legis-, 
lation would satisfy the national aspira- 
tion for self government in Ireland, he is 
mistaken. I think it necessary always 
to raise a voice of warning on this ques- 
tion, because so many people in this 
country are inclined to think that a little 
concession here and there, and a small 
sop thrown here and there, is all that is 
required to deal with the Irish question. 
The question goes a great deal more 
deeply than that; and although I will 
vote for the resolution I do so regarding 
it as no step whatever either to advance 
or to satisfy our national aspirations. 


Mr. BANBURY: The hon. Gentleman 
has told us that while he intends to vote 
for this resolution, this resolution would 
in no way gratify the national aspirations 
of Ireland. Now, I have nothing what- 
ever to do to the national aspirations of 
Ireland. I thought this was a practical 
question as to whether or not measures of 
Private Bill legislation could be carried 
on cheaper than now. I was not aware 
that the national aspirations of Ireland 
had anything whatever to do with the case. 
The hon. Member for South Islington has 
told us that, in his opinion, it would he 
advisable to alter the Private Bill pro- 
cedure, but, at the same time, he also told 
us that the Parliamentary Committees 
that now exist afford the most impartial 
tribunals which can be imagined. But 
then he says that they are rather expen- 
sive. I listened with great anxiety to 
hear from him what tribunal could be 
cheaper and at the same time as impar- 
tial. 

Sm ALBERT ROLLIT: I would con- 
duet the inquiry locally. 


does. 
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Mr. BANBURY: [am not aware that 


a local inquiry would be so impartial as 
those in this House. It seems to me, as 
a practical man, that if vou went before a 
tribunal which is impartial and popular, 
although expensive, it would be, in the 
long run, cheaper than to go before a 
tribunal which may be impartial, but, at 
the same time, incompetent. The right 
hon. Gentleman who moved the resolution 
fell into the same error as the hon. Mem- 
ber for South Islington, because he did not 
allude to the tribsnal which he proposed 
to set up. I believe the late Mr. Glad- 
stone said that there were no more 
dangerous things than abstract  resolu- 
tions. I do not know anything which 
zould be more adequately described as an 
abstract resolution than that now before 
the House The hon. Member for Mid 
Lanark told us he was not unfamiliar 
with the present circumstances. I do not 
know any subject with which he is not 
familiar. Ihave heard him during the 
seven or eight years I have been in this 
House give an opinion on every subject 
under the sun. His opinions may be wise 
and show yreat learning ; but while he 
himself said he was not unfamiliar with 
the subject he did not enlighten us with 
regard to his views as to the new tribunal 
to be set up. 


Mr. CALDWELL: There is the Scotch 
tribunal. 


Mr. BANBURY: Well, the Scotch 
tribunal was only set up last. session. 
Would it not be advisable to wait a little 
longer before we set up another tribunal 
for Ireland? I have no means of knowing 
whether the Scotch tribunal has been 
successful or not. My hon. and gallant 
friend near me informs me that the Act 
has not yet come into operation, and 
therefore the advantages of the Scotch 
tribunal cannot be quoted, because it is 
1ot yet in existence. Therefore, [ am 
quite correct in saying that we ought to 
wait a little longer. Moreover, we must 
also remember that Scotsmen are emi- 
nently practical men and great economists. 
Only last night we heard of Scotsmen who 
are willing to take a post on the Lunacy 
Board, and not anxious to take the salary, 
and, when it was shown that so many men 
were anxious to do their duty for nothing, 
the Lord Advocate practically withdrew 
his Bill. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite said there was great expense 
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attendant on the present Private Bill 
procedure, and that counsel were paid 
fees for which they did not 
appear. That undoubtedly is a scandal ; 
bat [ was going to say, did you ever 
hear of any counsel who did not take 
fees in vy case? [An Hon. Mem- 
BER on the Irish benches: Not in Ire- 


Cases in 


every 


land.| My hon. friend says “ Not in 
Ireland,” but [ do not see that Irish 
counsel are any better than — English 


counsel, Tf an Irish counsel were to vet 
a fee for not attending a case, he would 
and | should do the same myself. 
I think it would be advisable before we 
came toa division on this question. that 
we should get from some hon. Member 
opposite some information as to the pre- 
cise tribunal wanted. If he can set up 
a tribunal which has all the attributes 
which everybody in this House admits 
that a Committee of this House has— 
namely, impartiality, leisure to attend to 
the question before it—and at the same 
time a tribunal which will conduct the 
inquiry cheaper, I shall be happy to vote 
for such a resolution. But so long as it 
isa mere abstract resolution I shall be 
obliged to vote against it. 


do so: 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, 
St. Stephen's Green): Inasmuch as I am 
in active sympathy with the principle 
of the motion introduced by the right 
hon. Gentleman, [ wish to mention very 
briefly my reasons for supporting it. In 
the first place, it is clear that, apart from 
polities, the Cliambers of Commerce of 
Dublin, Belfast, and Cork, and all the 
leading commercial men all over Ireland 
are entirely at one in this matter. [ think 
we have only to consider some of the 
cases mentioned by the right hon. Gentle- 
man who moved the resolution to see 
that some reform is imperatively required. 
It is not merely that these inquiries 
before Committees of this House involve 
the parties concerned in enormous ex- 
pense, but unquestionably they have had 
the effect of preventing in recent years 
many reforms which small local bodies 
and towns have shrunk from embarking 
upon. There is one matter which has 
tended very greatly to increase the expense 
of local bodies in [Ireland coming to this 
House. They have found that it is not 
safe to rely exclusively on the undivided 
attention of eminent English Parlia- 
mentary counsel. Our Committees sit 
for a brief period in the year, and 
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numbers of them sit at the same time ; 
and thus leading counsel have their 
attention divided over several Committees. 
It is found, therefore, impossible, for any 
consideration or reward, to secure the 
undivided attention of the leaders of the 
Parliamentary Bar. But over and above 
that, they have found by experience that 
English counsel are at a loss when 
they come to deal with matters purely 
local in questions affecting — Ireland, 
and accordingly it has become the practice 
for years past to engage Irish counsel to 
aid the English counsel to either oppose 
or support an Trish Bill. That involves 
the payment of very large fees to the 
Irish counsel, because they have to leave 
all their other cases behind thera in 
[reland, and are compelled to give their 
exclusive attention to the work here. But 
it is not merely on the ground of expense 
that we are in favour of the reform 
embodied in the resolution, because there 
is no division of opinion amongst us in 
regard to this matter, and [ have never 
heard of any man engaged in commerce 
or in the professions who is not in favour 
of it. Take the case of the Railway 
Amalgamation Bill. For weeks the 
managers, the principal servants and 
officials were all detained here from their 
ordinary business, which they had to 
entrust to subordinates. And then public 
men who could have assisted the Com- 
mittee in their deliberations could not 
come over here and spend weeks waiting 
to be called. I do not think it is right 
to twit the right hon. Gentleman on 
introducing an abstract resolution. On 

this kind it would be 
impossible to go into the details of a 
scheme which would carry out our ideas. 
We have already had before us the 
analogy of the Scotch Private Bill Pro- 
cedure Act. Some of us may think 
that that is not the thing we should like 
in [reland ; but it seems to me that the 
resources of this House should be quite 
equal to devising some system which 
would have all the benefits of a Private 
Bill Committee—I yield to no one in my 
admiration for that tribunal—and by which 
those Committees of the House of Com- 
mons should meet for a certain period of 
the year in Ireland, and there take evi- 
dence. I should imagine that even in 
England we might find hon, Members of 
public spirit and with sufficient time to 
give to the consideration of Irish Bills. 
At any rate, the suggestion would get 


an oceasion of 
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rid of the ditheulty referred to by the 
hon. Member for Peckham, of obtaining 
tribunals of the same impartiality and 
ability as the present Committees. 
Having regard to the fact that Royal 
Commissions have travelled all over 
Ireland, and that many Members were 
glad to take part in these Commissions, I 
cannot, for the life of me, see how the 
House could not devise a scheme by 
which the Committees should sit in Ire- 
land, take evidence, and discuss the Bills 
there. [hope I am not impeaching on 
the principle of the right hon. Gentle- 
man’s motion ; but 1 would not care to 
see large measures of railway or muni- 
cipal reform entrusted to the considera- 
tion of local bodies in Ireland, especially 
having regard to the fact that financial 
and other considerations might arise, as [ 
suppose they do in England and Scotland. 
It is for that reason that I make the 
suggestion, which is perhaps not a new 
one, that hon. Members of this House 
returned for English or Scotch con- 
stituencies should be formed into 
small Committees who would go to 
Ireland and hold their inquiries there 
on Irish Private Bills. That would secure 
to the parties concerned, both opposing 
and supporting, that ability and impar- 
tiality which are the characteristics of 
the Committees of this House. The 
convenience of the witnesses would be 
consulted, and the expense of the Com- 
mittees could be easily defrayed by the 
State, which expense would be nothing 
compared with the enormous additional 
cost that is heaped on local bodies in 
Ireland, which are compelled even on 
small sanitary matters to come over to 
this House with an array of counsel to 
take part in an inquiry that may last for 
days. Ido trust that the Leader of the 
House will give some hope and some 
encouragement to all classes in Ireland, 
who [ again say are unanimous on this 
question, and who cannot see in it 
any suggestion of party or political ad- 
vantage. 


*Mr. DAVID MacIVER (Liverpool, 
Kirkdale) : This question is of special 
interest to me, as a director of a great 
English railway company having Irish 
connections. ‘There were ama!gamation 
Bills promoted last session by our Irish 
railway friends which were in the interest 
of enabling the services to be well per- 
formed. Speaking for the Great Western 
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Company, we were anxious to do our part. | 
We were anxious that the steamers from 
Fishguard to Rosslare should he as good 
as it was possible to make them, and 
we were anxious that the service in 
Ireland should be as good as it is in 
England. But the result of the inquiry 
upstairs was that every manager and the 
principal officers of every Irish railway 
were kept away from their proper work 
and detained in London, not for days and 
weeks but for months. I am afraid to 
say how much that inquiry cost. It was 
an abortive inquiry, and I cannot help 
thinking that if this House had sent over 
a small Committee to inquire on the spot 
they would have arrived at a decision at 
a much less cost ; and that it would cer- 
tainly have been a very different decision. 
There is another reason also why [ am 
specially interested in this question. — I 
had the honour of a seat in this House 
during the days of Isaac Butt, and I 
well remember the early days when the 
question of the demand for Home Rule 
first came into public notice. A motion 
for inquiry was brought forward by Mr. 
Butt and seconded by Mr. King Harman, 
and I remember that one of the strong 
points in favour of that motion was the 
expense to which Ireland was put in 
connection with Private Bill legislation. 
I felt then as I feel now, that that was a 
very real grievance. But [ also remember 
that at the time to which I refer there 
wasan Irish Member in this House named 
Mr. Delahunty, who represented Water- 
ford City, and when I expressed my 
regret to him that £20,000 should heve 
heen spent on an inquiry upstairs, in 
which the City of Waterford was inte- 
rested, which might have been much 
better dealt with across the Channel, he 
said, “Troth, Mr. Maclver, that’s not 
what we want at all, at all. The wit- 
nesses were Irish, and they got the 
money.” | mention that because it tends 
to show the unreality of some of the 
arguments which are put forward in 
fivour of Home Rule and it does seem 
to me that we ought to cast aside every 
consideration of that kind. We have 
nothing to do with the national aspira- 
tions of my hon. friend the Member 
for the Scotland Division of Liver- 
pool (Mr. ‘T. P. O'Connor), and others 
like him. I do hope that the House 
will not regard this motion as in 
any sense a party question, but will 
fairly consider whether some change | 


Mr. David Muaclrer. 
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should not be made with regard to Private 
Bill legislation, more or less on the lines 
of the resolution before the House—a 
change which would apply not only to 
Ireland, but to every remote distriet on 
this side of the Channel, where an inquiry 
on the spot would cost much less, and at 
the same time result more satisfactorily 
than in the Committee Rooms upstairs. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL vor 
IRELAND (Mr. AtrKINsoN, London- 
derry, N.): One of the most interesting 
items revealed to-night in this debate is 
the new-born enthusiasm for the appli- 
cation of the Scotch Private Bill Legisla- 
tion Act to Ireland. I am informed by 
my right hon. friend the Lord Advocate 
that when he was endeavouring to pass 
that Bill through this House he not only 
re eived no assistance from hon. Members 
from Ireland, but, on the contrary, that 
that measure met with most severe 
criticism. Not less remarkable than that 
enthusiasm is the enthusiasm of the hon. 
Member for Mid Lanark, who, having 
settled all Scotch affairs, is now proceed- 
ing to settle all Irish atfairs. I under. 
siand that during the passage of the 
Scotch Bill the hon. Member did not even 
damn it with faint praise, while now he 
seems to be burning with enthusiasm 
that a measure on which he looked so 
coldly should be extended to Ireland. 


Mr. CALDWELL: The Attorney 
General for Ireland misrepresents the 
facts. I was in favour of the Bill passing, 
and by my silence I helped it to pass. 


Mr. ATKINSON: Then the hon. 
Member considers that he can best assist 
a Bill by his silence. I acknowledge, 
frankly, my gratitude for the interest he 
has taken in Ireland. I do not know 
whether, if I may use a military metaphor, 
the pressure on my right hon. friend will 
he relieved by the hon. Gentleman turn- 
ing his attention to Irish questions. I do 
not despair of seeing the hon. Member 
putting questions to the  represen- 
tatives of the Irish Office, or, per- 
haps, asking supplementary questions 
to the questions of the hon. Member for 
North Kerry. With reference to this 
abstract resolution, my right hon. friend 
who introduced it is, as far as the Irish 
Government are concerned, preaching to 
the converted and pushing a open door 





u 
at 
th 
is 
is 
m 
di 
inl 
ki 
of 
les 
WI 
he 
We 
cull 
CQ) 
she 
thi 
Ho 
vid 
oth 
mT 
(40 
unt 
the 
con 
nex 
her 
the 
[An 
ness 
his 
it is 
wou 
tion 
at al 
Vi 








lo 


|'- 


is 


sh 
to 











( ‘ounty Courts 


1173 


In fact I think I might, with some justice, 
accuse him of having stolen our clothes, 
and I do not know that they fit him 
particularly well. It has been well known 


for years in Ireland that the present Irish | 
Administration are most favourable to the ! 


introduction and passing of a Bill dealing 
with Private Bill legislation. That was, 
I think, well known, and even to-night I 
feel as if someone else was feasting on a 
dish [ had intended for my own delight, 
hecause | myself was looking forward to 
quoting some day some of the figures 
quoted to-night in favour of the motion. 
But while every Lrishman that I ever met 
is in favour of the abstract proposition of 
passing a measure for Private Bill legis- 
lation for Ireland, | never met two Irish 
men who ever agreed on the particular 
kind of measure that should be passed. 
That is why an abstract resolution of this 
kind is really worthless and to a certain 
extent meaningless. Everyone who has 
really approached this question with an 
anxiety to solve it, and who has en- 
deavoured to frame a scheme, has found 
that the real and substantial difficulty 
is the creation of the tribunal whicit 
is to sit locally to inquire into these 
matters. 1 venture to say that, if the 
different Members who have spoken to 
night were asked their opinion as to what 
kind of tribunal should be created, no two 
of them would agree. My hon. and 
learned friend would apparently not agrée 
with the kind of tribunal which my right 
hon. friend who moved this resolution 
would approve of. That is the real difti- 
culty. Whether the tribunal should be 
composed of Members of this House or 
should be composed partly of Members of 
this House and partly of Members of the 
House of Lords, supplemented by indi 
viduals selected by some functionary or 
other, are all matters of difficulty, and 
under all these circumstanees the Trish 
Government have thought it wise to wait 
until they see what will be the effect. of 
the operation of the Scotch Act, which will 
come into operation at the beginning of 
next year. [Cheers.| Several hon. Mem- 
hers rather cheer that statement ; have 
they any definite opinion themselves ? 


[An Hon. MEMBER: [tis not our Dbusi- | 


ness.| The hon. Gentleman says it is not 
his business, and it is very lucky for him 
it is not, because if it were he possibly 
would not discharge it to his own satisfac- 
tion or to the satisfaction of others. We, 


at all events, have thought it wise to see 
VOL, LXXXT. 
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how the measure, which is more or less of 
a tentative character, succeeds in Scotland, 
and to see what kind of tribunal will be 
ultimately set up. With the abstract 
resolution of my right hon. friend the 
Irish Government are entirely in sym- 
pathy ; we quite accept it, but we reserve 
for a future occasion the task of putting 
it into concrete form. 


(Juestion put, and agreed to, 


COUNTY COURTS BILL, 
[SECOND READING, | 


Order for Second Reading read, 


*Mr. MONK (Gloucester): I beg to 
move the Second Reading of this Bill, 
which, generally speaking, may be said to 
extend the jurisdiction of county courts 
in common law cases from £50 to £500, 
and I hope the House will accord it a 
second reading, with a view to the measure 
being sent to the Grand Committee on 
Law. This Bill differs essentially from the 
Bill which I introduced in 1898. That Bill 
proposed to create special circuits as wellas 
special machinery, besides increasing the 
limit of the jurisdiction, and would have 
cost the country something like £45,000 
a year. The present Bill does nothing of 
the kind, as it deals simply with the 
extension of jurisdiction, the limit 


‘being reduced from £1,000 to £500, 


and the proposal for the establish 
ment of special circuits having been 
climinated. Last year the Attorney 
General did not object at all to the 
principle of the extension of jurisdiction, 
but objected to the machinery which is 
now eliminated from the Bill. I had 
hoped the Government might have 
brought in a Bill themselves ; but in reply 
to a question which I addressed to the 
Attorney General the other day, he stated 
that the Lord Chancellor had neither the 
time nor the inclination to frame a Bill 
ou this subject. This Bill will not 
cost the Treasury a_ single penny. 
It merely extends the limit — in 
common law cases from £50 to £500; 
in equity cases from £150 to £500; 
and in Admiralty cases from £300 
to £500. At the present moment in 
bankruptcy cases the jurisdiction is un- 
limited. The Bill is promoted by the 


‘Association of Chambers of Commerce, 


consisting of 100 Chambers, who have 
2 ¥Y 
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unanimously expressed their approval of 
this Bill at their recent annual meeting, 
and [| helieve the Members representing 
those constituencies will 
part support the Bill. these 


Under 


for the most | 
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‘tried hefore judges of the High Court, 


circumstances, I would urge on the, 
Attorney General the desirability of 


accepting the Second Reading and allow- 
ing the Bill to be referred to the Grand 
Committee on Law. 


Motion made and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a seeond 
time.” —(Vr. Monk.) 


*Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
The object of this Bill is to enormously 
increase the jurisdiction of the county 
courts, while of course proportionately 
diminishing the work of the High Court. 
My hon. friend has said that the Bill has 
the support of 100 Chambers of Com- 
merce, but I can assure him it has not 
the support of the Chamber of Com. 
merce of Liverpool, and I doubt exceed- 
ingly whether it has the support of the 
Chamber of Commerce of such a large 
centre of population as Manchester. 
These great centres of population feel very 
strongly indeed that nothing- 


*Mr. MONK: May I point out that a 

resolution in favour of this Bill was 
unanimously passed at a meeting of the 
Associated Chambers of Commerce this 
year, when the representatives of the 
Liverpool Chamber were present. 


*Mr. WARK: That fact has certainly 
not been communicated to me; of course, 
I accept at once what my hon. friend has 
said, but | received a very strong resolu 
tion against the last Bill. 


*Mr. MONK: This isa different Bill. 


*Mr. WARK: The effect of this Bill 
will be to increase the jurisdiction in 
Admiralty cases from a limit of £300 to 
£500, and in other cases from £50 up 
to £500, and to confer jurisdiction in 
cases in which there is now none, 
so that in cases of great importance 
suitors will find themselves deprived of 
the opportunity of having their cases 


Mr. Monk. 


principle. 


and for juries of twelve accustomed to. 


deal with such cases County Court juries 
composed of five persons will he 
substituted. That is nota proposal which 
will commend itself to commercial bodies 
in our great cities, and it will not com- 
mend itself, | believe, to the Law Societies, 
Personally, I object to the proposal 
altogether. I think it is a totally wrong 
I know there is power of 
removal, to which | do not attach much 
importance. I doubt very much whether 
my hon. friend has sufficiently investi 
gated the class of cases now tried in 
the High Court. I should imagine that 
50 per cent. of them are concerned with 
amounts under £500. On these grounds 
I shall strongly oppose the Second Reading 
of this Bill. i 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): I feel it 
is impossible for the House in the few 
minutes now remaining before midnight 
to give sufficient attention toa very drastic 
change in the procedure of our Courts, 
which will intimately affect the interests 
of every one of Her Majesty’s subjects, 
Enormous interests are involved, and | 
think my hon. friend will see that it is 
unreasonable to ask the House of Com 
mons to affirm a principle of — this 
character without having had time, I will 
not say to study, but even to read and 
grasp the effect of this measure. 
debate stood 


It being midnight, the 


adjourned, 


Debate to be resumed on Tuesday, 
Ist May. 


EAST INDIA (RAILWAYS AND 
IRRIGATION WORKS). 
Address for “ Return showing the 


estimated position as regards Capital 
Expenditure of the several Railways and 
Irrigation Works under construction in 
India on the 31st day of March, 19900, 
and the proposed Expenditure thereon 
during 1900-1901.” —(Mr, Price.) 


Adjourned at two minutes 
after Twelve of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Wednesday, 4th April, 1900. 
BILL BUSINESS. 


HIGHAM FERRERS WATER 
[Lords]. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


PRIVATE 


BILL 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS. 
Report [3rd April] from the Select 
Committee on Standing Orders read. 

Bill ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
Colonel Williams, and Mr. 


E Strachey. 
PETITIONS. 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Deer ; and 

to lie upon the Table. 

ELEMENTARY EDUCATION (NEW 
CODE). 


Petition of the School Board for Lon- 
don, for alteration, and for inquiry by a 


| Select Committee ; to lie upon the Table. 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from St. Paneras ; 
anil Guildford ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Hull ; South- 
ampton ; Seer Green; Sheffield; Cheet- 
ham Hill; Radford; Ratcliff; Nottingham ; 
ind Sabden ; to lie upon the Table. 


- SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN (NO. 2) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Sheffield 
(sixteen) ; and Temperance Committee of 
the Free Church of Scotland ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Canonmill, in favour ; to | 


le upon the Table. 
SCHOOL BOARD ELECTIONS (LONDON) 
BILL. 


Petition from St. Pancras, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 
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, Petitions in favour, from Gunnislake ; 
| Ratcliff; Nottingham ; and Temperance 
Committee of the Free Church of Scot- 
land ; to lie upon the Table. 





RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 





SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 

Copy presented, of Telegrams from 
Field Marshal Lord Roberts to the Secre- 
tary of State for War, reporting (1) a 
telegram addressed by him to State 
Presidents of the Orange Free State and 
South African Republic in reference to 
the abuse of the White Flag, and (2) the 
Reply of the President of the Orange 
Free State [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 

Copy presented, of Judicial Statistics 
for England and Wales for 1897, Part I. 
(Criminal) [by Command]; to lie upon 
the Table. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS. 

Copy ordered, “of Memorandum 
stating the nature of the Proposals con- 
tained in the Provisional Orders included 
in the Electric Lighting Provisional 
Orders (No. 3) Bill.”—(Mr. Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
127.] 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT 
(1897) AMENDMENT BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. SPEAKER called the attention of the 
House to the fact that the provisions of 
the Bill were identical with those of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act (1897) Ex- 
tension Bill which had been read a second 
time on 21st March last. 

Whereupon the Order was discharged, 
and the Bill withdrawn. 


TENANTS IN TOWNS IMPROVEMENT 
(IRELAND) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.) 


In rising to propose the Second Reading 


2Z 
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of this Bill, Ido not propose to detain the 
House for any very lengthened period of 
time. I am rather in favour of the 
principle of limitation of speeches, advo- 
cated with great ability, if I may be 
allowed to say so, by an hon. and gallant 
Gentleman on the other side of the House, 
and to be consistent, therefore, I propose 
making my professions to harmonise and 
correspond with my practice. From my 
place in these high latitudes I have been 
able to observe that inexperienced mem- 
bers like myself always receive indulgence 
when coming forward to address the 
House, and can at all times rely upon the 
fact that the worst that can befall them 
is to get good-humouredly laughed at. 
The footsteps of the novice, even of the 
grey-bearded novice, if there be compati- 
bility in the term, are liable to be dogged 
and followed by mistakes; but in the 
words I will use I am certain I shall not 
be harshly judged, but be allowed a 
generous indulgence. One of the principal 
things justifying the existence of a legis- 
lature is the conscientious desire of its 
members to frame laws with the honest 
and earnest intention of making those 
laws in such a way as to operate for the 
general good, and so to equalise burdens 
that no shoulder shall be made to bear 
more than its due proportion of weight. 
The Bill which I have the honour 
now to bring forward in the name 
and on behalf of the party to 
which I may say I am proud to belong, 
proposes to give relief to a large and im- 
portant class of tenants in towns, who 
have long been subject, I regret to say, to 
very harsh and arbitrary treatment. I 
am free to confess that it is an adopted 
Bill, a little less marked in its features, 
perhaps, than if its origin was entirely due 
to myself, but commanding, all the same, 
such advocacy as I am able to bestow upon 
it. It is a matter of history, and there- 
fore need not be dwelt upon by me, how 
hon. Members on this side struggled and 
struggled with fairly good success to dis- 
embarrass the agricultural industry of Ire- 
land by the removal of heavy obstruc- 
tions that blocked the progress of the 
plough and prevented poor Irish farmers 
from all chance of competing successfully 
with producers in other countries. 
has still to be done before it can be said 
that the Irish land question has reached 


its final solution ; but while we are waiting | 


for the complement of our labours in that 


direction, it is meet and appropriate, at 


Mr. Macaleese. 
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‘least according to my view, that some 


Much | 
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effort should be made to remove burdens 


‘of an oppressive character whose inci- 


dence is certainly very heavy upon 
thousands of over-weighted tenants in our 
towns. This Bill is not by any means 
the first attempt made by Members from 
Ireland to secure some relief for Irish 
town leaseholders. Irish Members one 
after another for years past have vainly 
tried to impress upon Parliament 
the necessity of doing something to 
help town leaseholders. Up to the 
present time these efforts have been with- 
out any beneficial result ; but one has 
realised in moving along that there is 
great virtue sometimes in repetition, and 
in keeping in mind the inculcation that, 
even should success not follow the first 
effort, whosoever would win a cause must 
not be dashed by failure, but try again. 
For years a large, and I may say a de- 
serving, class of town tenants have been 
at the mercy alike of ground landlords 
and middlemen, with evil results, trace- 
able, unfortunately, in all our Irish towns, 
To bring some relief to these tenants is 
the object of the present Bill, and 
although I must admit that it is to some 
extent a hoping against hope to look for 
a speedy and satisfactory remedy, yet | 
do nov quite despair of seeing some 
remedial legislation carried to benefit 
these sufferers. The Irish question—the 
ever present Irish question—which re- 
sembles the poor in that you have it 
always with you, has many sides and 
many variations of aspect. It presses 
itself upon the attention of this honour 
able House in many ways ; and I think | 
may say, without venturing dangerously 
far into the unsafe realm of prophecy, 
that it is likely to remain with you at 
least until you have recognised and con- 
ceded the right which we claim to make our 
own laws, in our own Parliament, in the 
capital city of our own country. The 
question of improving the position 
town tenants 1s by no means a minor 
phase of the great work of regeneration 
which the Irish Members have on hand 
It bulks largely among the reform 
which we regard as vital to the well-being 


not only of our decaying towns, 
but of Ireland generally. And did 


we possess, as we ought to possess 
a legislature of our own, no time 
would be lost in adjusting the evil 
methods of leasing which now prevail. 
Many causes contribute to the decline 
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which unfortunately is drying up the | 
springs of prosperity in our Irish towns. 
Among these are high railway charges 
and tariffs, which by their prohibitory 
character destroy all chance of successful 
competition and strike at the very root of 
all local industries. But the prohibitory 
railway rates are perhaps only secondary 
in their blighting effects to the evils of 
rack-renting which oppress all the cities 
and towns of Ireland. Why, of all the 
melancholy sights to be seen in a tour 
through our unhappy country, none is so 
depressing as the decaying aspect of our 


{4 APRIL 


towns. Without going outside the 
Division which I have the honour to 


represent in this House, I could furnish 
examples of disappearing towns, or per- 
haps [ ought really to say of towns which 
have disappeared, that are very sad to 
contemplate. What is now the hamlet or 
village of Glasslough, in County Mona- 
ghan, was fifty years ago a thriving and 
populous town ; but about that period it 
suited the then lord of the soil not only 
to check the growth of the community, 
ut to use the arbitrary power with which 
the law unfortunately armed him, to level 
the place at one fell stroke and to scatter 
the inhabitants to the four winds. Eny- 
vale, in the same district, is another town 
similarly fallen. Its roofless houses may 
be likened to spectres, with their totter- 
ing gables crumbling to ruin; and its 
deserted street is a standing argument of 
theutter incapacity of Englishmen to govern 
Ireland. These are not the only instances 
I could furnish of ruined towns in the 
Division I represent, but they are sutfi- 
cient for my purpose, more particularly 
as I desire to not unduly prolong my 
remarks. In the town of Monaghan, 
where I reside, if a reduced and con- 
stantly decreasing population be accepted 
as an evidence of decay—and I confess I 
ean see no evidence more convincing or 
eonclusive—if something be not done to 
stay the march of ruin, a few decad2s 
will reproduce in our county town what 
we see with much sorrow in other places, 
and our streets and squares will be as 
silent as God’s acre itself. And what is 
most to be regretted in this connection is 
that what is true of the places I am re- 
ferring to is still more true in its applica- 
tion to towns in other provinces of Ireland 
less favoured than Ulster. I will not 
weary the House, but I advance the 
general principle that the prosperity of 
ou country is marred by many causes, 
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one of the chief of these being the 
power enjoyed by town landlords to dic- 
tate terms of tenancy which directly lead 
to the downfall of many honest and de- 
serving traders. I am contemplating the 
case of the poorer class of tenants, but 
not those alone suffer from the imperfect 
state of the law—a state that has come 
down to us froma time when feudal ideas 
prevailed universally among legislators, 
and the Statute-book is but a receptacle 
of those ideas crystallised. The rich 
trader and the poor together suffer in this 
connection, and it is in the interest of 
both that I ask the House to accept the 
principle of this Bill. To bring forward 
examples of the evils which follow 
the system of leasing in Irish towns 
would be an easy task. That system 
was well exposed some years ago—so far 
back, indeed, as 1886-——-by the hon. 
Member for North Mayo, and in the 
debate at that time* convincing arguments 
were used and instances advanced of how 
injuriously this antiquated law worked 
out for the prosperity of the country. I 
am not going to wade through the 
special cases I find reported in that 
debate, but I may say that exposures 
were then made which resulted in the 
appointment of a Committee to investigate 
the subject, which Committee, however, 
following many venerable examples, for a 
time looked wise, but after much palaver 
flickered out without doing anything prac- 
tical. Town leases are so many stum- 
bling-blocks in the matter of industry in 
Ireland, and, indeed, in Great Britain. 
The powers enjoyed by town landlords 
to dictate their own terms of tenancy are 
a fatal barrier to improvements, and 
until a Bill be carried to change the con- 
dition of things now prevailing it is use 
less, I fear, to look for the prosperity we 
desire. At the time I refer to it was 
generally conceded—and, indeed, it is 
generally conceded still—that to the 
system of tenancy prevailing Irish towns 
largely owe their decay ; but Parliament 
does nothing to speed reform. Only 
yesterday in this honourable House we 
had the, shall I say, humiliating spectacle 
of Ministers acknowledging a grievance 
of the first magnitude in regard to Ire- 
land, and pleading as an excuse for their 
inaction that they were unable to invent 








* For Debate on the Second Reading 
of the Tenure of Town Houses (Ireland) Bill, 
24th February, 1886, see The Parliamentary 


Debates [Third Series], Vol. eccii., page 1117. 
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machinery by which redress could be pro- 
vided, If there be any substance in that 
excuse, what a commentary it is upon the 
resources of a Government whose friends 
claim for it the possession of all the political 
virtues, and the patriotic ones as well! 
Under the system which this Bill is 
designed to revise it was at all times 
impossible to have any general develop- 
ment of industry. Leases range from 
twenty-one to 100 years generally, and as 
the lessee on the expiry of his agreement 
must walk out and forfeit all improvements 
which he has made, and all increase of 
business he may have brought to the 
premises, or else consent to pay a fine for 
renewal and an increase of rent as well, 
hon. Members will easily realise how im- 
portant it is to make the change for 
which the Bill provides. This Bill will 
go some way to remedy this state of 
things by providing for an arrangement 
by which lessees may acquire certain 
reversions and also the freehold of pre- 
mises by purchase. It is not by any 
means a one-sided measure, designed to 
affect lessors injuriously, but simply aims 
at the erection of a system which, to 
some extent, may stop the progress of 
decay Lessor or lessee may avail of its 
provisions as inclined, and, as in the case 
of those agricultural tenancies within the 
embrace of the Land Laws, may have re- 
course to the Land Commission or the 
county courts when the parties themselves 
may be unable to agree as to the amount 
of the purchase money, the question of 
title, or any other doubt or difficulty in 
any transaction under this Bill. I need 
not point out that measures of this 
kind, to be dealt with exhaustively, 
ought properly to be brought _ for- 
ward and pioneered by hon. 
bers of good experience, for they 
are not only liable to suffer, but 
actually do sutfer, from falling into hands 
like my own. However, all things have 
their compensations, and in this case these 
are not wanting, for alongside with me are 
hon. Members whose capable advocacy of 
this Bill, as I venture to think, will go far 
to convince the House that the measure 
is not only desirable but necessary, and 
that its passage will mark another 
advance towards the establishment of 
happier relations between Great Britain 
and Ireland. Without further trespass- 
ing upon the time and patience of the 
House, I beg to move the Second Reading. 


Mr. Macaleese. 
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*Mr. FIELD (Dublin, St. Patrick), in 
seconding the motion, did not think it 
necessary to go into any lengthened 
explanation of the provisions of the 
Bill, because it would be just so much 
time lost. Undoubtedly this was one 
of the most serious questions with 
which the time of Parliament could he 
occupied. His reason for saying that 
the time taken in explaining the Bill 
would be wasted was that the lawyers in 
the House would constitute generally a 
critical element in regard to the drafting 
of the measure, and when the Bill, if read 
a second time, was referred to a Com- 
mittee a great number of its provisions 
would be changed. It might, however, 
be stated that the Bill had been drawn 
by one of the most eminent lawyers 
in Dublin, with great experience in this 
line of work, and therefore, as a whole, 
the Bill was fairly drawn. It could 
be seen by the provisions of the measure 
that the promoters were really desirous 
of being fair to both sides, because if 
either the landlord or the tenant 
objected to what was arranged he could 
summon a jury. The main object 
of the Bill was remove  certait 
disabilities under which town tenants 
laboured at the present moment in 
Ireland. This question should be looked 
at froma broad point of view. It was 
one of public importance, affecting a 
vast number of the community in the 
three kingdoms, and in examining this 
subject the House should not stop short 
at the anatomy of existing institutions, 
but should penetrate into the secret 
functions of what the law ought to do, 
and its relations to those who are affected 
The House should revert to the 
originating condition of things, and get 
at the root principle. What was really 
the trend of modern movement? Every 
Member of the House would admit that 
at the present time the trend of popu 
lation was to the aggregation in large 
numbers in cities and towns. The agri- 
‘cultural population had to a certain ex- 
| tent disappeared from the three kingdoms, 
‘and therefore this was a matter of vital 
, importance not alone to Ireland, but also 
‘to Great Britain. The system of land 
monopoly here existing was exceptional, 
and was in contradistinetion to that of any 
}other country in Europe. Unless that 
system was changed it might ruin England 
| just as it had almost ruined Ireland. Ac- 
| cording to Tacitus, “Great estates ruined 
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the empire.” It was a long cry from 
Tacitus to Gladstone; but m 1871 Mr. 
Gladstone’s Commission stated “that on 
the Continent great estates had almost 
totally disappeared or were fast melt- 
ing away.” The right hon Gentleman 
the Attorney General for Ireland 
appeared to think that land nationalisation 
was rather an insane idea, but God 
created the land for the people and cer- 
tainly not for the landlord. The right 
hon. Gentleman was doubtless a Biblical 
scholar, but he could not find a single 
passage in the Bible which stated that the 
land was created for the landlords. He (the 
hon. Member) simply desired to make 
as many people as possible the owners of 
the soiland of the houses they occupied. 
The law and customs in England differed 
entirely from that in any other country 
in the world, and public opinion required 
to be educated on this matter, because at 
present it did not recognise this fact. 
England was exceptional in regard to a 
great many things. This country had a 
railway monopoly, such as was not tole- 
rated in any other State in the world. 
It had adopted Free Trade—a_ principle 
entirely opposed to the trading systems 
of the rest of the universe. It supported 
a poor law system unknown elsewhere. 
In this as in other matters the Britisher 
had the idea of supremacy—that he 
was right and all the rest of the world 


was wrong. Where did all the land 
legislation come from? It came from 
the Roman law. The Roman laws 
were the basis of the civilisation of 


the present time. The Roman Code by 
degrees came to be adopted in all Western 
Europe, with the result that there was in 
Western Europe that which there cer- 
tainly was not in Great-Britain—namely, 
4 peasant proprietary and ownership of 
houses. In all places where English law 
had not penetrated the Roman Code, 
otherwise known as the Civil Code, abso- 
lutely prevailed. What did the Civil 
Code lay down? It provided that 
no man should grow rich at another 
man’s expense. What did the system 
of landlordism in town in Great 
Britain and Ireland mean? It simply 
meant that the landlord did grow rich at 
another man’s expense ; under the system 
rack-renting was encouraged, and there 
were wholesale evictions, the appro- 
priation of property and improvements, 
and the destruction of business which had 
been built up by years of toil and labour 
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on the part of the tenants. Reference 
was often made to the “sacredness of 
contract,” but in this question there was 
only one man free to contract, and that 
was the landlord. It was not a case of a 
contract at all. The tenant was obliged 
to remain in his premises in order to pre- 
serve his business ; he had no freedom of 
contract to go elsewhere, because by so 
doing his business would be destroyed. 
This grievance was seriously felt all over 
Ireland. He (the hon. Member) was 
doubtless looked upon as a revolutionary 
character, but in regard to this matter 
he had presented no less than forty 
petitions from various towns in Ireland, 
some of which towns professed the most 
conservative ideas in general politics. In 
this matter he was also supported by an 
association comprising his most deter- 
mined political opponents. This was not 
a political question in that sense, but an 
economical problem calling for an imme- 
diate solution. There was a particular 
reason why the people of Ireland asked 
for this measure. They could not afford 
to pay the high rents which Englishmen 
and Scotchmen were able to bear, as the 
people of Great Britain were much more 
prosperous than the people in the cities 
and small towns of Ireland. Another 
reason for this Bill was _ that 
there had been so-called exceptional 
legislation in Ireland in regard to the 
land, and it was felt that town tenants 
should have exactly the same privileges as 
were given to agricultural tenants. The 
agricultural tenants had judicial rents 
and fixity of tenure so long as that rent 
was paid, and why should not the town 
tenant have equal justice? There was a 
pamphlet on ‘ Overcrowding in Towns ” 
written by Mr. Boulter, and the hon. 
Member for South Tyrone had written 
to him— 

“T fully approve of the proposal, and can 
see no reason why the benetits conferred on 
Irish farmers with the best results should not 
be extended to the British workman.” 

If that was so, why not to the Irish town 
tenants generally? There was a popular 
fallacy that a man’s house was his castle. 
It was nothing of the kind. It was a 
phrase which had grown into a proverb, 
sanctified by usage, but the real fact was 
exactly the opposite. A man’s house 
was not his castle. Ninety per cent. of 
the oceupiers of those houses could not 
claim them as their castles. On the con- 
trary, they were only the sentries of the 
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commanding officers, the landlords. This 
question touched the very root of society. 
The family constituted the home, and 
the home-life was the real and_ stable 
foundation of society and of the State, 
the centre of civilisation and Christianity. , 
A man’s home was sacred whether he be 
rich or poor, peer or peasant, and to make 
a happy home was the object of every 
sensible citizen in this Empire. From 
that point of view it could be claimed 
that the subject under discussion affected 
every family in the United Kingdom, 
because security in the home was really 
the basis and foundation of the peace | 
of mind which ought to belong to 
every man who fulfilled the duties of | 
citizenship. On this subject poetry might 
be quoted, although it would have very 
little effect. The House was so material 
that it looked at nothing except from the 
business point of view; sentiment was 
ignored, although sentiment was mainly 
at the bottom of all men’s actions. 
According to Burns 
“To mak’ a happy fireside clime 
For weans and wife, 
That’s the true pathos and sublime 
Of human life.” 


And a statesman in the highest sense 
of the word, John Bright, said, “The 
glory of a nation was in the happiness 
of its cottage homes.” Where were 
the cottage homes in Ireland except 
in the labourers’ cottages, and why should 
not the tenants in towns enjoy peace of 
mind in security of tenure and improve- 
ments ? But to return to the Civil Code. 
What had it to say about these town 
tenants $ Irishmen were often accused 
of disregarding “law and order,” but he 
desired to hase all his arguments on law 
and order, and it was in the interests of 
law and order that the passage of this Bill 
was desired. The Civil Code stated that 
“building land rent must be low.” That 
would be a revelation to tenantry in 
this country. ‘The tenure must be 
in perpetuity if the rent is_ paid.” 
“ Leases of building land having a right 
of sale, and reserving neither pre-emp- 
tions nor right of fine to the landlord.” 
This doctrine might sound rather new, 
but if by its enunciation knowledge was 
imparted to legal Gentlemen on either 
side of the House, doubtless they would | 
be grateful for it. The doctrine, how- 
ever, was perfectly equitable, because the 
right of the landlord was safeguarded by 
the perpetual rent, for the payment of 


Mr. Field, 
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which there was abundant security in the 
buildings which had been erected by the 
tenant. On the other hand—and this 
was a point upon which the greatest stress 
and emphasis should be laid, because the 
safety of the people should be the 
business of the law and of Government— 
the community could provide for them- 
selves and their families homes of their 
own, from which they could not be 
evicted as long as they paid their rent. 
Further,the value of this holding whichthey 
had themselves created could be realised 
by them'if circumstances occurred which 
rendered it desirable or necessary that 
they should leave the premises. In view of 
the fact that this system worked out 
fairly to both parties, he submitted that, 
with certain modifications, such a pro- 
posal to amend the existing laws should 
be supported by both sides of the House, 
This was not a party question, and 
if the matter were discussed rationally, 
with toleration, and in a conciliatory 
spirit, he believed that most men, except 
those who had enormous personal interests 
at stake, would be prepared to agree to 
the necessity of such an Amendment of 
the law. Since he had been a Member 
of the House there had been a number of 
measures introduced from both sides, 
dealing with the acquisition of workmen’s 
dwellings, leasehold —enfranchisement, 
town tenants, and other matters, all 
pointing in the one direction. Con- 
servatives always professed to be the 
champions of property and of the rights 
of property. If that was so, the man 
who created the property was entitled to 
the championship of the Conservatives. 
This view had been practically endorsed 
by the present Leader of the House, 
who on 19th January, 1895, said at 
Manchester— 

“TI have myself been concerned in the 
passage of a great measure for Ireland, having 
tor its object the advancement of money to 
enable the tenants to buy their holdings. | 
regard it as of enormous importance that the 
number of owners of houses and, if possible, 
the owners of land, should be multiplied.” 
The writer of the pamphlet which had 
been referred to, on the subject of over- 
crowding, had had communications with 
a number of eminent persons, including 
Lord Salisbury, the Duke of Devonshire, 
Lord Roberts, and Mr. Chamberlain, and 
nearly all were in favour of this scheme. 
But such a state of things could only be 
brought about by some such measure as 
that now under consideration. Practt- 
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eally nothing had yet been done by 
Parliament, but he hoped he would now 
be supported by the Conservatives up to 
a certain point. As to the Liberals— 
there were not many of them present. 
They professed to be the friends of 
Ireland, but sometimes when Irish business 
came on they were conspicuous by their 
absence from the debate. The Liberals, 
however, claim to represent progress 
and development. That being so, he 
could claim the Liberal votes for this 
Bill. 
the Liberal and the Conservative votes, 
what was there to prevent the measure 
passing into law ? But he had been long 
enough in the House to know that where 
a measure of genuine reform was con- 
cerned, it was exceedingly difficult to get 
a Government to act. A Government 
always wanted details of a scheme. But 
for what purpose were the members of 
the Government intended? Were they 
merely ornaments? He contended it was 
the duty of a Government to deal with 
every large question such as this to the 
best of their endeavours, in order that 
the wants of the people might be satisfied 
and development and progress ensured. 
That view ought to be endorsed by every 
citizen. The House was now engaged in 
considering practically the terminable 
leasehold system. ‘This was not merely 
an Irish grievance. He would quote the 
points of the arguments of the Leasehold 
Enfranchisement Society in England— 

“That the terminable leasehold system, 

as regards buildings, is of quite modern origin, 
and is due, not to any public demand, but to 
the necessities of owners of settled estates, 
who could not develop their property except 
by obtaining enlarged leasing powers from the 
Legislature. 
“That the Legislature never gave its de- 
liberate sanction to the terminable leasehold 
system, which was introduced by Private Bill 
legislation, and accordingly never came under 
the purview of Parliament. 

“That the owners of settled estates have 
made frequent attempts to thrust the termin- 
able leasehold system upon the people of 
many of the great industrial towns, but have 
almost everywhere failed, either because their 
monopoly was not sufficiently complete, or 
because they could not act in concert, or 
because the people would not submit to excr- 
bitant conditions. 

“That, as regards occupying leaseholders, 
there is no financial difficulty in converting 
their holdings into freeholds, paying the 
ground landlord fair compensation. 

“That wherever the terminable leasehold 
system prevails, sooner or later the middle- 
man, or speculator in the fag end of leases, 
makes his appearance, whose vicious practices 
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If, therefore, he could claim both | 


Improvement (Ireland) B:il. 1190 


are due not so much to himself as to the system 
which creates him. 

The hon. Member believed, from his 
experience, that the middleman was much 
worse than the ground landlord. Although 
ground landlords used to the full their 
legal powers, they were ot quite so 
exorbitant as the middlemen in their 
demands. The pamphlet also stated— 

“ That dual ownership means divided respon- 

sibility, and that the division of responsibility 
inevitably involves, in the end, neglect and 
decay.” 
That was perfectly true, and accounted 
for so many of the towns in Ireland being 
in a state of decay. Kingstown was a 
notable illustration of that fact. The 
leases in Kingstown would expire in 
two or three years, and in consequence 
of the difficulty of obtaining reversions of 
the leases the whole place was in such a 
condition that it was a disgrace. That 
certainly was not a benefit to the landlord 
any more than to the tenant. The law 
should be such as to enable both parties 
to preserve their fair rights and allow the 
community to develop. The next para- 
graph of the pamphlet was— 

“That at the very outset leasehold tenure 

compels builders to borrow at higher rates, 
and consequently to charge inflated rents in 
any place where freeholds are few and far 
between.” 
The hon. Member desired it to be per- 
fectly understood that in advocating this 
present proposal he was speaking against 
his own interests, as, outside his business, 
what little property he possessed con- 
sisted in ground rents. He had, however, 
never advocated, either in the House or 
out of it, any principle which he.was not 
prepared to have applied to himself. 
Therefore, though a ground landlord, 
he believed that ground landlords shouid 
bear a reasonable and fair share of the 
taxation in the locality from which they 
derived their rents, and he was perfectly 
willing to bear his share if such a system 
was adopted. The last paragraph of the 
pamphlet was as follows— 

“That the terminable leasehold system re- 
lieves ground landlords from their due share 
of local taxation, and subjects leaseholders to 
periodic confiscation, thereby discouraging 
thrift, enabling ground landlords to compel 
tradesmen to buy back the goodwill acquired 
by a lifetime of industry, and destroying the 
patrimony which aman would otherwise leave 
to his children.” 

There was one very important point not 
dealt with in that pamphlet. The ter- 
minable leasehold system was of com- 
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paratively modern origin. Originally 
short terms of ninety-nine years had no 
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connection whatever with the building | 
and occupancy of houses, but were used | 


for other sorts and classes of trans- 


action, such as mortgages, by freeholders | 


desirous of retaining their freehold 
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‘enhancement of value made it more diffi- 


and encumbering as little as_ possible | 


their freehold interest, or the system was 
utilised for securing 
former times the limited value of lease- 


hold interests was considered, and rightly | 


so, of little value when compared with 
the interest in realty or freehold. — In 
fact, at the time it was regarded as only 
good enough to secure a temporary mort- 
gage loan, and when first used it was 
looked upon as giving an interest not 
much greater than that which a banker 
now regarded as being created by a 
deposit of title deeds as security for an 
overdraft or renewal. That was how 
this terminable leasehold system origi- 


annuities. In! 


nated, but it had gradually developed | 


until it had become a national evil com- 
mon to the three kingdoms. The hon. 
Member maintained that inveterate cus- 
toms which had become crystallised into 
laws that were opposed to public welfare 
should be superseded by the superior 
force of law, and it will be necessary to 
prohibit the operation of those customs if 
it was shown that they exclusively bene- 
fited a certain privileged section of the 
community at the expense of less 
favoured individuals, and of the com- 
munity at large. The national policy 
ought to be equai justice and equality of 
opportunity for every member of the 
State. This question had come up in 
connection with the local taxation system. 
In 1886 a Commission was appointed, and 
the inquiry was resumed by several sub- 
sequent Commissions until 1894. About 
1,500 pages of evidence were printed, 
but not a line of legislation resulted. 
Witnesses were examined from Tipperary, 
Tralee, Waterford, Queenstown, Kings- 
town, Dublin, and other places at the 
early sittings. Extraordinary cases of 
individual hardship were proved, also 
instances were given of whole townships 
about to be appropriated by the ground 
landlord, who did not contribute to the 
local municipal rates, yet were enabled 
under the present law to seize not only 
the house, but also utilise the roads, 
sewers, public utilities and material im- 
provements which were created and 
maintained by the ratepayers, and this 
Mr. Field. 
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cult for the occupying taxpayer to obtain 
reasonable terms. But there were State 
reasons why the power of eviction and 


appropriation should not be confided to 


one or a few select individuals. Conti- 
nental nations did not allow such arbitrary 
powers to privileged persons. In 1884 
the late Lord Randolph Churchill moved 
for and obtained Reports by Her Majesty's 
representatives abroad on the system of 
tenure of dwelling-houses in the countries 
in which they resided. He (the speaker) 
had obtained a Return in continuation of 
those Reports, but it really contained 
nothing new, and therefore he desired to 
quote afew extracts from the Reports 
supplied on the motion of the late Lord 
Randolph Churchill. Her  Majesty’s 
representatives were asked— 

“To furnish a report upon the system of tenure 
of dwelling-houses in the State where you re- 
side, distinguishing houses in towns from 
houses in the country, whether such houses are 
generally freehold or leasehold, and whether 
the system of letting land on long building 
leases prevails to any extent.” 

One of the queries was 

* Are such leases confined to the neighbour- 
hood of towns, or are they usual in the country 
as distinguished from the neighbourhood of 
towns ?” 

Mr. Victor Drummond, in his Report on 
the system of tenure of dwelling-houses 
in Austria, said—- 

‘* When the ground is sold it ean be sold in 
small or large lots for building or other pur- 
poses, as the case may be, provided that no 
public rights are interfered with ; the use of 
the ground sold isentirely left to the purchaser 
to do what he likes with, the sale being the 
transfer of proprietary rights. When property 
is sold for building purposes it rarely sold sub- 
ject to the reservation of a rent or other annual 
or periodical payment ; in sucha case it would 
not be considered the property of the lessee or 
tenant until the amount agreed upon for the 
term is paid.” 


That was practically the Civil Code re- 
produced in Austria. The Report also 
said— 


“There is no difference made between town 
and country ; in a case where by chance a per- 
sonal agreement should occur it would follow 
the same rule, but leases, as carried out in 
England, in both town and country are un- 
known.” 

Then came the Grand Duchy of Baden— 

“ Property in small lots for building sites is 
sold as a rule in Baden ata fixed and definitely 
stated price, without the intention of sale or 
purchase as ‘building site’ forming an 
essential of the contract.” 
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In Bavaria— 

“As ‘latifundia’ does not exist in Bavaria, 
where large estates are limited in number, the 
system of leasing estates and letting land or 
building plots plays a very subordinate part ; 
whereas in Great Britain the farmers, renters 
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| self or 


of building plots, and builders form a highly | 


important class. 


“Leases for 60, 99, or 1,000 years are un- | 


known in Bavaria. 

“Asa proof of the extent to which every- 
thing in Bavaria favours the principle of 
separate ownership in landed property (even in 
miniature), may be mentioned the so-called 
‘Herbergen’ or working-men’s dwellings in 
Munich and its suburbs, in which different 
floors of the same houses are owned by different 
people. 

“Building land can be legally sold or let on 

the condi ion that the purchaser or hirer 
should build houses on it ; but land is never 
let, and very seldom sold on such conditions, 
since, as a general rule, no necessity exists 
for them.” 
Hon. Members might think these were 
fairy tales, but they were actual Reports 
from Her Majesty’s Consuls abroad, and 
they showed how absolutely exceptional 
the British system was as compared with 
that which obtained over the rest of 
Europe. In regard to Belgium— 


“There exists no distinction in the system 
of tenure between urban and suburban dwell- 
ings in Belgium, as both are governed by the 
sume rules and regulations. Houses are 
regarded as private property which the owners 
let for a term to be determined by the parties 
interested ; in the case where there is no 
agreement in writing the terms of the lease 
are determined by the usage of the locality. 

“Houses are, asa rule, freehold property. 
Leaseholds exist only to a very limited extent, 
and are tending generally to disappear. 

“The creation of ground plots tor building 
purposes has only lately come into vogue, and 
this practice only exists in Brussels; the 
system was first introduced by a French 
building contractor, who erected houses on 
sites situated on the central boulevards, 
which are the property of the municipality.” 
The Report from Denmark stated — 

“It will be seen that in both cases such 

houses are almost invariably freeholds, or 
‘arvefaest’ (hereditary tenures), of which I 
have given an explanation.” 
These Reports showed that in the 
majority of countries the system was 
absolutely unknown. The Danish Report 
later on explained that this hereditary 
tenure hore some resemblance to Ulster 
tenant right and to the “emphyteuta ” of 
Roman law. As to leasing land for 
building purposes, the Report stated— 

_* The leasing of land for a term of years con- 
ditionally on its being built over is altogether 
foreign to Danish practice. 

“In towns, as in the country districts, the 
practice of erecting tenements on leaseholds 


1194 


may be said to be unknownin Denmark. The 
fee simple of the land having been purchased 
for sum down, the landlord either builds him- 
re-sells the freehold for building 
purposes.” 


In regard to the condition of things in 
France, the Report stated— 

“Since the Revolution of 1789 all property in 
France, whether urban or rural, is treehold 


. (‘franc-alleu’), that is to say, so long as there 
. oS 


is no contravention of the law as regards the 
welfare of the community at large, the right 
of owners of property to deal with it as seems 
best to them is free and absolute. 

“In France property can be sold, and is not 
unfrequently sold, in small lots, so as to enable 
persons to build houses on it. These sales 
may be unconditional, in which case the pur- 
chaser is bound by such restrictions only as 
are of usual application to buildings of all 
kinds, and refer to the character of the work 
done, to sanitary arrangements, and to the 
consideration due to neighbours. 

“ Instead of being sold in building lots, land 
is sometimes let for a term of years, upon con- 
dition that houses are built on it; that an 
annual or other periodicad rent is paid by the 
lessee ; and that at the end of the term the 
houses should become the property of the 
landlord.” 

The next Report was from Germany— 

“ Plots of ground, leaving out of considera- 
tion cases where they are leased for temporary 
purposes for specified terms, can only be sold 
as freehold property. 

“The old ‘institution’ of heritable leases 
(‘Erbpacht’), ceding the usufruct of a piece 
of ground in perpetuity in return for a yearly 
rent was abolished in the year 1850.” 
Therefore the system which it was 
desired to uphold in this country had 
been absolutely abolished in Germany. 
Further— 

“The law places no restriction on the sub- 
division at will of such ground into any number 
of larger or smaller lots, or on the sale of such 
lots.” 

Even since then there had been a great 
advance ; and why ? 

“As a result of thirty years painstaking 
thought and steady labour, the new German 
Civil Code recognises the legal conception based 
upon the consideration of the duties which an 
individual owes to the community, over the 
arrogant idea which lays stress on the absolute 
right of property-owning members of society. 
In Germany it is now laid down that in almost 
every case judges are given more extensive 
discretionary powers than heretofore to inter- 
fere with rights, power, and property. 

“In view of the fact that the vast majority 
of those who live in towns must be tenants in 
the nature of things, particular care has been 
taken to neutralise the advantages possessed 
by the owners of houses and building sites.” 


In this country the legislation was in 
exactly the opposite direction ; instead of 
taking care of the tenants this country 
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always took care of the landlords. In 
Germany, also, the custom with regard 
to leases was unknown. Then came the 
Report from Greece 

“The system in regard to tenure of dwell- 
ing houses which is almost universally fol- 
lowed throughout this kingdom is that of 
freehold. This system may be said to prevail 
absolutely in the country, and also with few 
exceptions in the towns. 

«3 The practice of letting ground on building 
leases is as yet unknown in Greece. 

“In towns, as in the country, lots are sold 
unconditionally. Should the purchaser of a 
lot intend to build thereon, the only restrie- 
tions which are imposed on him are that he 
should observe certain regulations which may 
be laid down by the town architect or the 
chief police in regard to alignment and 
sanitary provision. 

“ Houses when leased are usually let for a 
year ; occasionally for three or four years, the 
rent being paid quarterly in advance. The 
landlord has the right to eject and seize all 
goods in the house in case of non-payment of 
rent. In such cases the landlord is considered 
first creditor. 

“Freehold property is the almost universal 
custom. 

**T may mention that in the cases of houses 
which are let the landlord is bound to keep 
the house in repair and to pay all taxes and 
rates. Landed and household property is sold 
in Greece bya simple notarial act, without 
other formalities.” 


In the Grand Duchy of Hesse the practice 
was almost the same. In Italy— 


“Property is sold in small lots for building 
houses thereon. 

* The system of stipulating a rent or other 
annual or periodical payment has been very 
much abandoned, and owing to facilities 
afforded by the laws of the country for re- 
deeming such rents, which are ealled ‘canone,’ 
or‘censo,’ it is generally the practice to pay 
off these rents created in former times, so as to 
inake the property freehold. 

“The stipulations under such contracts, 
called ‘emphiteosis’ depend upon the covenants 
made by the parties, or in default of special 
covenant the general rules laid down in the 
Code Civil, Article 1556 and following, are 
applied. Certain clauses, however, are binding 
upon all contracts of this kind.” 


Tenants in Towns 


The principal point in connection with 
Italy to which the hon. Member desired 
to direct attention was the following — 


“Inasmuch as the Italian law enables 
tenants, under an ‘ emphiteosis,’ to redeem the 
rent by paying an amount of money equivalent 
to twenty times the amount of the yearly 
rent, and, if the rent is payable in kind, the 
value is to be calculated at the average market 
price of the produce during ten years then pro- 
ceeding, it follows that a contract of ‘emphite- 
osis,’ which was originally intended for the 
amelioration of the property, by building or 
otherwise, is reduce t to the simple payment of 
a certain yearly interest at 5 per cent. on a 
fixed nominal sum of money, which sum of 
money is not easily to be realised by means of 


Mr. Field. 
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conveyance, it will not increase in proportion, 
as the value of the property may be rising, and 
it will be liable to depreciation in proportion 
as the value of money decreases. 

“Long leases in the ordinary form for any 
period above thirty years are not permitted.” 


In the Netherlands— 


‘** Land is constantly sold both in small and 
in large plots for building cases, and in such 
cases, almost without exception, uncondition- 
ally, so that both the land itself and the 
houses or other buildings erected thereon by 
the purchaser become his absolute or freehold 
property. 

“Tt may indeed be assumed as a general 
rule that property in land or houses in the 
Netherlands is held by the proprietor as a free- 
hold, no limited ownership, such as copyhold 
and others which exist in England, being 
known in this country. 

“Tam assured that the system of letting or 
hiring land on building leases finds no favour 
in this country, and may be said to be almost, if 
not absolutely, unknown here.” 

In Norway— 

‘Land is let at an annual ground rent for 
building purposes, either for a term of years or 
in perpetuity. In the latter case the condi- 
tions of lease are not very different from those 
mentioned in the answer to Query 1—namely, 
that sales are made both unconditionally and 
at a perpetual annual rent. On the expira- 
tion of the terms of a lease for a specified 
number of years the tenant remains owner of 
the house, which he is at liberty to remove.” 
The next Report was from Portugal— 

“The system of letting land on long building 
leases is practically unknown in Portugal. 
Houses are either freehold, leasehold, or held 
by ‘aforamento’ or ‘emphyteosis.’ ” 

The Report from Roumania stated 

“The legislation of this country being based 
on that of France the sale of lots of land for 
building purposes is entirely unconditional, 
and reservations of rent are totally unknown.” 


The next country dealt with was 
Russia 

“If by freehold is to be understood tene- 
ments the owners of which are at the same 
time the owners of the ground, it may be safely 
asserted that tenement: in general, and espe- 
cially in towns, are freehold. ; 

“It would also appear that the system of 
letting land on long building leases does not 
prevail in Russia.” 


In Poland— 


“The system of leasehold obtains only in 
the towns, but it is scarcely known, and is 
never more than a peppercorn rent—a few 
kopecks.” 





In Servia 
“Land sold for building purposes is sold un- 
conditionally. No houses are built except on 
freehold ground. : 
“Tt follows naturally that it is a most 
unusual thing for the purchaser of the land 
sold for building purposes to bind himself by 
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any covenants restricting him from dealing | persons, through the agency of statutes 


with it as he likes.” 
As to Spain — 
“ Absolute freehold is the tenure which most 


generally prevails throughout the greater part , 


of the Spain of to- day, whether as revards lands 
or buildings, country or town.” 


In regard to Sweden— 


“The system of letting land on long building 
leases cannot be said to prevail to any great 
extent in Sweden. 

“The Jaw prescribes absolutely nothing as 
to the use of the ground, and the ‘purchaser is 
free to deal with it as he likes. 

“The usual term for ground leases in 
Sweden is fifty years, but contracts for shorter 
periods are frequent, also for the lifetime of 
the lessee and ot his wife if he be married. 

“In the large towns there are no ground 
leases, the properties are freehold.” 

The Report from Switzerland stated— 

“In the first place, it appears that the Eng- 
lish notion of degrees of estate in land is not 
only absent from the Swiss law, but is almost 
incomprehensible to the Swiss themselves. 
Absolute ownership is the only condition 
known to them, and they possess no ideas of 
such tenures as exist in England, namely, 
building leases for ninety-nine years, copy- 
hold, estate in tail, and so forth. The question 
of farm leases is a separate matter. These are 
in general originally made for short periods, 
and’ not infrequently renewed from year to 
year. 

“No such leases obtain anywhere in Switzer- 
land.” 
In regard to Turkey 

“Property which was alienated from the 
domain land and converted into ‘vakonf’ 
either by the Sultans of the time being or by 
others under the Sovereign’s sane tion. As 
this kind of ‘ vakonf’ is nothing else but the 
appropriation by the Government of a portion 
of the public revenue, such as the tithes and 
ground rents, to some special object, it cannot 
strietly be called ‘ vakonf. 

“Property is generally sold in small lots, so 
as to enable persons to build houses thereon. 

“Such leases are rare in towns, but more 
rare in the country as distinguished from the 
neighbourhood of towns.’ 

They thus had the fact that in Turkey 
to-day absolutely more favourable terms 
were given to the Turkish tenant than 
the English or Irish tenant could get from 
his landlord. He need not go any further 
afield in order to prove ‘his case. He 
trusted that the House would take into 
consideration the arguments he had 
brought forward. He hoped he had 
shown conclusively that the law now 
existing in England, Ireland, and Scotland 
Was opposed to the general run of the law 
all over 
Was contrary to the general welfare of 
the community that a ‘class of privileged 


the civilised world, and that it | 


partially manufactured in that House 
and sanctioned by another Chamber, and 
insidiously converted into custom, should 
be able to exercise the powers to which 
he had referred. At the present moment 
the ground landlords in villages, towns, 
and cities throughout the three kingdoms 
had it in their power, on the termination 


of a tenancy, to evict the tenant, 
to confiscate his improvements, and 
to destroy his business, unless he 


was willing to submit to any terms, how- 
ever exorbitant, that might be imposed 
upon him. Such a state of things ought 
not to be permitted by any legislature 
which had at heart the welfare of the 
community and the development of i 
prosperity. Those who came into direct 
contact with the people were well aware 
that the greater the prosperity of the 
tenant, the better able he was to pay his 
rent, and he, therefore, trusted that hon. 
Members, bearing this in mind, would be 
willing to deal ‘with this question ina 
manner which would be mutually advan- 
tageous to both landlord and tenant. He 
had great pleasure in seconding the 
motion, and he trusted the Government 
would give its support to a scheme which 
must be productive of peace and _pros- 
perity, and which must add to the per- 
manence of the progress of the community 
at large. 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”-—(.Mr. Mucalvese.) 


*Mr. SMITH-BARRY (Huntingdon- 
shire, Huntingdon): We have had a very 
long and inte resting speech from the hon. 
Member, but it has travelled over so wide 
a range ‘of subjects that I fear we may 
possibly have forgotten by this time 
that the measure on behalf of which 
he spoke is called “The Tenants in 
Towns Improvement Bill for Ireland.” 
I am very glad the hon. Member has 
widened the debate, and has admitted 
that the Bill is not an Improvement Bill 
for town tenants at all, but is a large, 
sweeping, and comprehensive Bill for 
leasehold enfranchisement. It is a Bill 
which, whether leasehold enfranchisement 
would be proper or improper, and whether 
we approve of it or not, the House could 
not possibly be expected to pass under 
the circumstances of to-day. The hon. 
Member has said that the object of the 
Bill is to enable occupiers, but not appa- 
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rently also the owner of the fee simple, to 


acquire the rights of the middlemen. But | 


such a measure should be reciprocal, and 
if the occupier is to have the right of 


buying out these interests, ought not the | 


ground landlord to be granted an equal 
privilege? The Bill would enable any 
occupier of a small dwelling to acquire the 
fee simple by purchase at a price to be 
tixed by the court named in the Bill. 
But the measure is not limited in its 
operations to towns, and, as I read it, it 
would enable any person occupying a 
house with an acre of land in 
part of the country, whether in or out 
of a town, to purchase his holding 
compulsorily in the same way as if he 
were living in the middle of a large 
town which was terribly overcrowded. 
Then how is this transfer of property to 
be made? As the hon. Member told us, 
the tenant or occupier is to serve a notice 
upon the Land Commission, and that 
hody will thereupon send down Sub-Com- 
missioners to look into thecase and to fix a 
price which is to be paid for the holding. 
If the property is under the value of £300 
the matter goes before the county court 
judge. Either party is to have the right 
to call in a county court jury to assess the 
price. Where the value is over £300 the 
Land Sub-Commission is to deal with the 
case. What kind of tribunal is it that is 
to decide such questions as these? I do 
not wish for the moment to speak dis- 
respectfully of the Irish Land Sub-Com- 


missioners, although I have had to do so | 


very often in the past, and possibly may 
have to do it again in the future. 
may say this, that they are not a body 
which has earned the confidence of the 
landlords, nor, so far as I can judge, have 
they the confidence of the tenants. 

Mr. FLAVIN (Kerry, N.): They are 


your own friends. 


*Mr. SMITH-BARRY : They were ap- | 
pointed because they are supposed to have | 
agricultural land. | 
But now it is proposed to ask them to | 


some knowledge of 


consider, discuss, and assess most valu- 
able rights in relation to town houses. 
That is one of the objections I enter- 


tain to the way in which this Bill is | 


observe 
whatever 


framed. There is another. I 
that there is no provision 


that the person whose property is to | 


be compulsorily taken shall have given 
him anything extra on account of the 
sale being compulsory. Now, we know 


Mr. Smith-Barry. 
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{that in all cases of compulsion, where 
sales are made to railway companies or 
other public bodies, something extra is 
given on account of the sale being com- 
pulsory, and I cannot help thinking, from 
‘the general tenure of this Bill, that a 
‘similar provision has been deliberately 
and expressly omitted from it. It is 
compulsory, too, that the middleman or 
the landlord shall accept the price which 
is put upon the holding by the court, but 
apparently the lessee is in a far more 
favourable position, and is not bound to 
accept the decision of the court. If he 
thinks the bargain is a good one, he will 
take it and go on his way rejoicing ; but 
if, on the other hand, he arrives at the 
conclusion that it is not sufficiently ad- 
vantageous, he can slip out of it, and the 
only penalty he incurs is that he cannot 
again apply to the court for a period of 
five years, when, and only when, he 
must pay up the cost of the first 
trial. I think the Bill itself is 
badly drafted, and on that ground alone 
ought to be rejected. The hon. Member 
for the St. Patrick Division has admitted 
that this is not really an Irish question. 
entirely agree with him. The question 
of leasehold enfranchisement is a question 
which must be dealt with as a whole. It 
is a question which does not concern Ire- 
land in any greater degree than it con- 
cerns England and Scotland. The system 
of tenure in the three countries is_practi- 
cally identical ; in some places the leases 
may be longer, and in others they may be 
shorter; customs may vary, but the 
principle is the same throughout. The 
hon. Member for North Monaghan, who 
moved the Second Reading of the Bill, 
tried to make out that there was some 
analogy between agricultural tenancies 
and town holdings. But the great reason 
why this House dealt so drastically with 
the Irish landlord was because it was 
shown that the customs with regard to 
agricultural holdings in Ireland differed 
widely from those prevailing in Great 
sritain. The hon. Member has quoted 
'at length from a large number of pam- 
phlets, as well as from the evidence given 
before the Town Holdings Committee, 
as to the difference of customs and 
systems of land tenure all the world over. 
| He has said that the leasehold system in 
this country was one which never had any 
sanction at law. [ will tell him why it 
| exists here, and why it does not exist 
|in other countries. In the United 


| 
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Kingdom it has grown up gradually to | 
meet the public convenience, and it has | 
never been deemed necessary specially to | 
legalise it. A system has heen created | 
which has proved convenient to all the | 
parties concerned, and I submit that this 
House and the country should be very 
slow to change it. The hon. Member | 
quoted a good many things, but he did 
not quote the Report of the Town Holdings | 
Committee, which was appointed at the 
instance, I believe, of the hon. Member 
for North Mayo in the year 1886, which 
sat during the years 1886, 1887, and 
1888, and which reported in 1889. There | 
was an enormous amount of evidence | 
submitted to that Committee. I believe 
something like 103 witnesses were 
examined, and in their General Report the 
Committee say— 


“The Committee agree with the opinion | 
that the plan of letting land for building upon | 
an annual rent, which is a leading feature of 
the leasehold system, possesses considerable 
advantage and convenience; and they have, 
on the whole, come to the conclusion that, 
except in places where the sentiment of the 
district is strongly opposed to leaseholders, 
houses are built and building estates are 
developed more rapidly on the leasehold | 
system than on that of freehold purchase, and 
that in consequence of the large supply of | 
houses thus caused, occupiers obtain the 
benefits of lower rents and greater opportuni- 
ties of selection.” 


| time, 
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there is a review of advantages and 
objections. The Committee say— 
“Tt will be seen from our previous observa- 


tiens that we are not of opinion that leasehold 
enfranchisement would, on the whole, have 


| much practical effect in improving the quality 


of houses built. We think that under some 


| circumstances, as where terms of leases are 


very short, or (as under the life system) of un- 
certain duration, it would have this effect. On 
the other hand, we are of opinion that the 
oversight of the ground landlord on well- 
managed estates undoubtedly has in this 
respect a beneticial operation. Upon a general 
view, our conclusion is, as before stated, that 
the quality of building depends upon other 
circumstances than those arising from tenure. 
Nor are we satisfied that the bad state of 
repair of much house property in large towns, 
or the unsanitary condition of many of the 
dwellings of the working classes is to any 
large extent to be attributed to the leasehold 
system. As regards excessive rents, we are 
not inclined to think that leasehold enfran- 
chisement would have any appreciable effect 
in reducing them, and, as before stated, we 
think that the leasehold system rather facili- 
tates the building of houses and so increases the 
supply.” 

A special part of the Report is devoted to 
Ireland, and this being an Irish Bill, | 
think [ am justified in quoting one or 
two extracts. For instance, I read— 

“ The case of Ireland being in some respects 
different from that of England and Wales, it 
has appeared convenient to deal sep2rately 
with this branch of ourinquiry. At the same 
most of the general considerations 


| bearing on the questions referred to us, and 


That is one conclusion that this Com- 
mittee came to. Among other things in 
their Report they quoted the opinions of 
a great many gentlemen who gave | 
evidence before them —men of very large 
and wide experience, who were able to 
speak authoritatively on the subject. 
They quoted, for instance, from the 
evidence of Mr. Vigers, a man of 
enormous experience in the valuation of 
house property in London and elsewhere. 


He said— 


“My experience leads me to the conclusion 
that houses built upon leaseholds, with the | 
supervision of the freeholder and his agents, are | 
better built, as a rule, than those built upon 
freeholds ; and where there is a freehold and 
leases are granted, the property is under super- 
vision, and in my experience does not get into 
such a very bad state as it does when it is in 
the hands of very small freeholders.” 


The Committee quoted that opinion, 
and apparently thoroughly endorsed it. 
There is a great deal of matter in that 
Xeport which I must pass over, but there 
are one or two subjects to which I feel I 
ought to refer. In the General Report 





the arguments for and against the existing 
system, and the remedies proposed for the 
evils alleged to exist under it, apply to a large 
extent to the countries in common. We have 
not, therefore, repeated these considerations 
and arguments at length, but have thought it 


| sutticient to indicate in what respects they are. 


in our opinion, — to the special 
circumstances of Ireland as shown by the 
evidence laid before us.” 

Then they go on to say— 

“Of the remedies proposed, a measure of 

leashold enfranchisement, though accepted by 
many of the witnesses, is also stated, even by 
some of those favourable to it in theory, as not 
likely to assist the working classes, and even 
the poorer shopkeepers, on account of their 
inability to procure the money necessary for 
the purchase of the reversion, unless it is 
advanced by the State.” 
I think these constitute fairly conclusive 
answers to a great deal of what was said 
by the hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division. I have, however, one more 
quotation-— 

“ With regard to the remedies suggested, the 
Committee, on reviewing the evidence laid 
before them, do not recommend the adoption 


of a measure of leasehold enfranchisement 
for Ireland. Such a measure has not practi- 
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cally been advocated as likely to confer any | tial parts of the metropolis, has gone 


considerable benefit on the working classes, 
partly, no doubt, in consequence of the com- 
parative unimportance in most parts of Ire- 
Jand of manufactures and of mining and other 
similar industries ; and it has not been urged 
that any number of the working classes would 
he likely to avail themselves of the powers of 
purchase proposed to be conferred.” 


The Report suggests that Ireland in re- 


gard to this matter must be treated in | 


the same way as England, and that 
should be quite sufficient in itself to 
induce this House to have nothing to say 
to the Bill. I would especially like to 
call the attention of hon. Members oppo- 
site to the fact that this Report was 
adopted by twelve votes as against seven, 
and that included in the majority was 
an Irish Nationalist whose name is very 
much revered and carries with it a great 
deal of weight with hon. Members oppo- 
site, even at the present time. 
to Mr. Biggar, who not only voted for 


the adoption of the Report, but voted | 


with those who are opposed to the prin- 
ciple of leasehold enfranchisement in 


nearly every division which took place | 
while the Report was under consideration. | 


Mr. Biggar was a man who, upon social 
questions which were not inscribed 
upon the Nationalist banner, was very 
apt to take sound, independent views, and 


I think the fact that he was a strong sup- | 


porter of the Report should not be for- 
gotten by hon. Members opposite. We 
have heard a good deal from the hon. 
Member and others as to the advantages 


of the freehold system over the leasehold | 


system. We have heard a good deal 
about overcrowding—a very big question, 
no doubt, which will have to be dealt 
with one of these days. We have heard 


also something as to the quality of the | 
But | 


it has never been possible to show, so far | 


houses built under the two systems. 


as I know, that the class of house built 


anywhere under the freehold system is | 


better than that erected under the lease- 
hold system. There have, however, 
been most remarkable 
different parts of the country 


tricts have become worse. There have 
been two celebrated cases in London—at 
Soho and Bedfordbury. 


Portland estate was 
small freeholders, and that district, 
instead of being one of the best residen- 


Mr. Smith-Barry. 


I refer | 


instances in| 
where | 
houses built under the freehold system | 
have deteriorated, and where whole dis- | 


At Soho, at the | 
end of the last century, a part of the | 
sold to the’ 


down and down until it is possibly one of 
| the worst parts of London. Again, in the 
case of Bedfordbury, this was originally 
part of the Bedford estate. Years ago 
| it was alienated, with the result that 
it became one of the worst parts of 
London. It became a very Alsatia. It 
was a mass of little miserable streets and 
dens, and its condition became so great a 
public scandal that at last the Board of 
Works had to buy it up, and they sold it 
to the Peabody trustees. It has heen 
stated that large rents are exacted under 
the leasehold system. Let us see what 
was the evidence given before the Town 
Holdings Committee on that point. I will 
confine my remarks to one case—the 
town of Southport. Now, that town may 
be divided practically into two parts, one 
half being under the freehold system and 
the other half under the leasehold system. 
The leasehold sites are double the size of 
the freehold sites, while the rent, or its 
equivalent, of the leasehold sites is only 
about half that of the other. That isa 
very remarkable faet, and if it be the case 
in a town in Lancashire, inhabited by 
cool, hard-headed people, is it not still 
more likely to be the cese in towns in 
Ireland, where people, bidding against 
one another, are apt to lose their heads 
and to enter into bargains which they 
subsequently regret? Now let me give 
two Irish instances. Evidence was given 
before the Town Buildings Committee 
with regard to both Tipperary and 
Queenstown. Tipperary, like Southport, 
is about equally divided under the two 
systems, and apparently there is no 
special reason why one portion of the 
town should develop more rapidly 
than the other. But I would ask any- 
body who knows the town if it is nota 
fact, that the part which is under the 
| leasehold system is not by far the most 
prosperous of the two portions? Again, 
in the case of Queenstown, that portion 
which has been alienated from the lease- 
hold system is the very part where the 
slums are to be found, where there is little 
business done, and where the most dis- 
reputable people are quartered. I ask, 
who is likely to be benefited by this 
measure of leasehold enfranchisement ! 
Will it beneficially affect the traders? I 
cannot think it will, because they could 
more profitably use their capital in the 
'development of their businesses, and 
| would thereby get a far higher rate of 
| 
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interest for it than they would if they | 
sank it in purchasing their freeholds. 
The hon. Member suggested that one 
effect of the Bill might be to make the 
working man a more law-abiding citizen. 
Well, if we can make the Irish working 
man more law abiding and more conserva- 
tive in the best sense of the word—and | 
am not using the word in a political sense 
if we can make him more contented 
and prosperous, I, for one, shall be very 
happy to do everything in my power to 
bring that about. But is it to the 
interest of working men as a body that 
they should become the owners of their 
dwellings?) A working man must live 
near his work, and so long as his work 
remains in the one place it is all very well, 
and it is to his advantage that he should 
own his dwelling. But suppose the work 
yoes away and he has to follow it, then is 
it to his advantage that he should be 
saddled with a freehold house, which he 
may not be able to sell for what he gave 
for it, because the prosperity of the town 
isdwindling! Is it not far better for 
him to be free to follow his work, 
rather than to be tied down to one 
place? Unfortunately in Lreland, as we 
know, industries which are started do 
not always succeed. We have seen 
creameries started and fail. Let us 
hope that all these creameries will 
prosper, but, unfortunately, a great many 
of them do not prosper. I have no 
doubt many hon. Members opposite are 
aware of what happened in Portlaw. A 
factory was established there, and quite 
a considerable town of working men’s 
houses was built, but not one in ten is 
now oceupied, The factory is, I believe, 
shut up, the place is absolutely ruined, 
and the workmen have had to seek em- 
ployment elsewhere. Where would these 
men be if they had bought these houses 
and had to remain in them, work or no 


work? As regards the middlemen, 
I do not think they would get 
any valuable consideration for the 
rights which they would be asked 
to surrender under this Bill. I am 
nos prepared necessarily to defend 


all middlemen in the country, or to say 
that the manner in which they have con- 
(lucted their properties has always been 
to the public benefit ; but I would remind 
the House that a great many of them, 
especially in the small towns, are by no 
means rich men. In many cases interests 
are held by trustees for widows and 
orphans, and if they are compelled to 
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compulsorily surrender their rights for 
what would probably be very inadequate 
compensation a very cruel hardship would 
necessarily occur. Moreover, the money 
that would be received would have to 
be invested elsewhere. We heard the 
other day during the debate on the 
Financial Relations question that money 
which ought to belong to Ireland was 
being invested in England and elsewhere, 
because there were so few means of 
investment in Ireland. But the compen- 
sation received for property under this 
Bill would necessarily swell the stream 
of money flowing from Ireland to this 
country. Then again the Bill would not 
be to the benefit of the ground landlords. 
We know the feeling with regard to land- 
lords in Ireland generally, and it is 
very unlikely that they would get any 
fair play. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Would not the Land Commission 
give them fair play ? 

*Mr. SMITH-BARRY: There is a 
difference of opinion between the hon. 
Member and myself on that point which 
I need not now discuss. The effect of 
this Bill must be that the ground land- 
lords would lose control over the 
general mass of their property, which 
at the present moment I maintain they 
exercise with very great advantage to the 
community. If holdings are picked out 
here and there all possible schemes of 
improvements will be prevented in future. 
In my own estate I know how very im- 
portant it has been to be able to acquire 
houses from time to time in order to pull 
them down for the benefit of the rest of 
the estate. I do not think this 
Bill is in the interest either of the towns 
or the general community. It is bound 
to check building operations. Who is 
going to build houses on a large scale if 
they are liable to be expropriated at 
prices to be fixed by the county court 
or the Land Commission? If all 
freedom of sale and purchase is to 
be taken away it is practically 
certain to check building operations, and 
the result will be that no building 
will take place except on plots of land 
which have been purchased. Land will 
have to be purchased, and in many cases 
it would be exceedingly difficult to acquire 
it. In Ireland the great mass of the 
estates are settled estates, and the land- 
owner has no power to sell, although he 
may have power to lease. The expansion 
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of towns will necessarily be arrested, and | proposes to legalise on the part of every 
the last case of the towns in Ireland will | lessee a breach by him of the contract 
be worse than the first. There is prac- | which, either by express words or impli- 
tically no demand at all for this Bill in | cation, is contained in every lease— 
Ireland. The evidence before the Com-| namely, that on the determination of the 
mittee showed that there was a much! lease the lessee will surrender the pro- 
stronger demand for it in England than | perty to the lessor. The arguments 
in Ireland. Possibly fortified with the | adduced to support such a strong inva- 
opinion of the Committee, the party | sion of the rights of property, so far as I 
opposite put down _ leasehold en- | have been able to follow them, were 
franchisement as one of the items, briefly as follows. It was said that where 
of the Newcastle programme. Since | a tenant during his lease constructed im- 
then, however, if it has not been entirely provements in the premises, he had on the 
given up it has certainly been dropped | determination of the lease to elect either 
out of the programme, and it is perfectly | between eviction from the premises and 
clear that hon. Gentlemen opposite have the confiscation of his improvements, 
discovered that leasehold enfranchisement or submit to an exaggerated rent, 
is not by any means a popular thing in the increase in which represented 
England. We are all anxious for the im- | the value of his own improvements, 
provement of the Irish towns, but what Now, in the first place, I think it is an 
is wanted is more capital, and more exceptional case in which, on the deter- 
security. If the towns are to be improved | mination of a lease, the landlord, when 
let the urban authorities impartially put the tenant is willing to take a new lease, 
in force the powers given to them under imposes an increased rent which in any 
the Sanitary Acts. Let them condemn way amounts to a fine upon the tenant's 
hovels and rookeries, let them provide improvements. I think it is often for- 
good water, drainage and lighting, let gotten that when, on the determination of 
them build artisans’ dwellings in suit- along lease, the lessor, as a consideration 
able places where they are necessary, but for a renewal of the lease, requires an 
do not let the rights of property be | increased rent, the consideration of that 
further interfered with. I beg to move is not the improvements effected by the 
that the Bill be read a second time this | tenant, but is the increase which the 
dav six months. natural course of events has added to the 

; ' 6: . value of the site. We are all familiar 

Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL (Dublin, ‘with many cases—and this is especially 
St. Stephen's Green) : Anyone who has so in the city of Dublin—in which, owing 
read the various clauses of the Bill cannot + the accident of the particular deter- 
fail to be struck with the extreme CON-| mination of business or commerce to 
trast between the moderation ot the districts which in former years had little 
speech of the hon. Member who intro-' oy no value, sites have suddenly acquired 
duced it and the extravagant and revolu- | 4 high commercial value. In Belfast 
tionary character of the Bill itself. The municipal improvements have opened up 
hon, Member for the St. Patrick sng developed districts for business pur- 
Division of Dublin referred in the course poses which, before these were executed, 
of a very discursive but interesting and | Were not suited for business purposes, and 
good-humoured speech to the proceedings the immediate consequence was an enor- 
of the Parliamentary Committee which | nous increase in the ground value of the 
considered this question, but he neglected premises, in no way to be attributed to 
to tell the House that a the forefront of the efforts of the tenant, and to the benefit 
the final Report of that Committee, which of which, on the determination of the 
was issued in 1889, is to be found the lease, the landlord, both in law and 
following conclusion— justice, is entitled vo obtain his fair share. 

“The legal right of the ground landlord to Jt js also suggested that in the case of 


resume possession of the land and buildings at | expiring leases there is a tendency on 
the termination of the lease is incontestable, % o% f the lessee, at the f: snd f 
and is, in the opinion of the Committee;’) the part o e lessee, at the fag end o 


the only basis on which the respective rights | the lease, to allow the premises to 
of lessor and lessee can be dealt with.” | get out of repair, and that that is an 
That is in the forefront of the Report, | injury not only to the landlord but to the 
and yet the proposition of the Bill is in | community. The Committee of 1889 
direct contradiction to that conclusion. | dealt with this, and suggested that 
In violation of the rights of property, it'to meet the case of a tenant who 


Mr. Smith-Barry. 
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during the currency of his lease had 
executed improvements which bona fide | 
increased the letting value of the premises, 


and also with a view to put an end to the | 


system of dilapidated premises during | 


the fag-end of a lease, legislation of | 


a certain character was desirable ; : but 
their suggested legislation never took the | 
form of the enfranchisement of the lease- | 


holders. 


tion for improvements erected during the 
currency of the lease, provided they 
added to the letting value of the holding. 


But the proposals contained in the pre- | 


sent Bill go much further. They neces- 
sarily involve, if they mean anything, 
which I very much doubt, that the mean- 
ing should be taken from the purposes 
mentioned in the preamble—the enfran- 


chisement of existing leases, enabling the | 
lessees not only to acquire the inter- | 


mediate interests, but to extinguish that 
of the owner of the property. 
open to the observation, in the first place, 
that it is a very violent invasion of the 
rights of property, and is practically 
legalising at the hands of one section of 
the community the confiscation of the pro- 
perty of another section. Unfortunately 
we in Ireland are not unfamiliar 
that form of legislation, 
know that the example of the past is so 


encouraging as to induce this House to | 


extend that principle much _ further. 
At any rate, I can hardly  con- 
ceive that it is likely to conduce 


to the prosperity and welfare of any | 
time successive | 


nation that time after 
Governments should encourage one sec- 


tion to confiscate the property of another | 


section of the community. But, in the 
second place—and this is a consideration 
of much more importance to hon. Mem- 
bers who are familiar with this process of 
legal confiscation—I cannot imagine any- 

thing more calculated to retard the im- 
provement and development of towns, 

not merely in Ireland, but in England and 
Scotland, than any system of this kind | 

which would stereotype, in the hands of | 
the present occupants, the existing condi- | 
tion of their houses. In past times, as | 


The furthest the Committee | 
were prepared to go was to suggest that | 
in the case of all future contracts the | 
lessee or tenant on the determination of | 
his lease should be entitled to compensa- | 


That is | 


with | 
but I do not 
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oe, to improve the buildings and 
develop the town. The fact that a very 
| large portion of the area is in the hands 
| of one landlord, the fact that the leases 
| will generally fall in at the same time, is 
| generally availed of to carry out a broad 
| scheme by which the architecture of the 
buildings is improv ed, to the ornament of 
| the town. but a curious element of this 
Bill is that it enables any individual occu- 
pant of one house to buy that house and 
leave the landlord with the balance of his 
property in such a form and condition that 
it would be impossible for him to develop 
}it on any uniform or co-extensive plan. 
| Further than that, the power conferred on 
ithe ind vidual occupier to acquire the fee- 
simple of the house he occupies will un- 
| questionably interfere with much-required 
| and long-wished-for public improvements 
‘and the extension of artisans’ dwell- 
ings. Suppose that, in one of these 
blocks oceupied by lessees where leases 
are about to expire, this provision is 
availed of by one or two lessees, they 
would by that means be enabled to defeat 
any scheme of general improvement 
which the landlord of the entire block 
was prepared to adopt when the leases 
fell in in the natural course of events. I 
most sincerely congratulate the hon. Mem- 
ber for North Monaghan, who introduced 
this Bill, on the very able and moderate 
way in which he did so, but we have at 
the same time to deal with it in the light, 
not of what the hon. Member said in in- 
troducing it, but of what the measure 
itself proposes. There is one remarkable 
defect in the Bill, and that is that it is 
entirely one-sided in its proposals. What 
I mean to say is, that while the occupying 
tenant or lessee can, by compulsion, ac- 
quire the property not merely of the 
intermediate lessor but also of the owner 
in fee, there is no power in the owner in 
fee to compel the purchase of the leases. 
If there are a number of tenants holding 
a particular block of premises, each under 
a separate lease, any one lessee may pick 
out a small lot, another may do the same, 


and so in that way the landlord’s property 


may be cut up piecemeal. The effect of 
that would necessarily be to greatly dim- 
inish in the hands of the owner the value 
of his property. It is exactly the same 
as if there were to be introduced into these 





well as in the future, landlords are entitled | leases an option on the part of the tenant 

to look forward to—and, as matter of | to buy without any obligation on his part 

fact, they do anticipate—the period when | to purchase. Anyone ‘who knows any- 
| : 

the leases will fall in, and when they will | thing of the real property market must 

be enabled by a uniform scheme of de- \ admit that if there;is an option on the 
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part of the tenant to buy even | subject impressed with ideas of land 
against the will of the _ lessor | nationalisation is not likely to impress his 
that unquestionably diminishes the | views on the majority of this House. The 


value of the whole of the lessor’s pro- 
perty. But another fact has to be borne | 
in mind. In many of the towns and 
cities of England and Scotland, as well as 
Ireland, ground rents are one of the prin- 
cipal sources of income of the corporations. 
Take the case of Liverpool. According 
to the Report of 1889 there were in 
Liverpool leases which were about to fall 
in to the value of twelve millions ; while 
the annual income of the University of 
Oxford from leaseholds is about £150,000. 
I know myself that in the city of Dublin 
a large portion of the property which be- 
longs to the ratepayers consists of pro- 
perty which they hold in fee, the lease- 
hold rents from which go to the reduction 
of the rates. In the case of the city of 
Dublin there never was any difficulty as 
between the city and their tenants in the 
former obtaining, on the determination of 
a long lease, a substantial increase of rent 
from the occupying tenant together with 
an obligation to erect a consiCerably im- 
proved building in place of the old strue- 
ture. The striking instance given by the 
right hon. Member who moved the rejection 
of the Bill as to what would happen in 
portions of a district held by occupiers in 
fee is exactly what one would expect ; he- 
cause so long as occupiers in such dis- 
tricts hold their premises in fee they 
have lost all incentive or even power to 
improve the condition of their surround- 
ings. They are only interested in the 
houses they own, and have no interest. in 
improving the condition of the houses 


surrounding them. The contrary — is 
the case where the property — be- 
longs to the ground landlord, —be- 
cause as the leases fall in, he is 


able to replace the antiquated and dilapi- 
dated structures by more modern build- 
ings; and therefore it is natural that in the 
instances given by my right hon. friend the 
freehold portions of the district he cited 
became practically slums. Now, the pre- 
amble of the Bill suggests that the object 
is to facilitate the acquisition in fee by 
working men of the houses they occupy. 
The hon. Member for the St. Patrick 
Division of the city of Dublin, who has 
devoted many years to this matter, and | 
is therefore calculated to speak as an 
authority on the subject, stated, with his | 
usual candour, that he was an advocate of 
land nationalisation. I can only say that | 
any hon. Member who approaches this ! 


Mr. J H. M. Campbell. 


preamble says that it is intended to secure 
for working men the fee simple of the 
houses they live in. I have already 
referred to the conclusion which forms the 
basis of the Report of the Committee of 
1889-—namely, that in their opinion the 
right of the landlord, on the determina- 
tion of a lease, to get back both house 
and land was incontestable ; but I would 
like also to inform the House what was 
the conclusion of the majority of that 
Committee on this question of working 
men becoming the owners in fee simple 
of the houses they live in. Here it is— 
“The suggested leasehold enfranchisement 
would not materially benefit the working 
classes either in London or in most other large 
OWNs. 
The secretary of the Artisans’ and 
Labourers’ Dwellings Company gave a 
remarkable piece of evidence before 
that Committee. He informed them 
that in all their dealings with 
working men who had acquired or 
sought to acquire the fee simple of the 
houses in which they lived, he found that 
in twelve to twenty-five years the houses 
so sold had come back to the company. 
And really that is’ inevitable. When we 
consider that working men must neces- 
sarily live near the locality of their work, 
and that the fluctuations of trade may 
drive them from one neighbourhood to 
another in search of work, we at once see 
that working men would never care to 
become owners in fee of the houses in 
which they live, except in the possible 
case where their work would be perma- 
nent. I would refer to the well-known 
case of the slate quarries in Wales. 
Permanent work will naturally attract 
permanent residents ; but in other cases 
it is impossible to expect that working 
men will either care or desire to spend a 
substantial sum in the permanent acquisi- 
tion of homes which they may be com- 
pelled to leave the next day or the day 
after. In the case of Ireland this fact is 
exceptionally true. I think I would be 
right in saying that throughout the 
length and breadth of Ireland there is not 
one per cent. of working men who are 
owners in fee, or who would care to be 
owners in fee of the houses they sccupy. 
In Dublin, which is an old city, the 
artisans are unfortunately compelled to 
live under that worst of all systems, 
the tenement system, which is the 
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foe of all industrial thrift and the} Act, that there will be a leakage of from 
parent of the curse of drink. That | 25 to 30 per cent. in the amount of the 
system unfortunately compels these men | poor rate, the reason being that the men 
to submit to monotonous toil from six | only hold their houses as weekly tenants, 
o'clock in the morning to six in the| and that they are here to-day and away 
evening, and that is bad enough; but; to-morrow, and that it is therefore im- 
when in addition it also compels them to possible to recover arrears of rates. I 
spend the balance of their lifetime in the | take these two cases as fairly typical of 
stifling atmosphere of these tenements, I} the condition of the working men in 
myself see no room or prospect for theim- Ireland. I can see no prospect of any 
provement of the men who are doomed to | agitation on the part of the working men 
such slavery. But what is the remedy! to become owners in fee of the houses 
for this state of things? I never heard it! in which they live. So much for the 
suggested that it could be remedied by | principle of the Bill. As to the Bill 
any scheme by which these men should) itself, in the first place it contains on its 
become owners in fee of the houses they | face one incurable defect which, even if 
occupy. The remedy is, first of all, the | the Bill were passed into law to-morrow, 
extension of the system of artisans’ | would at once have the effect of nullify- 
dwellings. The Dublin Corporation have ing all its provisions. That defect 
become alive to the necessity of this, and is that while it contains most 
are doing well by conferring that benefit | elaborate machinery for enabling exist- 
on the working men. The other remedy | ing lessees to extinguish all intermediate 
isa more careful attention toand a more leases and acquire the fee simple, there 
rigorous enforcement of the laws of is uo provision whatever to prevent them, 
public health, so as to compel the land- | once they have become owners, granting 
lords to provide occupiers with decent new leases themselves the very next day. 
sanitary appliances. Belfast is a com-|So that the evils, instead of being 
paratively new city, with unlimited | remedied, would only be intensified. You 
opportunities for extending its boundaries. | would be converting lessors into landlords 
Consequently the marvellous development , who would be the owners of only one 
of its commerce has enabled it to erect house with none of the responsibilities of 
artisans’ dwellings which are suitable and | landlords, 

numerous enough to accommodate the 
hives of artisans that are swarming in 
that busy centre. But has it ever been 
suggested that the artisans of Belfast 


Mr. FIELD: May I interrupt the hon. 
Gentleman? Such is not the object of 
the Bill at all. On the contrary, the 
have shown the slightest anxiety to object is ser abolish the leasehold syatom, 
become the owners in fee of the| #4 make it impossible for such a thing 
dwellings they occupy? Even in that | @X1t. 
remarkable staple industry of ship-; Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I quite 
building, which we all hope is a permanent | understand that that is the object of the 
industry, what are the views and ideas | Bill; but if the hon. Member will take 
of the artisans? When the Local; the trouble to read the Bill, the intro- 
Government Act was passing through | duction of which he has seconded, he 
this House the consolidated poor rate; will find my statement is absolutely 
was thrown upon the occupier and to be | correct. From beginning to end there 
levied from him. Formerly that rate | is not a line to prevent the new owners 
was paid by the landlord, and recovered | letting their house on lease at the highest 
by him from his tenant. But the citizens | rack rent they can get. I am not con- 
of Belfast were so much impressed with | cerned with what is the object in the 
the danger of loss of rates that would} mind of the hon. Gentleman; I am 
arise to them by the wandering and | only concerned with what is in the Bill 
migratory nature of the artisans that a/ itself. This is not a _ matter of 
determined effort was made by the hon. | drafting, but one of the principle 
Members representing Belfast to have|of the measure. I repeat that a 
Belfast exempted from the provision | fatal defect on the face of the 
which threw the rate on the occupier. I | Bill is the fact that it contains nothing to 
am aware, on the authority of those re-| prevent a recrudescence, in a worse form, 
sponsible for the collection of rates in| of the very evils which it is proposed to 
belfast, that it is anticipated, as the result | remedy. I[ would like to say a word as 
af that provision in the Local Government! to the draftsmanship of the Bill. Cer- 
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tainly in this respect it is a monster in | application to be made, it throws over 
deformity. I am, of course, perfectly | town and city and the definitionof holding, 
aware that it is an ungracious thing, when and enables the lessee of any lease to 
a Bill is introduced more for discussion apply for enfranchisement. In other 
than anything else, to criticise very words, any tenant, agricultural or 
minutely the form of the measure ; but pastoral, town tenant or village tenant, 
this Bill is of such an extraordinary publican or sinner, any person in Ireland 
character that, although I have taken’ who has an existing lease, can, under the 
several days to study it, I am at the | terms of this extraordinary Bill, apply to 
present moment absolutely at a loss to | redeem all the intervening interests. But it 
know exactly what it is that it proposes does not stop there. Apparently, if you 
to accomplish. read the preamble, its purport and object 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Perhaps is not to give a right to acquire the fee, 
the hon. and learned Member is not aware | 0T to assert a right to acquire the interest 
that this Bill was drafted by an eminent between the tenant and the owner of the 
fee; but when you come to Section 4, 
it provides that, in addition to acquiring 
the intervening interests, the final or 
occupying tenant can also acquire the fee. 
That contradicts the preamble. 


Unionist lawyer. 

Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I can 
only say that, in my opinion, the lawyer 
gave very bad value for his money. To 
make that plain even to the intelligence | 
of the hon. Members opposite who are! Mr. FIELD: It is only an enlargement. 


closely wedded to the principle o : 
osely principle of the) ye J, H. M. CAMPBELL: I canunder- 
Bill, let us take the preamble. I am'_ ‘ a a ee 
: : stand that ; but having given in Section 4 
entitled to say that the object of the 0 ees ae 
apt the power to acquire the fee, which is 
preamble is to let those who read the . . 
. F ee /not raised in the preamble, when you 
Bill understand what it is that the : sand ™ 
. a eee come to prescribe the application, it can 
Bill proposes to accomplish ; — but | : ee es alt 
” 2 | only be made in the case of intervening 
the House will be surprised to}. : ‘ 
j re ' | interest and excludes the fee. So that 
hear that while the preamble of sae ie ; 
>: SAE : ‘from beginning to end this measure is 
the Bill sets out three distinct objects oS : 
. Pht not only illogical and absurd, but self- 
to be attained, the subsequent provisions | B o". ; ra 
° . inne ‘ >| contradictory in all its terms. Take 
of the Bill destroy each and every one of | : . “ 
- eee Feces | another matter, which I am sure will bea 
these objects. What is the first proposal 7 
satiek enh ta-theweeamtle? 1b ts that— | revelation not merely to the hon. Member 
5S: 2 % af Ss at— . ° Se: a 8 
> . | ‘ | for the St. Patrick Division, who seconded 
“ Whereas in nearly all the towns in Ireland | 


; 4 . : 7 > we j 
the owners and occupiers of business premises | the motion for the Second Reading of 


and private dwellings have between them and | the Bill, but also the hon. Member who 
the owners in fee several intermediate lessees | introduced it. The preamble recites that 
who have certain terms outstanding between | the next object of the Bill is, “ That the 
— vee oe occupiers of small houses of the working 
So far so good. It then proceeds - | classes shall he entitled to acquire the fee 
= And whereas it is expedient that such | of the houses in which they live.” Well, 
owners and occupiers should be enabled to Ae AOE . 
acquire the intermediate interests between | from beginning to end there is not a line 
themselves and the owner in fee, so that|in it which enables that purpose to be 
owners and occupiers may be encouraged to | carried out. There is no machinery, no 
make improvements in their holdings.” | provision, no legislative suggestion by 
Now, if that means anything, it is that | which working men could by any chance 
the object of the Bill is to prevent the | become the owner in fee of the houses 
rete a of Rape premises and private | they occupy. 
dwellings in the towns and cities of Ire- | .m ame : ees 
land becoming owners. But what does | Mr. FIELD: If he holds a lease. 
the Bill itself do when you come to| Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: The 
analyse its sections? It does not confine | hon. Member says that a working man 
the right of enfranchisement to lessees or | can acquire his house in fee if he holds it 
leaseholders in the towns and cities. It| under a lease; but can he say_ that 
gives a definition of a holding which is | there is a single artisan in Ireland that 
wide enough to include a house with an | holds his house under lease? I never 
acre of ground anywhere in Ireland, | heard of one; and certainly they must 
either in the country or in the town. But | be a very small percentage of the total 
that is not bad enough. When you | artisan population of Ireland. I say that 
come to the clause which enables the | from beginning to end of the Bill this 


Mr. J. H. M. Campbell. 
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which is put forward in the main front 
as one of the objects of the Bill, is en- 
tirely lost sight of when the Bill itself 
comes to be considered. I have, perhaps, 
trespassed unduly on the time and atten- 
tion of the House. I hope, however, 


that it will not be said or sug- 
gested that, either speaking for myself 
or as representing opinion on_ this 


side of the House, we deny altogether 
that occupiers under these leases suffer 
from no grievance or disadvantage. [ 
myself am entirely in accord with the 
view expressed by the Committee of 
1889, that is to say, that in two respects 
there may be grievances from which the 
occupiers suffer. One is the case where, 
on the termination of a lease, the lessees, 
having made substantial permanent im- 
provements during the currency of the 
lease, are compelled under threat of 
eviction either to abandon those improve- 
ments to the landlord or else to pay such 
an increased rent as would amount to the 
confiscation of their improvements. Now 
Iam entirely in favour of legislation that 
would be confined to cover that grievance. 
I find the ground entirely covered by the 
suggestion of the Committee of 1889, that 
in the case of all future contracts there 
should be power, on the determination of 
the lease, to award compensation for bona 
fide improvements which increased the 
letting value of the holding, and that in 
the case of existing contracts there should 
be such power in all cases where improve- 
ments were made with the consent of the 
landlord in writing. 


Mr. FIELD: Without interrupting 
the hon. and learned Gentleman, might I 
ask him will he support a Bill of the 
nature he suggests ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Mr. FIELD: That is not an interrup- 
tion. It is merely an interpellation. 


Mr. J. H. M. CAMPBELL: I may 
assure the hon. Gentleman I am not in 
the least disconcerted by his interrup- 
tions, which are kindly meant. It will 
be sufficient to consider that when the 
opportunity arises, but it certainly does 
not present itself in the Bill before the 
House. It is because I consider that this 
Bill is vieious in principle, impracticable 
in its application, and impossible of com- 
prehension that I have great pleasure in 
seconding the Amendment of my right 
hon. friend for its rejection. 
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Amendment proposed— 

“To leave out the word ‘ now,’ and at the 
end of the question to add the words ‘upon 
this day six months. ’”—(Mr. Smith-Barry.) 

Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 

Mr. SEALE-HAYNE (Devonshire, 
Ashburton): I had no intention of 
addressing the House this afternoon, but 
so great misrepresentation of the Report 
of the Committee on Town Holdings was 
made by the right hon. Member for Hun- 
tingdon that I think it my duty to correct 
what I have no doubt is an unintentional 
mistake. Of course, it is perfectly pos- 
sible to extract from that Report evidence 
of land agents and lawyers in support of 


Improvement (Ireland) Bill. 


the present system of long leases. They 
make their money by long leases. But 


when the right hon. Gentleman endea- 
voured to persuade the House that the 
Committee reported against the en- 
franchisement of leaseholds, he is in 
error. I admit that the Committee 
reported against the enfranchisement 
of leaseholds as a general scheme ; 
but they recommended the enfranchise- 
ment of leaseholds in certain areas and 
under certain conditions. At page 40 
of the Report it is stated that— 

“The Committee recommend to Parliament 
the adoption of a measure for empowering 
local authorities to facilitate enfranchisement 
in the manner already described.” 

What is the “ manner already described ” ? 
If you turn back to page 39, you will see 
the Committee say— 

“ We think the local authority might pro- 
perly be empowered to acquire by agreement, 
or, if necessary, by compuisory purchase, the 
reversionary interest in the property within 
the area in question, and to sell the reversion 
of the house to such occupiers and lease- 
holders, either for a price paid down at once, 
or payable in pedi sored over a period of 
years.” 

It is therefore true that the Com- 
mittee were in favour of applying the 
principle to limited areas. I should 
like to put before the House two 
views of leasehold enfranchisement. | 
believe there are no countries in Europe, 
except England and Turkey, where sucha 
thing as a long building lease is known. 
It is entirely peculiar to this country. 
We do not shine in the artistic merits of 
our buildings. On the contrary, many of 
our English towns compare most un- 
favourably with Continental cities. The 
reason is obvious. People will not spend 
money except on freehold. They spent 
as little as possible on leasehold. The 
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palaces of Genoa and Northern Italy 
were not built on building leases. The 
system of building leases has never per- 
mitted the erection of fine artistic 
buildings. Even in London the few 
artistic buildings we have are built by 


noblemen on their own estates. This re- | 
. 


striction on building enterprise affects the 
working classes, because if there are facili- 
ties forexpending money, and the man who 
expended it has some hope of its coming 
into the pocket either of himself or his 


descendants, instead of going to some | 
rich landlord, as is the case now, there | 
would be more work for the working | 


classes and for the better class of labour. 
Sir E. DURNING - LAWRENCE 
(Cornwall, Truro): I do not wish to 
interrupt the hon. Gentleman, but all the 
clubs in Pall Mall are built on leasehold. 


Mr. SEALE-HAYNE: I was referring | 


to private houses, but I think, if the clubs 
in Pall Mall were not built on leasehold, 
instead of being mere copies of other 
buildings, they would be far finer than 
they are now. The enfranchisement of 
long leases has been spoken of as an 
invasion of the rights of property. The 
laws of this country prevent the tying up 
of landed property or any sort of pro- 
perty beyond a certain length of time, but 
a landlord can create a lease for any time 


{COMMONS} 
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proper to do. The Bill itself would not 
| affect, apparently, a very large number of 
| persons. It was called a Bill to improve 
| the position of tenants in towns, but he 
| would prefer to call it a Bill for the mul- 
| tiplication of unsanitary areas in towns, 
for, as was well known, where there were 
a number of small freeholds in a town 
they were mostly insanitary areas, whereas 
‘in the case of a large private estate it 
was put under proper management, 
‘and a certain amount of money 
was spent in improving and man- 
aging it. The tenure of land in 
Ireland had always been different to that 
‘in England, but there was no evidence to 
'show that the tenure of house property 
differed in any way. Although the hon. 
Member who seconded the Bill made 
some observations upon terminable lease- 
holds, not a word appeared on that sub- 
ject in the Bill, which was a_ small 
middleman’s Bill. Such a Bill had been 
objected to by two of the greatest jurists 
| of Ireland, and he could not see that the 
| position of the working class would be 
|improved. He noticed that there was a 
| provision which excluded, under certain 
| conditions, the occupier, and it was a 
monstrous thing that a house a man was 
| living in could be taken away and given 
/toa middleman. If the position of the 
| working classes was to be improved by 


he pleases, and there we have, of course, | such a Bill there might be something to 
the evil of “the dead hand” with its | he said in its favour, but it did not appear 
grasp upon the land, and all sorts of | that that would be the case, and therefore 





covenants imposed upon tenants. I cor- | 
dially endorse all that has been said on | 
behalf of the Bill, and I intend to vote | 
for it. 

Mr. VICARY GIBBS (Hertfordshire, | 
St. Albans) said he knew nothing about ' 
Ireland at first hand, but looked upon this | 
question by the light of common sense, or, if 
he did not possess that qualification, then 
he fell back on the evidence of the Town 
Holdings Commission. The evidence of 
Irish witnesses, representing the Corpora- 
tions of Dublin and Waterford and other 
places, went to prove that a measure of 
this kind was not desirable in Ire- 
land. One of the hon. Gentlemen who 
spoke in the debate had expressed himself 
as being in favour of a multiplication of 
freeholds, but with that view he (Mr. 
Gibbs) could not agree. The Bill was 
one which it was very difficult to grasp 
the meaning of, and he had thought the 
hon. Member for the St. Patrick Division 
of Dublin would have thrown some light 





upon it, but this he had not thought 
Mr Seale-Hayne. 


he should vote against it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND said the 
Attorney General for Ireland had not 
yet spoken on the resolution, and there 
was very little time to go into the details, 
so he weuld only call attention to the 
fact that there was not a town in Ireland 
which had not passed resolutions calling 
upon Parliament to interfere to protect 
the leaseholders and prevent property 
which they had built being practically 
confiscated. They asked merely for the 
right to continue in the premises which 
they had built by their own industry, and 
this Bill was to enable the occupier who 
had rebuilt up his premises to continue 
to occupy them without having to pay 
an exorbitantly increased rental. It 
was not an Irish question only; it 
affected the people of England as well. 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
Huntingdon did not approve of the Bill, 
which was quite natural, because the hon. 
Gentleman was the owner of town pro- 
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perty, and therefore he opposed it just | Biblical history, the Civil Code, and 
as in the old days the owners of rural | sociology, and gave us his views on the 
properties opposed any legislation which | different military systems of Europe. He 
they felt would interfere with their rights | referred to many authorities, all of whom 
over their broad acres. This question of | he desired to press into service, from the 
tenure was not an Irish question merely, | patriarch Abraham, through Justinian 
it largely concerned Great Britain, where | and Mr. Gladstone, down to a gentleman 
in many cases leaseholds constituted a| who published a pamphlet the other day 
heavy tax on industry, and if this Bill | on leasehold enfranchisement. It is not 
was not passed now the time would cer- | my intention to follow him in his rambles 
tainly come when some legislation would | over these interesting fields. When you 
take place in order to remove that tax. | come to contrast those opinions with the 
The question the House had now to con- | Bill before the House, he seems to be in 
sider was the broad question of principle. | the position of a man who is riding a 
Ifa case had been made out for legislation | runaway horse, because the Bill has taken 
to protect the tenants in the towns of | him in every direction in which he does 
Ireland, then the House might vote the | not intend to go, and in no direction in 
Second Reading and leave the details for which he did intend to go. The Bill 
some future time. He hoped that the Bill would defeat the objects the hon. Mem- 
would be read a second time. ber seems to have in view, and it would 
teers ; ., effect other objects which he does not 
Mr. BROADHURST (Leicester) said gosire, Nor shall I follow the right hon. 
he was a supporter of leasehold enfran- | Gentleman the Member for Huntingdon 
chisement and always had been. Phe with respect to his representation of what 
Commission which was appointed in 1885 | was decided by the Committee on which 
for the purpose of considering the great he himself sat. Of course, it would 
problem of housing the people dealt with },. absurd to deny that. in every 
the question of leasehold enfranchise- portion of this kingdom interest is taken 
ment, and, whatever else might he said, in the question of leasehold enfranchise- 
their Reporton that subject wasconclusive. | ment, I donot think that hon. Members 
[he majority of the Commissioners were pave really understood what this Bill 
not men who were in the habit of advo- does, for it goes far behind any system of 
cating the plunder of landlords, or any  Jeasehold enfranchisement ever suggested, 
other class of the community. They 6, any system of compulsory purchase 
were told by the hon. Member for St. gyep suggested by any “responsible 
Albans that this Bill proposed to plunder ping ° : 


a org ; person, or ever recommended by any 
the landlords, that it proposed confisca- Committee that ever sat. I can perfectly 
tion, and that it was breaking contracts. 


¢ ‘ . well understand that there should be 
Why, the Tory Government had done controversy and difference of opinion as to 
nothing in the last five years but. break | which of the prevailing systems is best in 
contracts. It had been the hasis of their regard to building leases. There is, first, 
legislation. If so great a party as the the principle that obtains in many parts : 
Conservative party legislated in that | when a man desires to build a house in a 
direction, how could they find fault with | town he acquires ground to build upon, 
such a person as himself if he attempted | and becomes the freehold tenant. ‘There 
to follow so great an authority ? He was js the other system that prevails in Scot- 
quite willing to follow those great states- Jand. where a man gets a perpetual rent. 
men on matters of this kind. On these | The systems differ in different lovalitine. 
grounds he was glad to have the opportu- ‘Some localities are in favour of one 
nity of voting for the Second Reading of | system and some of another. Some of 
the Bill. ‘the most successful towns, such as Bir- 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror | mingham, have been reared into their 
IRELAND (Mr. AtKINSoN, London-| present position by adopting the leasehold 
derry, N.): I do not propose either to system, while others have adopted the 
follow the hon. Gentleman who moved | system of freehold tenure or perpetual 
the Second Reading of this Bill or the rents. What the Committee report is 
hon. Member who seconded it, into the | that there is no superiority of one system 
many topics with which they dealt. The | over another. It is very much a ques- 
hon. Gentleman who seconded the motion | tion of the custom the people are used to. 
not only “surveyed mankind from China | It cannot be fairly said that the freehold 
to Peru,” but dealt with physiology, system rather than the leasehold system 
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permits public improvements or secures for 
the inhabitants of towns better dwellings. 
But, however that may be, that is not 
really the object of this Bill at all. The 
real object of this Bill is to enable every 
occupier who carries on any business in 
any premises, even if he only be a tenant 
from year to year, if he only got in yes- 
terday and only sells beef, or beer, or 
tobacco for a week, to come immediately, 
without the sanction of any authority, 
without the approval of Parliament, and 
without any investigation whatever, 
against the will of any person above him, 
and compulsorily buy up the property. 
There never was such a system ever sug- 
gested. I do not know what inherent 
virtue there is in a man who gets into 
business that he should have the power 
conferred upon him to compulsorily 
acquire the premises he occupies. It is 
better than the powers enjoyed in con- 
nection with the public service, sanitary 
reform, or the great schemes for public 
improvement. All persons, corporations, 
and companies actuated by such desires 
have to go to Parliament to ask permis- 
sion to put in force compulsory purchase. 
Not so the occupier in my hon. friend’s 
Bill. The moment he gets into occupation 
and spends five shillings in repairs, he, with- 
out anybody’s authority, can immediately 
acquire the property of everybody above 


him. The hon. Member recommended 
the Bill to a certain extent on the 
ground that it would give a boon 
to the working classes. I wish 
to strip it of that pretence; it 
is a false pretence. The suggestion 


that it is really of any benefit to 
the working classes is quite absurd. 
Working men as a rule do not carry on 
business in their premises at all. They 
do not take leases of their dwellings, they 
do not purchase their dwellings, they do 
not effect improvements on __ their 
dwellings, and they are outside this Bill 
altogether. As a rule the ordinary 
artisans in great towns are merely tem- 
porary tenants. They are here to-day 
and gone to-morrow, following, wisely in 
many instances, the labour market. I 
quite admit that sometimes they are 
permanent, but in many cases they are 
not. <A Bill which was passed in 1896 
is of use of them. It provides that where 
they desire to acquire an interest in their 
holdings they can get the local authority 
to lend them money to do so up to the 
sum of £400. There is no provision 
of that character in this Bill. All mere 


Mr. Atkinson. 
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occupiers who do not carry on any busi- 
ness and do not make improvements or 
acquire any interest in the premises are 
' excluded from this Bill. If this Bill were 
| passed into law any tenant who carried on 
business even for a week could get a 
compulsory purchase of the premises, 
though he might only be a yearly tenant. 
I cannot conceive of any man who did 
not wish to be deprived of his property 
altogether letting his property to anyone, 
There never was any Act passed, so far as 
I have heard or read, that conferred com- 
pulsory powers of such a character on any 
individual class of the people, with a result 
which would really benefit no one except 
possibly here and there an individual who 
wished to acquire the property in which 
he carried on his business. What is 
there to justify such an invasion of the 
rights of property ! If you take away all 
the advantage a man seeks or hopes to 
secure in buying, improving, or building 
property, I do not know what class of the 
community you benefit. You would have 
no great improvement schemes. Nobody 
would be interested in making them if 
the return you look forward to is so pre- 
carious, and, with legislation of this char- 
acter, might be filched from you any day. 
That is not the way to promote improve- 
ments on the outlay of capital for secur- 
ing better dwellings for any class of the 
community. I have listened with great 
attention to the mover and seconder of 
the Bill, and I have endeavoured to dis- 
cover what is the justification for the 
measure. What justification is there for 
taking arbitrarily, against a man’s will, 
property which he owns, and which he 
has let under a particular contract toa 
particular individual? I confess that no 
justification, in my mind, has been put 
forward at all. The hon. Member who 
introduced the Bill said that lease- 
hold enfranchisement was the cause 
of the decay of the Irish towns. 
Why, there never was a _ more 
preposterous reason ever put forward. 
The decay of the Irish towns is simply 
due to these two facts: First of all, that 
there is no manufacturing in Ireland ; 
and, secondly, that the small towns have 
been connected by railways with the 
great centres. The small towns were 
never anything but places of distribu- 
‘tion ; they were never centres of manu- 
'factures. The hon. Member gave us no 
reason why a system of compulsory ex- 
| propriation should be established which 
‘exists in no other case and in no other 
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nation. He said it would be inconvenient 
for traders occasionally not to be able to 
acquire a freehold interest in the premises 
in which they carry on their trade. It 
must be remembered that some of the 
most successful towns in this country 
have grown to what they are under the 
leasehold system. Birmingham is entirely 
under the leasehold system. Outside the 
boundary of Dublin a town has grown 
up under these conditions, and, as has 
heen well pointed out by my hon. and 
learned friend the Member for the St. 
Stephen’s Green Division, so far from 
the acquisition of the landlords’ interest 
heing facilitated by private individuals, 
at different points it would retard 
it. There is, I submit to the Honse, 


nothing more likely to retard any 
general scheme of improvement than 


to allow opposing interests to grow up 
here and there. However one might feel 
disposed to look with favour on any well- 
considered legislation which would secure 
tenants’ Compensation for improvements 
they might have effected in towns, on the 
part of the Government I must give my 
strenuous opposition to the adoption of 
any system of general confiscation 
whereby a man who comes into occupa- 
tion but yesterday can come in and 
acquire compulsorily the interest in a 
particular holding of all above him. So 
far as to the principle, and so far as to the 
absence of any justification of its adop- 
tion; but what shall we say of the 
machinery 7 [¢ is said that in the event 
of the parties being unable to agree, it is 
to be referred to the Land Commissioners, 
not to decide whether compulsory powers 
shall be put into force or not, as Parliament 
decides what shall be done in the case of 
bodies both in England and Ireland seek- 
ing compulsory powers. No, no; the 
person to give the compulsory powers is 
the occupier himself. The function of the 
Land Commissioners is merely to decide 
on the amount of compensation to be 
given, One of the peculiarities of the 
Bill is this, that while there may be 
questions between the parties both as to 
the title and as to the amount of com- 
pensation, the question that is to 
referred to the Land Commissioners 
IS the amount of compensation, and 
questions of title are reseryed to the 
jury. The hon. Gentleman who claims 
to be the father of this Bill is a legislative 
discov erer in that respect. It is the first 
occasion on which Lever saw it suggested 
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that the legal tribunal should determine 
on the amount of money to be paid, 
while the complicated question of title is 
to be determined by jurors. The Land 
Commission, I believe, has many virtues, 
but at all events it was created for a 
purpose —to decide disputes between 
landlord and tenant of agricultural land. 
It is to be presumed that the Commis- 
sioners are qualified for that purpose, and 
that they have chosen a statl qualified for 
the duties thrown upon them, but I be 

lieve it is said that it does not give satis- 
faction to either side. Then, at the pre- 
sent moment, it is unable to overtake its 
work. It is largely in arrear. Hardly a 
day passes that the hon. Member for 
Kast Kerry, I think, does not put to 
me aseries of questions as to the amount 
of arrears of work in different portions of 
Ireland, and when there is some faint pros- 
pect that the anxious tenants will have 
their rents fixed. Ido not think, if Ireland 
were ransacked, enough Commissioners 
could be secured qualified to decide be- 
tween landlord and tenant in the rural 
districts, and qualified as well to deal with 
all those reversionary interests of houses 
oceupied in any part. At all events, they 
have no staff. The men have not been 
appointed for that purpose, and they 
would deal quite as unsatisfactorily with 
the questions submitted to them as the 
jury the hon, Gentleman has in con- 
templation would deal with the ques- 
tions of title that may arise in connec- 
tion with any of the properties to be 
acquired. The definition in the Bill of a 
holding is wide enough to embrace 
almost everything, while the definition 
of a lessee includes an ordinary tenant 
from year to year. I do not think it has 
been contemplated that large tracts of 
land in Ireland and considerable portions 

in the towns are owned by corporations, 

churches, and charities of different de- 

scriptions. The definition of * holding ” is 

so wide that, under the Bill, the Corpora- 

tion of Dublin would, if the lessees or 

occupiers so desired it, be found landless 

ina week. The hon. Member for Water- 

ford would find the most useful hospital 

that exists there deprived of its principal 

means of carrying on the functions it 

discharges. Theseare not landowners in the 

ordinary acceptation of the term. As the pro- 

perty of these different corporations could 

be acquired on the payment of a certain 

amount of money, the sum obtained would 

not be productive of anything like the 
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income derived at present. I have only one 
word to say in conclusion in regard to 
this. The object can best be seen with 
reference to value. The provision with 
reference to value was correctly deseribed 
as confiscation of the landlord’s property. 
The clause upon that matter provides 
nothing at all for consequential injury 
that might be done to the remaining 
portion of the property in the hands of 
the landlord. Anyone acquainted with 
the conditions under which compensation 
for consequential injury is given for lands 
taken by railways and other great public 
bodies knows that the amount of com- 
pensation given to the owners with respect 
to the property remaining in their hands 
exceeds in amount the compensation 
given for the property actually taken. 
Cemmon justice requires that it should 
It may be that there are two or 
three houses together, and a house on one 
side is taken. ‘There may be vast injury 
done to those not taken, exceeding in 
amount the value of the premises actually 
taken. There is no provision for any 
such compensation in this Bill. On the 
contrary, compensation is limited to the 
value of the thing actually taken, and 
it leaves out of account altogether the 
injury that may be done to the pro- 
perty remaining in the landlord’s pos- 
session. On the general principle 
that this is an endeavour to put the 
principle of compulsory purchase to an 
unjust and inequitable use, that no con- 
siderations have been brought forward to 
justify a Bill of this character, that if 
carried it would not do anything in the 
way of solving the great problems in con- 
nection with the housing of the working 
classes, but would act in a contrary direc- 
tion, that it would defeat the objects the 
hon. Gentleman has in view, and that it 
goes beyond any project ever put forward 
for the enfranchisement of leaseholders, I 
oppose the Second Reading of the Bill. 
*SERJEANT HEMPHILL (Tyrone, N.): 
I observe that the Government, of which 
my right hon. and learned friend is a 
distinguished ornament, is always very 
ready to hold out promises to every class 
of the community, but when any attempt 
is made to realise the hopes so held out 
some excuse or other is found for starting 
objections. It has become the fashion 
lately in dealing with Private Members’ 
Bills to disregard very much the 
principle which underlies a Bill, and 
to criticise very minutely and very 
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astutely the phraseology of the 
different sections. That is the course 


pursued on the present oceasion. | 
understand that thisisa Bill for leasehold 
enfranchisement in towns. If there is 
any question in which the public, not 
merely in Ireland but in England, are 
interested it is the question ot leasehold 
enfranchisement. I understand how hon. 
and right hon. Gentlemen sitting on that 
side of the House have a holy horror of 
the very name of leasehold enfranchise 
ment, because it is a class of measure that 
strikes more or less at the root of property 
and the monopoly which has been for so 
many centuries held in land and honses by 
the propertied classes. — But the time has 
come for emancipating the public gener- 
ally from that monopoly. That is the 
principle underlying this Bill, and it is 
the issue which, whenever the time 
arrives, will be put before the country, 
not only as affecting Ireland, but as 
affecting England and Scotland. What I 
particularly deprecate on the part of the 
right hon, Gentleman is that he does not 
manfully grapple with this principle, and, 
as representing that side ot the House, 
say that they will not consent to have 
anything in the shape of a leasehold en- 
franchisement measure. ‘What are the 
evils this Bill is really intended to meet } 
In Dublin, Cork, Queenstown, and Tip- 
perary, and other towns throughout Ire- 
land, there are leases originally perhaps 
for 99 years or perhaps 999 years. 
These leases are let and sub-let, and 
in many cases there are three or four 


intermediate tenants between the head 
landlord and the occupying tenant. The 


consequence is that there is no one really 
interested in improving the property, and 
if the occupying tenant towards the close 
of the lease is foolish enough, for the 
sake of his business or otherwise, to 
enhance the value of the property when 
the lease expires he loses the entire bene- 
fit of it. It is against that mischief 
that this Bill is levelled, and accordingly 
we find in the twenty-fifth section “ that 
no one shall take advantage of the pro- 
visions of this Bill unless the unexpired 
term shall in all not exceed the period o 
fifteen years.” It will only apply towards 
the expiration of those long leases. I 
was pleased to hear from my right hon. 
and learned friend one observation which 
leads me to hope that perhaps if this Bill is 
not carried—lI do trust, nevertheless, that it 
| will go to a division in order that we mar 
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Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
| to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
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As amended, considered; read the | 


third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE. 
Third Report brought up, and read ; 
to tie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
LEE CONSERVANCY BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
UNIVERSAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY BILL [Lords]. 
Reported, with Amendments ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


Report 


LONDON AND SOUTH-WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL. 


DAVID’S RAILWAY (ADDITIONAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND 
HAMPSTEAD RAILWAY BILL. 
HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 


ST. 





to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


SURY (Mr. A.J. BALFouR, Manchester, E.) 
said: I think the House will expect that 
I should give notice in the interest of our 
holidays that it will be desirable to 
suspend the Twelve o'clock Rule to 
morrow from the second Order of the Day. 
The first Order is the Railway Accidents 
Bill, and the second the appointment of 
the Municipal Trading Committee. I have 
no reason to believe that the Railway 
Accidents Bill will last any length of 
time, but it may. At the same time | 
have no command over the proceedings, 
and if we were not successful in getting 
to the second Order of the Day it would 
have to be taken on Tuesday, which 
would be most inconvenient to every- 
body. On Friday the motion for the 
adjournment for the holidays will be the 
first Order The Third Reading of the 
Finance Bill will be taken as the second 
Order on Friday. 
Adjourned at a quarter before 
Six of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER 
BILL [H.1. ]. 
: Thursday, 5th April, 1900. | NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [4.1]. 
[3 Read 3¢; Amendments made; Bills 
it) passed, and sent to the Commons. 
t PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
L. ene PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT 
WATER BILL [H.1.}. 
y THE Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
is the House that the Clerk of the Parlia-; © COAST RATLWAY BILL [H.L.}. 
ments had laid upon the Table the Certi-, NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHATARN 
uy ficates from the Examiners that the 2 rggg wiatatedeninain priggpbiniee ey 
further Standing Orders applicable to CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST 
dl a RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
the following Bills have been complied) oo * hn oes ee ta at 
A with- GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
N ; ; RAILWAY BILL [H.1.]. 
Ossett Corporation Gas. Read 3¢, and passed, and senv to the 
Wetherby District Water. Pmeenian 
Wakefield Corporation Market. : ; 





_ . " i e a Ae > 2 
[The same were ordered to lie on the COLONIAL BANK BILI 





é Table. Read 3, and passed. 
th) RE 7 
F LONDON AND SAN FRANCISCO BANK. BRIGHTON CORPORATION BILL. 
Petition of the London and San Fran- MARKET WEIGHTON DRAINAGE AND 
® eiseo Bank, Limited, under the common NAVIGATION BILL. 
uz ~~ Seal, praying for leave to introduce a Bill Brought from the Commons ; read 1“; 
° FE to reduce the capital and extend the and referred to the Examiners. 
s-- [fF powers of the London and San Francisco 
ind FF Bank, Limited, and for other purposes ; NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 
\ together with a copy of the proposed Bill [H.L. } 
annexed thereto; read, and referred to NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
rts * the Examiners. VESSELS) BILL [H.1.]. 
d. MUYURLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.}. 
: RUGELEY GAS BILL. PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H.L.}. 
Reported with Amendments. GREAT cee oes ES TRAMWAYS 
ZA- [F GLYNCORRWG URBAN pisTRict | ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
by | COUNCIL GAS) BILL (1.1.}. PN sk pe 
min iaovenn waren awp cas [occ nee couse canteen Coors 
our shia “BILL_ (Ht. at tree RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
es , - CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [H.1.}. 
ce Keported with Amendments. Report from the Committee of Selec- 
bear: ces : noun tion, That the following Lords be pro- 
ais SUNDERLAND CORPORATION BILL posed to the House to form the Select 
t of asia Committee for the consideration of the 


Report from the Select Committee, | said Bills, namely : 


sk That the promoters do not intend to E. Jersey (chairman), 

i; proceed further with the Bill : Ordered © Vitioceash 
he that the Bill be not further proceeded a hii 
ie I ith I L. Lawrence, 
ngs, with, L. Northbourne, 
-, GRANTHAM GAS BILL. i rn 
vuld . pacts: tan agreed to ; and the said Lords appointed 
nich REDHILL GAS BILL. accordingly : The Committee to meet on 
a B Read 2¢, and committed. Wednesday the 2nd of May next, at 
the Eleven o'clock ; and all petitions referred 
the HAMILTON BURGH BILL. to the Committee, with leave to the 
the Read 2¢, and committed ; the Com- petitioners praying to be heard by counsel 
‘ond F nittee to be proposed by the Committee against the Bills to be heard as desired, 

of Seleetion. as also counsel for the Bills. 

efore VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH Serms.] 3C 


lock. 
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PRIVATE AND PROVISIONAL ORDERS 
CONFIRMATION BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders Nos. 
92 and 93 he suspended; and that the 
time for depositing petitions praying to 
be heard against Private and Provisional 
Order Confirmation Bills which would 
otherwise expire during the adjournment 
of the House at Easter, be extended to 
the first day on which the House shall 
sit after the recess. 


Business of 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


POLICE (SCOTLAND). 
Forty-second Annual Report of Her 
Majesty’s Inspector of Constabulary for 
Scotland, for the year ended 31st 
December 1899. 


AUSTRALIA. 
Papers relating to the Federation of the 
Australian Colonies. 


JAMAICA. 

Further Correspondence relating to the 
Finances and Government of the Island of 
Jamaica (in continuation of [c. 9412] and 
[c. 9413] July 1899). 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2394. United States (Charlestown 
and District). 
No. 2395, Chile (Coquimbo). 


JUDICIAL STATISTICS (ENGLAND 
AND WALES). 

Part I. Criminal Statistics: Statistics 
relating to criminal proceedings, police, 
coroners, prisons, reformatory and indus- 
trial schools, and criminal lunatics, for 
the year 1898. 

Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


UNIVERSITIES (SCOTLAND) ACT, 1889. 
Abstract of Account: for the University 
of St. Andrews for the year ended 30th 
september, 1899, being the annual report 
on the state of the finances of the Uni- 
versity under the provisions of the Act. 


TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 

Minutes of Committee of Ceuncil on 
Education, sanctioning the subjects to be 
taught under Clause 8 of the Act for 

1. County — of 
minute). 

2. District of Beckenham. 


Suckingham = (&th 


{LORDS} 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE 
ACT (IRELAND) (RULES). 

Order in Council, dated 30th March, 
1900, giving effect to a rule of court. 


Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


PETITION. 


EDUCATION (REVISED CODE, 1900). 

Petition for amendment of, of the 
London School Board ; read, and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


NENW BILL. 


BRITISH MUSEUM BIEL [u.1.]. 

A Bill to authorise the trustees of the 
British Museum to deposit copies of local 
newspapers with local authorities, and to 
dispose of valueless printed matter —Was 
presented by the Viscount Peel; read 
1“; to be printed; and to be read 2” on 
the second day after the Easter Recess. 
(No. 48.) 


ANCIENT MONUMENTS 


BILL. 
Bronght from the Commons : 
and to be printed. (No. 49.) 


PROTECTION 


read |": 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSK—THE 
EASTER RECESS. 

THe Eart or KIMBERLEY : Seeing 
the noble Marquess the Prime Minister in 
his place, I should like to ask him if he 
can tell us when, and for how long, the 
House will adjourn for the Easter 
Recess. 


THE PRIME MINISTER anp SECRE- 
TARY oF STATE ror FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS (The Marquess of SALISBURY): 
Tam informed that the business of the 
House of Commons will not allow of our 
adjourning till Monday. We then pro: 
pose to adjourn for three weeks. 


House adjourned at twenty-five 
minutes before Five of the 
clock, till To-morrow, a 
quarter past Four of the 
clock. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, 5th April, 1900. 
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PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 
PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 62 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. Speaker laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 
First Reading thereof, Standing Order 
No. 62 has been complied with, namely 


Metropolitan District Railway Bill. 


Ordered, That 3311 he 
second time. 


the read a 


PRIVATE BILLS (STANDING ORDER 63 
COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That in the 
case of the following Bill, referred on the 


First Reading thereof, Standing Order 


No. 63 has been complied with, namely— 
City of London Electric Lighting Bill. 
Bill be 


Ordered, That the read a 


second time. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING 
ORDERS NOT PREV LOUSLY INQUIRED 
INTO COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
case of the following Bill, originating in 
Lords, and reterred on the First 
Reading thereof, the Standing Orders not 
previously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, namely— 


Church’s Patent Bill [ Lords}. 
Ordered, That the Bill Se read a second 


time. 


YARMOUTH PORT 
HAVEN BILL. 
Queen’s Consent signified; read the 
third time, and passed. 


GREAT AND 
READING CORPORATION (TRAMWAYS) 
BILL. 


SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 
Read the third time, and passed. 
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CENTRAL LONDON RAILWAY BILL. 

Ordered, That in the case of the Central 
London Railway Bill Standing Orders 
204 and 235 be suspended, and that the 
Bill be now read a second time.—(J/r. 
Yaldwell.) 


sill accordingly read a second time 
and committed. 


PORTLAND URBAN DISTRICT GAS 
BILL. 
‘To empower the Urban District 


Council of Portland to supply gas, and 
to provide for the transfer of the under- 
taking of the Portland Gas Light and 
Coke and Coal Company, Limited, to the 
Council, and to make further provision in 
regard to the finance of the said district ; 
and for other purposes,” read the first 
time; to be read a second time. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION ~ BILL AND 
CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
CLL BILL. 

Resolution of the House of the 19th 
day of March, relative to the Dublin 
Corporation Bill and the Clontarf Urban 
District Council Bill, which was ordered 
to be commuiicated to the Lords, and 
the Message from the Lords of the 23rd 
day of March signifying their concurrence 
in the said Resolution, read. 

Ordered, That the Dublin Corporation 
Bill and the Clontarf Urban District 
Council Bill be committed to a Select 
Committee of four Members nominated by 
the Committee of Selection to be joined 
with a Committee of four Lords. 

Ordered, That all Petitions in favour 
of or against the Bills, presented five 
clear days before the meeting of the 
Committee, be referred to the Committee ; 
that the Petitioners praying to be heard 
by themselves, their Counsel, or Agents, 
be heard in favour of or against the Bills, 
and Counsel heard in support of the Bills. 

Ordered, That a message be sent to the 
Lords to acquaint their Lordships that 
the Dublin Corporation Bill and the 
Clontarf Urban District Council Bill 
have been committed to four Members 
of this House, to be joined with a Com- 
mittee of four Lords, pursuant to the 
Resolution of the House of the 19th day 
of March, and to the Message from the 
Lords of the 23rd day of March signify- 
ing their concurrence  thereto.—(7he 
Chairman of Ways and Means.) 

3C 2 
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RAILWAYS (IRELAND) AMALGAMA- 
TION (BY ORDER). 

Lords’ Message [30th March], “That 
it is desirable that the Great Southern 
and Western and Waterford and Central 
Ireland Railway Companies Amalgamation 
Bill [Lords], the Great Southern and 
Western and Waterford, Limerick, and 
Western Railway Companies Amalgama- 
tion Bill [Lords], and the Midland Great 
Western Railway of Ireland Bill [Lords], 
be referred to a Joint Committee of both 
Houses of Parliament,” considered. 


*THeE CHAIRMAN or WAYS And 
MEANS (Mr. J. W. LowruHer, Cumber- 
land, Penrith): The motion which stands 
in my name is only the corollary 
of the one passed by the House about a 
fortnight ago,* when it accepted the pro- 
posal to refer these Bills to a Joint 
Committee. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That this House doth agree with the 
Lords in the said Resolution.”-—(7he 
Chairman of J] Uys and Meuns). 


Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): I rise to 
oppose this motion, and in doing so I 
wish to explain that I do not do soin any 
spirit of enmity to the companies pro- 
moting the Bills. But it will be remem- 
bered that a similar Bill was rejected last 
year, although for anything I know to 
the contrary the proposals may be for 
the good of the districts served by the 
railways concerned; my objection does 
not touch the question at all. There is 
avery strong movement on foot in Ire- 
land to obtain from the Lord Lieutenant 
a Viceregal Commission to inquire into 
the working of the railways and canals 
in Ireland, in furtherance of which a 
deputation representing Members on 
both sides of the House, as fvell as a 
number of municipal and other corpora- 
tions, waited upon the Vice-President 


of the Department of Agriculture 
for Ireland to express the unanimous 


opinion that it was desirable such an 
inquiry should be made. I do not speak 
so much from personal experience, but 
there can be no doubt that great dissatis- 
faction exists with the working of the 
railways and canals as regards rates and 
fares and the treatment of perishable 
It seems to me that if this large 
with the 
South of 


goods. 
scheme in the Bills—dealing 
whole railway system of the 


{COMMONS} 
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Business. 


Ireland—is disposed of, it might be used 
as anargument against the views of those 
who are anxious for the Viceregal Com- 
mission which there is at present every 
reason to expect will be appointed. There- 
fore I hope the Government will not 
press the matter. As the Bills have been 
put off before, I think they may be post- 
poned for another year without any great 
inconvenience. In the meantime we 
may get a thorough inquiry into the 
whole railway question, which will enable 
a Bill to be framed, perhaps, which would 
be beneficial to all parties. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny); 
I also rise to oppose the motion, in the 
hope cf inducing the Chairman of Ways 
and Means to allow the matter to stand 
over for a length of time. It is not often 
I find myself in cordial agreement with 
the hon. Member opposite, but I do hold 
with him that if this motion were deferred 
it would be better for all parties con- 
cerned. Many public bodies in Ireland 
have appealed to the Lord Lieutenant to 
appoint a Commission *o inquire into 
the railway system of Ireland, and, in 
my opinion, to rush this matter 
through now would be to prejudge the 
case before his Excellency has decided 
whether he will appoint a Commission or 
not. ‘There are reasons no doubt which 
prevent his Excellency attending to the 
matter at once, but I am sure when he 
knows the feeling behind this request for 
an inquiry he will grant one. These Bills 
have been twice rejected by Parliament, 
‘and it is for the House of Commons to 
say whether its judgment is to be ques- 
tioned in this way—whether its opinion 
is to be put on one side and got round, so 
to speak, as now proposed. If the House 
of Commons, having twice spent much 
time on these Bills, has pronounced 
against them, certainly the Chairman 


of Ways and Means ought not to 
be in any hurry to rush them 


through before any inquiry has been 
held. One of the principal duties of the 
Board of Agriculture for Ireland was to 
inquire into the best way of increasing 
the produce of the country, and of ‘facili- 
| tating its carriage to the best markets. 
The Board, through its Vice-President 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member for 
South Dublin, is therefore a party to the 
proposal for a Viceregal Commission. It 
is entitled to have the advantage of such 
‘an inquiry as is proposed before com- 
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mencing its new duties in earnest under 
the new Act. The railway companies can 
very well afford to wait another yea 
One excuse put forward last year for 
urgency by the Waterford and Limerick 
Company was that they were in a tight 
corner, as their system was not paying 
very well. They came like Lazarus to 
the door begging to be relieved, but we 
know now their line is paying pretty well, 
and that if it were properly managed it 
would do still better. As for the Great 
Southern and Western Railway, their 
only need for hurry is that they are 
getting a good bargain. I maintain that 
from past experience of railways it is 
dangerous to hand over more than one- 
half of Ireland to one company. We 
know that despite opposition certain rail- 
ways were recently allowed to amalga- 
mate in the South of England, and as a 
result the public have greater cause of 
complaint against them than ever. I 
know it has been asserted that certain 
guarantees will be given as to rates, but 
it has been proved to have been all hum- 
img. The whole Irish railway system 
is a perfect disgrace, and I] am 
free to say that one of the chief 
causes Of Ireland’s misfortunes is her 
treatment by the railway companies. 
These companies seem to look upon the 
public merely as goods and chattels out 
of which a dividend is to be made, and 
they apparently do not care what becomes 
of the industries of the people. I appeal 
to the Chairman of Ways and Means to 
allow this matter to stand over until we 
have heard from his Excellency whether 
or not he will appoint the Commission 
that has been asked for. 


*Sir JOHN COLOMB 
mouth) : I desire to join in the appeal for 
an adjournment on the grounds which 
have already been stated. ‘In view of the 
fact that so large an area is concerned in 
this amalgamation, and remembering the 
cag ably strong representations which 
have been made to the Lord Lieutenant 
in favour of an inquiry into the general 


| administration of the Irish railways, I 


think the demand for an adjournment till 
after Easter is a reasonable one. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: Perhaps I 
had better explain briefly the circum- 
stances under which these Bills have 
arrived at this stage. At the beginning 
of the session the hon. Member ior Water- 











{5 Aprin 1900} 


(Great Yar- | 


Business 


ford informed me that he was very anxious 
that they should originate in this House, 
but after consultation the Lords Chairman 
and myself came to the conclusion that, 
the Bills having originated in this House 
last session, it was only fair to the promo- 
ters that they should take their chance in 
the other House. But I went this far; | 
said that although I was unable to agree 
that the promoters of these Bills should 
originate them in this House, I would 
suggest that the Bills should be sent to a 
Joint Committee, so as to save expense to 
both promoters and opposers, and to pre- 
vent a recurrence of circumstances which 
I think were universally regretted, which 
took place at the end of last session, cir- 
cumstances which led to the very rapid 
conclusion of the Committee which sat 
after a very prolonged inquiry, with a re- 
sult which gave very little satisfaction to 
the Members of the House generally. 


Mr. MOLLOY (King’s Co., 


gave immense satisfaction. 


Birr): It 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : That certainly 
was not the view which was put forward 
in the House at the time, though it might 
have given immense satisfaction to the 
hon. Member and some of his friends. 
Therefore, in order to meet the views of 
the hon. Member for Waterford, 
Lord Morley and myself came to 
an agreement that the matter 
should be referred to a Joint Com- 
mittee. I would like to point out to the 
Member for East Belfast that even if he 


‘is successful in opposing this motion he 


will not stop the progress of the Bills, 
because they are in the other House. 
They will go forward in the other House 
directly after Easter in the ordinary way. 
There will be no doubt a prolonged 
inquiry in the other House, and if passed 
there they will come down to this House 
and there will be another prolonged 
inquiry. Therefore the views of the hon. 
Member will not be met by rejecting the 
proposal which I now make. 


Mr. WOLFF: Surely before that is 
all done we shall know whether or not 
there will be a Viceregal Commission. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I will deal 
with that presently. Obviously the 
arrangement which was entered into 


would be broken, and the Bill would 
have to proceed in the other House in the 
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ordinary way, and the expenses which I 
was anxious to save the Irish parties, 
either promoting or opposing, would be 
duplicated, and the whole beneficial 
effects I was anxious to introduce with 
regard to these Bills would be absolutely 
thrown away. Then it is suggested that 
the matter should be postponed until the 
Viceregal Commission has been appointed. 
Can the hon. Member say it is to be 
appointed ? 


Mr. WOLFF: We think so. 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The infor- 


mation which I have received is, I will 
not say in a contrary direction, but it is 
that it is extremely doubtful whether any 
such Commission will be appointed at all. 
I am told that no decision has been 
arrived at. My hon. friend admits that. 

There has not been 


Mr. 


time. 


WOLFF : 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: My _ hon. 
friend wishes not only to reject this 
motion, but also to postpone the con- 
sideration of these matters until the 
Government have come to a decision 


with regard to the Commission. Then the | 


Commission will have to sit. As the hon. 
Member himself has said, this is a matter 
of very considerable and far-reaching 
importance, and it can hardly be expected 
that in a month or two months a de- 
cision will he arrived at. Therefore, 
the result of the hon. Member's ac- 
tion would be to stop the progress of the 
Bill altogether for this session. I do not 
think that would be fair to the promoters 
of the Bill. This is the second session in 
which the promoters have brought these 
Bills forward, and, in my view, they are 
entitled to receive the judgment of 
Parliament upon them. I will go further. 


I understand my hon. friend says that a, 


Viceregal Commission is required for the 
purpose of considering generally the ques- 
tion of rates and fares and delays. There 
is nothing, if the Bills are to go through, 
which would prevent such a Commission 
inquiring into these matters, but they 
would have to be settled by a public 
Act. 


Mr. WOLFF: Yes, I said so. 
*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: The House 


would have to pronounce its decision 


through a public Act. 
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Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: It has full 
power to deal with monopolies such as 
these. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: That is not 
the question for the Viceregal Com- 
mission. 


Mr. MOLLOY : It is one of the points 
it would be asked to consider, and we 
fear the passing of these Bills would take 
that matter out of their purview. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: You do not 
know that a Viceregal Commission will 
be appointed. 

Mr. MOLLOY: We have asked for 


one, 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: [ am afraid 
that hon. Members from Ireland ask 
for a good many things which they do not 
always get, and it seems to me an extra- 
ordinary thing to say that the promoters 
of these Bills are not to have a hearing in 
Parliament because at some future time 
unknown some Viceregal Commission may 
possibly be appointed to inquire into 
some of the matters which are contained 
in these Bills. I hope the House will not 
fall in with the view of the hon. Member 
for East Belfast. I would not say that it 
would be a breach of faith to do so, but, 
certainly, as far as I am concerned, it 
would operate very materially against my 
ever attempting in the future to enter 
into an arrangement, as I did on this 
occasion, the object of which is to save 
expense to the Irish litigants who are 
concerned, and to meet the views which 
were represented to me by the hon. 
Member for Waterford. Under 
circumstances, I hope that the House will 
agree to this proposal, more especially as 
by rejecting the proposal which I have 
made it will not prevent the further 
progress of this Bil) in another place. 


Mr. POWER (Waterford, E.): I think 
the right hon. Gentleman’s remarks are 
unfair to the Lord Lieutenant. He says 
we do not know if a Viceregal Commis 


sion will be appointed, but seeing that | 


opinion in Ireland in all directions is in 
favour of the appointment of the Com- 
mission, I do not believe the Lord Lieu- 
tenant wil! be so indifferent to that 
opinion as to refuse it. A great deal of 
money was spent on the investigation ol 


these | 


' 














1245 


these 
been 

cerne 
any 
then 

result 
year 

mitte 
with 

guard 
that t 
the so 
major 
Bill pi 
Weste 
every 
last y 
is cre 
experi 
theref: 
gainec 
matte! 


Mr. 
I wou 
culssiol 
remar 
of Cor 
man hb 
not to 
pointe 
when | 
ever W 
—a ( 
Memb 
but al 
and al 
waited 
Irish J 
dent g 
encour 
sion w 
the wl 
land. 
Chairn 
that P 
ment 
missior 
*MR. 
ho rea 
grante 

Mr. 
right — 
recolle 
that. 
contral 


*Mr. 
been i 





244 
‘ull 


as 


ym- 


nts 
we 


ke 


Lot 


‘ill 


for 


uid 
isk 
10t 
ra- 
CT's 
in 
ne 
ito 


ed 
10t 


Lys 











Private Bill 


these Bills last year, a certain decision has 
heen come to, and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I do not see that there has been 


1245 


any change in the circumstances since 
then which ought to lead to another 


result. Not only did the Committee last 
year throw out the Bills, but the Com- 
mittee which sat in the previous year 
with reference to the Rosslare and Fish- 
guard line went out of its way to declare 
that the monopoly would be injurious to 
the south of Ireland, and insisted that the 
majority of the directors of that line, if the 
Bill passed, should be directors of the Great 
Western of England. It is notorious that 
every Irish Member upon the Committee 
last year voted against it. If a monopoly 
is created there will be no power, as 
experience has proved, to break it, and I 
therefore say that everything is to be 
gained and nothing lost by delay in this 
matter. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, E.): 
I would not have intervened in the dis- 
cussion had it not been for the rather 
remarkable statement of the Chairman 
of Committees. The right hon. Gentle- 
man has practically told us that we are 
not to have a Viceregal Commission ap- 
pointed. Only the other day, however, 
when the most influential deputation that 
ever waited upona Minister from Ireland, 
—a deputation representing not only 
Members on both sides of this House, 
but also the principal municipal bodies 
and almost every interest in [reland— 
waited upon the Vice-President of the 
lrish Agricultural Board, the Vice-Presi- 
dent gave us the greatest possible hope and 
encouragement that a V iceregal Commis- 
sion would be appointed to inquire into 
the whole of the railway system in Ire- 
land. We now suddenly hear from the 
Chairman of Committees a declaration 
that practically amounts to an announce- 
ment that we are not to have a Com- 
mission. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I said I had 
nO reason to suppose that it would be 
granted. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
right hon. Gentleman, I am sure, will 
recollect that he went much further than 
that. He said he had information to the 
contrary. 


*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER : 


been in communication with the 


I have not 
Trish 
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‘Government at all on the matter. 


‘porters of 
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I have 


no information one way or the other, but 
I have no reason to suppose the Commis- 
sion will be granted. 


1900} Business. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
right hon. Gentleman’s correction alters 
to a very considerable extent what he 
appeared to say a few moments ago. I 
really must be very much mistaken, how- 
ever, if he did not say what I have attri- 
buted to him. 

*Mr. J. W. LOWTHER: I have had no 


communication about it. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: The 
right hon. Gentleman probably does not 
recollect. Certainly we understood him 
to use the words that he “had received 
information to the contrary,” and in view 
of that I think that we are entitled to ask 
if it is a respectful way to treat that 
deputation, representing all parties and 
all interests, to give them this information 
in this roundabout way. With regard to 
the question of appointing a Joint Com- 
mittee of the House of Lords and the 


House of Commons to examine these 
Bills, I can only say that speaking 


generally, the appointment of Joint Com- 
mittees, particularly on [rish questions, is 
not a good custom. I regard it as an 
attempt which will not succeed to popu- 
larise the House of Lords. The House of 
Lords ought to examine questions for 
themselves, and the House of Commons 
in like manner for themselves. I think 
that some guarantee ought to be given by 
the Government as to the composition of 
the Joint Committee. Nearly all the 
members of the House of Lords are sup- 
the Government. If _ five 
members are appointed by the House 
of Commons, at least three will be sup- 
porters of the Government, and_ the 
chances areahundred to one that the whole 
of the members appointed by the House 
of Lords will be supporters or members of 
the Government, so that of ten Members 

eight wili be supporters of the Govern- 
ment, and only two Members of the House 
of Commons will take anything like an 
independent view. I do not say whether 
the arrangement in this particular case is 
a good or a bad one, but I do submit that 
the new system which has cropped up of 
appointing Joint Committees is one which 
ought to be very seriously considered by 
the House of Commons. ° It appears to be 
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quite certain that if this proposal is agreed 
to it will practically put a stop to the ex- 
amination of the whole system of railways 
in Ireland. The deputation to the Vice 
President of the Agricultural Board did 
not ask for an inquiry into this scheme 
of amalgamation alone; they asked for 
one into the whole system of railway rates 
and workings in Ireland. I think we 
ought to have an assurance from the Irish 
Attorney General that if this proposal is 
carried it will not be used as an argu- 
ment against the perfectly legitimate de- 
mand of the Irish Members and the 
corporations and county councils for the 
appointment of a Commission, Viceregal 
or Royal, to inquire into the whole sys- 
tem of railway rates. 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
[IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): [intend to take no part either in 
support of or opposition to this motion. 
I only rise to say that when this amalga- 
mation scheme was before the House last 
session the Irish Government took no 
part in it either on one side or the other. 
They neither supported it nor opposed 
it, and it is my intention to adopt exactly 
the same attitude on the present occasion. 
I wish, however, to clear up the doubts 
that appear to exist as to my right hon. 
friend’s remarks concerning the possible 
fate of the application for a Viceregal 
Commission. The application was made 
only a very short time ago, certainly by 
a most representative deputation, but one 
which, after all, included some nine or 
ten of the most vehement opponents of 
these Bills. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: 


also some of its supporters. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The application is 
now under the consideration of the Lord 
Lieutenant, and no one has a right to 
assume either that it will be granted or 
that it will not be. But I can assure hon. 
Members that the passing of the Bills 
will no more prejudice the appointment 
of the Commission than the appointment 
of the Commission will prejudice the 
passage of the Bills. I was rather 
astonished at the disapproval which the 
hon. Member for East Clare expressed 
of the appointment of the Joint Com- 
mittees, in view of the fact that only half 
an hour or so ago he allowed one to pass 
with reference to the Boundaries Bill 
without a murmur of disapprobation. 

Mr. William Redmond. 


And 
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Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Perhaps 
the right hon. Gentleman will allow me to 
correct him. I offered no opinion as to 
whether the application of the principle 
of a Joint Committee to the Bill was good 
or bad. I simply asked for some guarantee 
as to the composition of the Comunittee, 
for my cbjection to it was based on the 
ground that such a Committee will in the 
ordinary course be swamped by Govern- 
ment supporters. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The hon. Member 
certainly spoke about popularising the 
House of Lords, and I was pointing out 
that that was an argument he failed to 
advance in connection with the preced- 
ing Bill. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: Well, 
really, I do not think it will succeed in 
poy ularising that House. 


Mr. MOLLOY: May I inform the 
right hon. Gentleman that in addition to 
the deputation which has been referred to, 
another one even more widely representa- 
tive has been organised in Ireland, and is 
awaiting an appointment with the Lord 
Lieutenant to receive it. The right hon. 
Gentleman referred to me as a vehement 
opponent of these Bills. I am not. I 
only fear that their passing will interfere 
with our chances of securing railway 
reform. The right ho:.. Gentleman is 
entirely in error when he says there were 
ten opponents to these Bills on the depu- 
tation. I ought to know, for I organised 
it myself. The members of the deputa- 
tion were not opponents of amalgamation. 
The impression that they were was cireu- 
lated by interested railway companies for 
the purpose of prejudicing the House in 
favour of the Bills. All we want is to 
obtain better facilities on the Irish lines, 
and that object can, we think, be best 
attained by asking for a Commission to 
inquire into the whole of the existing 
system. I regret to see that the Govern- 
ment are ranging themselves on the side 
of the promoting companies, in opposition 
to the most strenuously expressed views 
of both Nationalists and Unionists, 
county councils, and nearly all the Irish 
public bodies. 


Mr. ATKINSON: I distinctly said | 
took no part whatever either on one side 
or the other. 








M 
Gov 
of t 
mal 
and 
are 
com 
of tl 
the 
tion 
cour 
cou 
of : 
in | 
Gov 
they 


dept 
Pres 
cult 
expl 
moti 
grou 
publ 
plair 
costs 
ough 
of re 
surp 
Clar 
the g 
the | 
and | 
upon 
the . 
fluen 
Vice 
asker 


*M. 
culty 
hon. 
to be 
with 
moti 
is no 
for \ 
best 
Bill. 
whicl 
the ] 
and 
grow 
glad 
Bill | 
the 
Railv 


ps 
to 
lo 
le 


in 


he 
to 
10, 
al- 


rd 
Nh. 
lit 


re 
ay 

is 
re 
u- 
ed 
ta- 
mn. 


‘or 
in 
to 
eS, 
est 
to 
ng 
rn- 
ide 
ion 
ws 
ts, 


ish 


1 I 


ide 


mene RR 








1249 Message from 

Mr. MOLLOY: But I understand the 
Government Whips are to tell in favour 
of the motion of the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Chairman of Ways and Means, 
and therefore it is clear the Government 
are taking the side of the promoting 
companies against the unanimous views 
of the Irish Members, as well as against 
the opinions of all the great Irish corpora- 
tions, and of the twenty-six county 
councils and thirty-six urban and district 
councils, and of all the representatives 
of agricultural and trading associations 
in Ireland. I cannot congratulate the 
Government on the anti-lrish position 
they have taken up. 


Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): Although IT was a member of the 
deputation which waited upon the Vice- 
President of the Department of Agri- 
culture for Ireland, I should like to 
explain that I intend to support the 
motion for a Joint Committee on the 
ground that it will effect a great saving of 
public money. It has been often com- 
plained that the promotion of Private Bills 
costs an excessive sum of money, and we 
ought, therefore, not to reject this chance 
of reducing expense. [I must express my 
surprise that the hon. Member for East 
Clare passed over in silence the motion for 
the appointment of a Joint Committee on 
the Dublin and Clontarf Boundary Bills, 
and then poured the vials of his wrath 
upon the present proposal. — I still hope 
the Attorney General will use his in- 
fluence to secure the appointment of the 
Viceregal Commission which has heen 
asked for. 


*Mr. BLAKE (Longford, 8.): The dithi- 
culty I feel in agreeing with some of my 
hon. friends is this: The Bill is about 
to be committed. It will be proceeded 
with no matter what the vote on this 
motion may be. The question, therefore, 
is not whether the Bill should be stopped; 
for we cannot stop it; but what is the 
best mode of proceeding with the 
Bill. My opinion is that the method 
which has been adopted with regard to 
the Dublin Boundaries Bill is the best, 
and for my part I see no substantial 
ground for opposing the motion. I am 
glad to hear that the consideration of the 
Bill at this juncture will not prejudice 
the proposal for a Commission on Irish 
Railway Administration. 


15 ApRIL 1900} 
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Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
Last year when the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Amalgamation Bill was 
before this House I supported it. But 
as regards the present motion I desire to 
enter my protest against this method of 
sending Irish Bills to Joint Committees. 
I made this protest the other day, when 
the exceptional course was taken with 
the view to forcing the Corporation Bilk 
through the Houses of Parliament. I did 
so because no argument has been adduced 
or can be adduced for making these ex- 
ceptional arrangements in regard to Irish 
Bills. Weare told that the object is to 
save expense, but that is an argument 
which should apply equally to Bills from 
all parts of the United Kingdom, and not 
merely to Irish Bills. I look upon this 
attempt to introduce a novel procedure 
solely in regard to Ireland as little less 
than a scandal. It is done in order to 
force these Bills through, and although 
I am in favour of a certain amount of 
amalgamation I shall vote against this 
motion if a division is taken. 


Mr. WOLFF: After the explanation 
of the Chairman of Committees, and in 
view of the pledge of the Attorney 
General for Ireland, that the appointment 
of this Joint Committee will not prejudice 
our claim for a Viceregal Commission, 
I have no wish to divide the House, and 
I will not press my objection. 


Question put and agreed to. 


Ordered, That a message be sent to the 
Lords to acquaint them with this Resolu- 
tion. 


MIDLAND RAILWAY BILL. 


Reported with Amendments. Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 
That they have passed a Bill, intituled, 
“An Act to confer further powers upon 
the Mayor, Aldermen, and burgesses of 
the borough of Kingston-upon-Thames ; 
and for other purposes.” Kingston-upon- 
Thames Corporation Bill {Lords}. 


Also, a Bill, intituled, “An Act to 
provide an additional supply of water to 
the burgh of Falkirk and districts and 
places adjacent, and for the construction 
and maintenance of new and additional 
works ; to extend the limits of compul- 
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sory supply ; to confer further powers on 
the Falkirk and Larbert Water Trustees ; 
and for other purposes.” Falkirk and 
District Water Bill { Lords]. 

Also, a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
amend the Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868 ; 
to confer further powers on the Guardians 
of the Birmingham Proof House ; and for 
other purposes.” 
1868, Amendment Bill [Lords]. 


And, also a Bill intituled, “ An Act for 
rendering valid certain Letters Patent 
granted to Alexander Imschenetzky for 
an invention for manufacture of fireproof 
and insulating compounds known as 
Uralite.” Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent 


Bill {Lords}. 


Returns, 


KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES CORPORA. 
TION BILL [Lords]. 


FALKIRK AND DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 
GUN BARREL PROOF ACT, 1868, 


AMENDMENT BILL [Lords}. 
IMSCHENETZKY’S URALITE PATENT 
BILL [Lords}. 

Read the first time; and referred to 
the Examiners of Petitions for Private 

sills. 


DEVONPORT CORPORATION BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


PETITIONS. 
ELEMENTARY EDUCATION 
GODE). 
Petitions for alteration, from Barrow- 
in-Furness, and Brighton and Preston; 
to lie upon the Table. 


(NEW 


LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Lymington 
and Hanley ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from West Kirby 
and Mansfield Woodhouse ; to lie upon 
the Table. 

SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TU 
CHILDREN BILL. 

_ Petitions in favour, from Neweastle ; 

Dewsbury; Melbourne ; Spennymoor ; 
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Gun Barrel Proof Act, 


Reports, &e. 1252 
Binchester ; Gunnislake ; South Gasforth ; 
Tudhoe (two); Ferry Hill; Swansea: 
Ryhope; and Wishaw ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


SHOPS BILL. 


Petition from Glasgow, in favour; to 
lie upon the Table. 


CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 
SHIRE) BILL. 

Petitions in favour, from Melbourne : 
Swansea ; Middlesbrough : and Brotton ; 
to lie upon the Table. 


SUNDAY 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


AUSTRALIA. 
Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the Federation of the Australian Colonies 
{by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


JAMAICA. 

Copy presented, of Further Correspond- 
ence relating to the Finances and Govern- 
ment of the Island of Jamaica (in continu- 
ation of [C. 9412] and [C. 9415] July, 
1899) [by Command]; to lie upon the 
Table. 

EXPLOSIONS (EXPLOSION AT NEW 
HARBOUR WORKS, DOVER). 

Copy presented, of Report by Captain 
M. B. Lloyd, R.A., Her Majesty's 
Inspector of Explosives, to the Right 
Honourable the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department, on the circumstances 
attending an Explosion of gunpowder on 
the works of the new Admiralty Harbour 
at East Cliff, near Dover, on the 14th 
January, 1900 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 


UNIVERSITY OF ST. ANDREWS. 

Copy presented, of Abstract of Accounts 
of the University for the year ended 
30th September, 1899 [by Act]; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. [ No. 
128.] 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copies presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, Nos. 
2394 and 2395 [by Command]; to lie 
upon the Table. 
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1253 Questions. 
TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION COM- 


MITTEES (WOMEN MEMBERS). 


Return ordered, “of the number of 
Women on the respective Technical In- 
struction Committees of County and 
County Borough Councils, and on Com- 
mittees under Clause VII. of the Directory 
of the late Department of Science and 
Art.” (Mr. Jebb.) 

TRADE UNION FUNDS. 

Return ordered, “of the trade union 


societies or branches which have been 
permitted by the National Debt Commis- 


sioners to deposit in savings banks 
without restriction as to amount.”—(J/r. 


Wools.) 


GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS 
SECURITIES. 

Return ordered, “of the amounts of 
British Government Securities held by 
the several Government Departments and 
other public offices on the 31st day of 
March, 1900, specifying whether held in 
England or Ireland (in continuation of 
Parliamentary Paper, No. 147, of session 
1899 : 





= Other 
Securities. 


Local Loans £3 per Cent. 


| 
} 
| 


Consols. 
| Book Debt, 55 and 56 Vie. ¢ 





Stock. 
of years. 


£2? per Cents. (1905). 
26. 


lreasury Bills. 
Annuities for terms 
Local Loans Bonds. 


£25 per Cents. 


£2} per Cent. 


| Guaranteed Land Stock. 


for 


| od | 


(Mr. Han bury.) 


QUESTIONS. 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR-—-TREATMENT 
OF BOER PRISONERS. 

Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
| beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War how many prisoners of war 
have been confined on board ship at the 
Cape; what number have died ; what 
number have been ill; and what number 
are at present confined on board ship. 
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*THE UNDER SECRETARY or STATE 

FoR WAR (Mr. WynpuHam, Dover): 
3,899 prisoners have been confined on 
board ship, of whom nine have died. 
There have also been thirteen deaths 
among the prisoners not confined on board 
ship. There have been altogether 120 
cases of measles, 75 of enteric, and about 
30 of other ailments. There are at 
present 2,700 prisoners on board ship ; 
2,000 will be sent to St. Helena forth- 
with. The remainder will be kept on 
shore unless further accommodation can 
be provided in St. Helena. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN (Kilkenny): 
May I ask whether the illness among the 
prisoners and the deaths that have resulted 
therefrom are attributable to the fact that 
these men are confined on board ship ? 
Will you show the same consideration to 
these prisoners as the Republican Govern- 
ment show for British prisoners at 
Pretoria ? 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: I should say that 
the illness and deaths are not due to their 
having been on ships, because the number 
of deaths on shore is far in excess of those 
on water. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford): 
Have the Government considered the 
advisability of an exchange of prisoners 4 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


Questions, 


COUNT ADALBERT STERNBERG. 

Major RASCH (Essex, 8.E.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether Count Adalbert 
Sternberg, who fought against the British 
troops at Paardeberg, and is the author 
of an article in the Guulois, entitled 
“The World and England,” was taken 
prisoner with General Cronje; and why 
he was released and allowed to come to 
this country. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I have no oficial 
knowledge of this matter. I have, how- 
ever, ground for believing that this 
nobleman fell into the hands of our forces 
some two or three days before General 
Cronje’s surrender, and that he was 
liberated on producing papers in proper 
order and on giving an explanation of his 
presence in the theatre of war which at 
the time seemed satisfactory. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND (Clare, 
E.): Is it a fact that this officer has been 








1255 (Juestions. 
allowed to go to London, instead of being 
sent to St. Helena, because he isa German 
and the German Emperor interceded for 
him ? 

[The question was not answered. | 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
Is it the case that this gentleman con- 
cealed the fact that he was a combatant 
and represented himself as a newspaper 
correspondent ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: I believe that that 
was the explanation he gave at the time. 
It then seemed satisfactory. 


BOER THREATS TO SHOOT LOYAL 
ENGLISH BURGHERS. 

Mr. GORDON (Elgin and Nairn): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies if the Government have any in- 
formation to the effect that ex-President 
Steyn has issued a proclamation that 
English burghers refusing to take up 
arms on the Boer side will be shot ; and, 
if so, what steps the British Government 
propose to take in the matter. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): I have not heard 
officially of any such proclamation, but I 
shall make inquiry. 


CITY IMPERIAL VOLUNTEERS— 
CYCLIST CORPS EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. WASON (Clackmannan and 
Kinross): I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
tary of State for War whether, seeing 
that the cyclist corps section of the City 
Imperial Volunteers were — prohibited 
from taking revolvers with them to South 
Africa by the authorities and compelled 
to take rifles, and that since they have 


been doing scouting work the cyclists 


have obtained permission to travel with- 
out their rifles on account of the extra 
weight and the heavy travelling over the 
veldt, so that they are unarmed in the 
enemy's country, he will give immediate 
orders for revolvers being at once served 
out to all cyclists doing scouting duty in 
South Africa. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Rifles and not 
revolvers form part of the equipment of 
cyclist corps ; we are not aware of Lord 
Roberts having made any such special 
arrangement as is described in the ques- 
tion, although it would be fully within 
his competence to do so. 


{COMMONS} 
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ROYAL RESERVE BATTALIONS— 
STATISTICS. 

Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, now that nearly a 
month has elapsed since the date of the 
calling out of the Royal Reserve bat- 
talions, and as all those likely to join 
have presented themselves, he can state 
what number of men out of the antici 
pated 45,000 to 50,000 have been 
obtained ; and, of those who presented 
themselves, how many failed to pass the 
medical examination. 


Questions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: There is no indica-’ 


tion that all the men likely to join the 
Royal Reserve battalions have yet pre- 
sented themselves. It has several times 
been explained that the number of 50,000 
represented the outside limit required by 
the Constitution, and not the numbers it 
is expected to raise. The statement 
asked for will be published when the 
lists are closed. 

Captain NORTON: The hon. Gentle 
man has not given any answer whatever 
to my question. Will he say how many 
men have been obtained up to the present 
day ! 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: That is not asked 
in the question on the Paper. ‘That com- 
prises a number of suppositions which are 


unfounded. We do not expect to get 
50,000. As a matter of fact there are 


about 24,000, They are coming in at the 
rate of 200 a day. 


Captain NORTON: How many out 
of that number have failed to pass the 


medical examination ? 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The operation of 

the scheme is in full swing, and we are 
not going to publish the numbers and 
percentages from day to day. At the 
proper period the whole information will 
be laid before the House. 


ROYAL RESERVE BATTALIONS 

ELIGIBILITY OF ROYAL MARINES. 

ComMMANDER YOUNG = (Berkshire, 
Wokingham): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether non- 
commissioned officers and men who have 
served in the Royal Marine forces are 
eligible for service in the Royal Reserve 
battalions, on the same terms and subject 
to the same conditions as those who have 
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served in the Army ; and, if so, whether 
recruiting officers have been so informed, 
and when. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. <A 
memorandum was circulated to general 
officers commanding districts on the 27th 
March. But I now understand that a 
scheme is in preparation by which ex- 
marines who are not pensioners can 
he included in the reserves of the Navy. 


RESERVISTS—SECTION D.—PENSIONS. 

Mr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.) : 
[ beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether in the case of Reservists 
in Section D who have been called up for 
active service in South Africa the whole 
time of their service in Sections A, B, C, 
or D counts for pensions; and, if so, 
whether they will be given an opportunity 
of re-engaging to complete twenty-one 
years service for pensions. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question is 


under consideration. 


RESERVISTS’ FAMILIEN’ PAY—DATES 
OF PAYMENT. 

Mr. CAMERON CORBETT (Glasgow, 
Tradeston) : I beg to ask the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the bad effects of 
making the payments to Reservists’ 
families monthly instead of weekly or 
jortnightly, and whether any steps will be 
taken to make such payments at shorter 
intervals. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : Representations in. 


support of the hon. Member's view have 
been received by the Secretary of State, 
and the question has engaged his earnest 
attention. But it has been pointed out 
on the other side that more frequent pay- 
ments mean a great increase of work for 
paymasters, whose hands are already full, 
and this would inevitably lead to delays 
of payment. Moreover, there is reason 
to believe that the Reservists’ wives have 
now come to reckon on the lump sum at 
the Leginning of the month, and _ their 
arrangements would be upset if it did not 
«ome. It has, therefore, been decided 
not to change the present method of pay- 
ment. 


RESERVISTS IN THE METROPOLITAN 
POLICE. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamilets, 

Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary of 


{5 Apri 1900} 


1258 


State for the Home Department what 
will be the position of old soldiers now 
serving in the Metropolitan Police in the 
event of their accepting the invitation to 
re-enlist for one year; will they be 
entitled to receive half their pay while 
with the colours ; and will their posts be 
kept open for them with a view to their 
return to the force. 


Questions. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY © or 
STATE ror tHe HOME DEPART- 


MENT (Mr. Jesse CoLiincs, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley): I must refer the hon. 
Member to an answer to a similar question 
given by the Secretary of State on the 
2nd of March,* when he stated that 
metropolitan police constables cannot, as 
the law stands, join the Royal Reserve 
battalions without ceasing to he members 
of the force, and that, in the interest of 
the protection of the public, he was not 
disposed to recommend any change in 
the law. 


WAR LOAN—IRISH SUBSCRIPTIONS. 

Mr. CARSON (Dublin University) : 
[ beg toask Mr. Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether it is proposed that the 
Irish allottees of the New War Loan 
should be registered in the first instance 
at the Bank of England, and whether it 
will be then necessary for such allottees 
as desire it, and at the cost of executing 
a power of attorney and other expenses, 
to have the registration of their allot- 
ments transferred to the hooks of the 
Bank of Ireland; and whether, having 
regard to the terms of the prospectus of 
the said loan, that the hooks of the loan 
will be kept at the Bank of England and 
the Bank of Ireland, he will consider the 
possibility of devising some means 
whereby the trouble and expenses of re- 
registering in the Bank of Ireland may 
be avoided. 


THE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks’ Beacu, 
sristol, W.): [am informed that if the 
Bank of Ireland were to inseribe stock in 
their books direct from the scrip as pre- 
sented, they would have no means of 
knowing whether it was genuine, and 
there would consequently be a risk of 
fraud. Government Stock cannot be 
transferred from the books of the Bank 
of England to the Bank of Ireland (or 

* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxix., page 1521. 
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vice versi) without a power of attorney as 
required by the National Debt Act, 1870. 
But if persons wanting to have their 
Stock inscribed in Ireland will lodge their 
scrip certificates with the Bank of Ire- 
land that bank will send the certificates 
to the Bank of England, who will inscribe 
the stock en bloc immediately and transfer 
it to Ireland the same day. The only 
expense would be a single power of at- 
torney, which would be a bank charge. 


MISCONDUCT OF GOVERNMENT CON- 
TRACTORS — COMMITTEE OF  IN- 
QUIRY. 

Mason RASCH: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether he 
can now state whether the Law Officers 
of the Crown have advised proceedings 
against certain contractors for the War 
Office, or whether he will consider the 
advisability of at once appointing a Com- 
mittee to examine and report on the 
frauds alleged to have been committed. 


THE FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BaLrour, Manchester, 
E.): In answer to the question of my. 
hon. and gallant friend I have to say that 
the Law Officers have informed us that 
there is no sufficient ground for criminal 
prosecution in these cases, and in these 
circumstances I think the sooner the Com- 
mittee, to which my hon. friend refers, is 
appointed the better. 


ARMY CONTRACTS FOR CYCLES 
SHANNON CYCLE WORKS, LIMITED. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Financial Secretary to the War 
Office whether he has any objection to 
place on the list of contractors for the 
supply of cycles for the Army the name 
of Cole, Nelson, and Co., of the Shannon 
Cycle Works, Limerick. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM : If this firm will 
make an official application the usual 
inquiries will be made, and if they prove 
satisfactory their names will be included 
in the list. 


YEOMANRY OFFICERS—ALLOWANCE 
FOR PERMANENT DUTIES. 
Mr. W. F. D. SMITH (Strand, 
Westminster): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether officers of Yeomanry regiments 
will receive during permanent duty the 
same allowances as those granted to 
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Volunteer officers under paragraph 6 
of the special Army Order relating to 
camps of exercise for Volunteer infantry 
brigades, 1900. ; 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. Those 
who fulfil the conditions laid down in the 
Army Order will be granted the allow- 
ances. Detailed instructions for the 
Yeomanry will appear in the Army 
Orders for April. 


VOLUNTEER CAMPS—SPECIAL 
CAPITATION GRANT. 

Mr. YERBURGH (Chester): [ beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for War 
whether Volunteer battalions can draw 
extra capitation grant if parade states 
show half strength in camp for fourteen 
days, irrespective of whether they are the 
same men, or whether their places are 
filled in part or in whole by other mem 
bers of the same battalions for xny portion 
of the fourteen days. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The same men 
must have been present for the whole 
fourteen days. 


VOLUNTEER CYCLIST COMPANIES 
CAPITATION GRANT. 
CoLONEL PRYCE-JONES (Montgomery 
Boroughs): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War, as regards 
Sub-section 3 of Section B of the Army 
Orders, dated 29th March, 1900, whether 
the special capitation allowance of £2 to 
each efficient member of a Volunteer 
eyclist company is to be a single or an 

annual grant. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: It will be an 


annual grant. 


RIFLE RANGES—MULLINGAR. 
Mr. DONAL SULLIVAN (West- 


meath, 8.): I beg to ask the Financial 
Secretary to the War Office can he state 
whether the land necessary for the exten- 
sion of the rifle range at Mullingar has 
been acquired ; and, if so, when will the 
range be completed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The question of 
the acquisition or lease of the lands re- 
quired for the ranges at Mullingar is 
under consideration, and until it is settled 
the extension cannot be proceeded with. 
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ARMY VETERINARY DEPARTMENT— 
STATUS OF OFFICERS. 
Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, having regard to the increased 
importance of the Army Veterinary 
Department, which in South Africa alone 
is responsible for some 150,000 animals, 
yalued at about £4,000,000, and seeing 
the unsatisfactory state of the Depart- 
ment, coupled with the fact that the pro- 
posed changes have been long under 
consideration, he will, penling prospec- 
tive reforms, at one grant to the officers 
of the Department Military titles with- 
out prefix, which step has given such 
general satisfaction throughout the Army 
Medical Department, and has attracted 
to that Department a larger number of 
excellent students from the medical 

schools than heretofore. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: The whole ques- 
tion of the status of the Army Veteri- 
nary Department is under consideration, 
and a decision will shortly be given. 
ARMY MEDICAL EXAMINATIONS 


PHYSICAL FITNESS OF COMMAND- 
ING OFFICERS. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
toask the Under Secretary of State for 


War whether officers appointed to com- 
mand brigades of troops at home and in 
the colonies abroad are, prior to being 
gazetted, subjected to any medical exam- 
ination as to their entire physical fitness 
for field service, and whether — their 
powers of horsemanship and general 
activity are specially reported on by the 
ofticer who recommends them for the 
command of brigades. 

*Mr. WYNDHAM: All colonels are 
examined as to their physical _ fitness 
before being promoted to major-general. 
After this they are not examined unless 
there is some reason to doubt their fit 
ness. There is no “ officer who recom- 
mends for the command of brigades.” 
Selections for these appointments are 
made by the Army Board, under the 
presidency of the Commander-in-Chief, 
and subject to the approval of the Secre- 
tary of State, and this board is fully 
acquainted with the horsemanship and 
other qualifications of the officers it 
recommends, 


DELAGOA RAILWAY ARBITRATION. 
Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State for 
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Foreign Affairs if he has any information 
to give the House in reference to the 
delay in stating the award of the Delagoa 
Railway arbitration. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY or 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS 


(Mr. Broprick, Surrey, Guildford) : The 
Report, as the hon. Gentleman is aware, 
has been issued, but the tribunal give no 
reason for the delay. 

SUGAR BOUNTIES—DIPLOMATIC 
NEGOTIATIONS. 

CoLoNEL MILWARD (Warwickshire, 
Stratford-upon-Avon): I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs whether the Government has any 
official information to the effect that, as 
reported at Vienna, the French Govern- 
ment is now willing to consider an inter- 


national agreement to abolish export 
bounties on sugar. And whether the 


Belgian Government is still engaged in 
the diplomatic negotiations deputed to it 
by the Brussels Sugar Conference when 
it adjourned sine die in June, 1892. 


Mr. BRODRICK: Her  Majesty’s 
Government are informed that, in accord- 
ance with the understanding come to at 
the Brussels Conference, negotiations are 
still being carried on by the Belgian 
Government with the view to an agree- 
ment between the Powers concerned for 
the abolition of sugar bounties ; but Her 
Majesty’s Government have received no 
official information to the effect indicated 
in the first paragraph of the question. 


CHINESE BLUE-BOOKS—MAPS. 


Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG (Glasgow, 
St. Rollox): I beg to ask the Under 


Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs 
whether he could see his way to arrane, 
in connection with the issue of Blue-books 
such as that recently prepared on China, 
to include in the book maps illustrative of 
the geography of the less known districts 
referred to, in order to make the refer- 
ences more easily understood. 


Mr. BRODRICK: I am afraid the 
expense of adopting this suggestion would 
be prohibitive. The newly-published 
maps of China, such as those issued last 
year by Stanfords and this year by Bret- 
schneider, will, I think, be found to give 
all the information desired. 
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FOREIGN OFFICE INTRODUCTIONS TO 
TRAVELLING BRITISH SUBJECTS. 

Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG: I beg to 
ask the Under Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs whether he can con- 
veniently state what are the conditions 
governing the issue of letters of introduc- 
tion given by the Foreign Office to 
British subjects travelling abroad, intro- 
ducing them to ambassadors and other 
British representatives in foreign coun- 
tries, and further, what are the rules fol- 
Jowed by such representatives in acting 
upon such letters of introduction by in- 


troducing such persons to _ foreign 
Governments, especially where such 


further introductions imply the use of 
British influence in favour of such persons 
in the granting of concessions; and 
especially whether, in such cases, the 
ambassador or other representative, 
before taking any such action, first 
satisfies himself as to the financial stand- 
ing and responsibility of persons so in- 
troduced and recommended to foreign 
Governments by him. 


Mr. BRODRICK : Letters of introduce- 
tion to Her Majesty’s representatives 
abroad are only granted in favour of 
persons either personally known to the 
Secretary of State or recommended by 
someone in whom he has confidence. No 
precise rules are laid down in regard to 
letters of introduction to govern the 
action of Her Majesty’s representatives, 
which must depend on the particular 
circumstances of each case. Formal 
letters of introduction are supplemented 
by more detailed letters in cases in which 
it seems desirable. 


DEATH DUTIES—NEW SOUTH WALES 
LEGISLATION. 

Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) : 
I beg to ask Mr Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer whether he is aware that under 
the provisions of the Companies (Death 
Duties) Act, 1899, of New South Wales 
(being Act No. 53 of 1899), agricultural, 
mining, or other companies which are 
domiciled in the United Kingdom, but 
which carry on business in New South 
Wales, are liable to death duties in the 
colony on the death of their members, 
although such members are not domiciled 
in the colony; whether the executors of 
such deceasing member if he died domi- 
ciled in the United Kingdom, would be 
liable to death duty under the Finance 
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Act, 1894; and whether the exaction of 
the duty under the New South Wales 


Questions. 


' Act would entitle executors to allowance 


under Section 20 of the Finance Act, 
1894 ; and, if not, whether he will take 


‘steps to provide that the same property 


shall not be subject both to imperial and 
colonial death duty. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: I am ijn- 
formed that the Act, which has not 
yet been sanctioned, imposes death 


duties of the nature described in the 
first paragraph of the question. The 
answer to the second paragraph is in 
the affirmative. In reply to the third 
paragraph, the only way in which pay- 
ment of both imperial and colonial duty 
can he avoided would be by the issue of 
an Order in Council applying Section 20, 
Sub-section (3) of the Finance Act, 1894, 
to New South Wales. This has not yet 
been done, and it can only be done if the 
laws of the colony conform to the condi- 
tions prescribed in the — sub-section 
referred to, 


TRUST INVESTMENTS.-CANADIAN 
GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

Mr. FAITHFULL BEGG: I beg to 
ask the Secretary of State for the Colo- 
nies whether his attention has been 
called to a statement reported to have 
been made by the Finance Minister of 
Canada to the effect that an arrangement 
had been made whereby Canadian Govern- 
ment securities would be raised to the 
rank of trust investments in this 
country ; and whether he has any infor- 
mation to this effect; and, if so, what 
were the regulations which it was pro- 
posed to make in connection with the 
arrangement. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No final 
settlement has yet been arrived at, but 
arrangements are in progress which will, 
I hope, lead to a satisfactory settlement of 
the question. 

WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 
1897-—CLAUSE 3. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department if he can give the 
reason why the Chief Registrar of 
Friendly Societies, in his Sixty-first 
Annual Report just issued, has failed to 
carry out the provision contained in the 
seventh sub-section of Clause 3 of the 
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Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897, in | 


reference to certifying schemes under this 
Act of Parliament, and whether he can 


on an early date lay upon the Table a | 


statement containing the information 
provided for in the sub-section. 


Mr. JESSE COLLINGS: I think that 
the reason why the hon. Member has not 
been able to find the information indi- 
cated in a recently issued Report must 
be that the Report of which he is thinking 
is the Report of the Registrar General of 
3irths, Deaths, and Marriages, and not of 
the Chief Registrar of Friendly Societies. 
I may add that the hon. Member can 
satisfy himself that the Chief Registrar 
has not failed to carry out the provisions 
of Sub-section 7 of Section 3 of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act, by re- 
ferring to the Chief Registrar’s Report 
for 1898, published last year, and to the 
Report for 1899, which was presented to 
the House in February last, and is now 
being printed. 


PRESERVATIVES IN CREAM. 
Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
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FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE—ARGEN- 
TINE IMPORTS PROHIBITED. 

Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk) : I beg to ask the President 
of the Board of Agriculture whether 
there have been symptoms of foot and 
mouth disease amongst cattle recently 
imported from Argentina, and what steps 


(Questions. 


| have been taken to prevent the spread of 


the disease. 


*Mr. LONG: A cargo comprising some 
240 cattle and 1,100 sheep was brought 
to the foreign animals wharf at Deptford 
from Argentina by the steamship “ Ethel- 
hilda” on Monday last, and on examina- 
tion a large number of the cattle were 
found to be affected with foot and mouth 
disease. The animals were landed for 
immediate slaughter at a part of the 
wharf set aside for the purpose, and steps 
were taken for the disinfection of persons 
and things which had been in contact with 
the animals, and of the hides, skins, and 
offal, by which infection might be spread. 


| An Order was also made prohibiting the 


Molton): I beg to ask the President of | 


the Board of Agriculture whether his 
attention has been called to recent | 


prosecutions for adding preservatives to 
cream, resulting in conflicting decisions ; 
whether, seeing that two Departmental 
Committees are investigating this ques- 
tion, he can take any steps to prevent 
any further prosecutions pending the 
decision of these Committees. 


*THe PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lona, Liver- 
pool, West Derby): I have seen 


Member refers, but I have no power to 
interfere with the exercise of the dis- 
cretion of the local authorities by whom 


the|*, - : ; 
reports of the cases to which the hon | plaint has been brought before the Rail- 


importation of animals from the Argen- 
tine, in pursuance of our statutory 
obligations in that behalf. 


WORKMEN’S TRAINS IN LONDON 
SUBURBS. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 
to ask the President of the Board of 


Trade whether he has received an appli- 
cation from the Vestry of Hammersmith 
with regard to the service of workmen’s 
trains from that station on the District 


| Railway, in which complaint is made that 


proceedings under the Sale of Food and | 


Drugs Acts are initiated. I do not doubt, 
however, that those authorities will bear 
in mind the fact to which the hon. Member 
calls attention—namely, that a Depart- 
mental Committee, over which my right 
hon. friend the Member for Wigtown- 


shire presides, is now making a full | 
inquiry into the subject of the use of | 


preservatives in food. The matter is not 
one which falls within the purview of 
Lord Wenlock’s Committee on 
Standards, to which I understand the 
hon. Member also to refer. 
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no workmen’s trains left the station later 
than 6.34 am.; and whether the com- 


way and Canal Commissioners, and what 
action has been taken in the matter. 


THE PRESIDENT or THe BOARD or 
TRADE (Mr. Ritcutr, Croydon): Yes, 
Sir, I have received this application con- 
taining the complaint specified. The 
company have required that the matter 
shall be referred for the decision of the 
Railway and Canal Commissioners, and 
such reference will accordingly be made. 


Mr. LOUGH: I beg to ask the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade whether he 
has received a complaint from the Fulham 
Vestry with regard to the service of 
workmen’s trains from that station, and 
what action has been taken in the matter. 


3D 
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Mr. RITCHIE: The same answer 
aupplies. 


RAILWAY FATALITIES BETWEEN 


CHARING CROSS AND NEW. CROSS. 
Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea): I 


heg to ask the President of the Board of 
Trade how many platelayers and other 
men working on the railway between 
Charing Cross and New Cross were killed 
during the year 1899. 


Mr. RITCHIE: Three platelayers have 
heen reported by the South Eastern [ail- 
way as killed. The Board have not been 
informed of any other fatal accidents. 


EXCURSION STEAMERS. 

Mr. TRITTON (Lambeth, Norwood) : 
I beg to ask the President of the Board 
of Trade if he has any intention of bring- 
ing in a Bill to exclude from the pro- 
visions of the 503rd Seetion of the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1894, excursion 
steamers trading on the coasts of the 
United Kingdom, the Channel Islands, 
the Isle of Man, and the coasts of France 
and Belgium, Holland, Denmark, and 
isermany. 


Mr. RITCHIE: No such legislation is 
contemplated. 


BETHNAL GREEN BOARD OF GUAR- 

DIANS—GRATUITIES TO OFFICERS. 
*Sir MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE (Bethnal Green, N.E.): I beg to 
ask the President of tire Local Govern- 
ment Board whether he received, as long 
ago as on the &th October last, from the 
Bethnal Green Board of Guardians a 
communication containing evidence taken 
by a committee of that board tending to 
show that gratuities had been paid on a 
large seale to relieving oftticers by medical 
officers in respect of the certification of 
lunatics, as well as by certain metropolitan 
licensed houses; and whether he has 
made any inquiries regarding these alle- 
gations ; and wheter, in case of his being 
satisfied that they are true, he intends 
taking any steps to prevent a repetition 
of such practices. 


THE PRESIDENT oF THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. CHarLin, 
Lincolnshire, Sleaford): The facts are as 
stated in the question. I have communi- 
cated with the Lunacy Commissioners on 


the subject, and I find that they have 
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cautioned the proprietors of metropolitan 
licensed houses that wherever the prac- 
tice of giving relieving officers gratuities 
of the kind referred to has obtained it 
must be at once discontinued, and the 
Commissioners have no reason to doubt 
that their requirement will be respected. 
They have also communicated their views 
to the Wiltshire justices, as one of the 
licensed houses affected was licensed by 
those justices. As regards the officers of 
the guardians, I have directed that an 
inquiry shall be held by an inspector of 
the Local Government Board. The 
inquiry will take place as soon as possible, 
and on receipt of his Report I shall have 
to decide what further steps, if any, it 
will be necessary for me to take in the 
matter. 


*Sr MANCHERJEE BHOWNAG- 
GREE: As arising out of the answer, 
may I ask the right hon. Gentleman 
whether, in view of the facts now dis- 
closed as to the practice of paying such 
Commissions, he will arrange with the 
Home Secretary to insert adequate pro 
visions in the Luracy Bill now before the 
House so as to effectually check the 


practice in future / 
Mr. CHAPLIN : Obviously that is a 


question [ cannot auswer without first 
consulting my right hon. friend. 


ROYAL COMMISSION ON SEWAGE 
DISPOSAL. 

Mr. J. W. WILSON (Worcestershire, 
N.): [ beg to ask the President of the 
Local Government Board — whether, 
having regard to the difficult position of 
many local authorities who are being 
pressed to erect or reconstruct sewerage 
works, he can take steps to hasten the 
Report of the Royal Commission on 
Sewage Disposal, or give the House any 
idea of the probable date of the said 
Report. 


*THeE SECRETARY to tHe LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
Russet, Tyrone, $.): The questions 
submitted to the Commission involve 
detailed and prolonged scientific research, 
and [ cannot say when their Report is 
likely to be made. With a view to 
hastening their conclusions they have 
recently obtained the sanction of the 
Treasury to an increase of their scientific 
staff, and they are anxious to report at 
the earliest possible date. 
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1269 Questions. 
VACCINATION OF PUPIL TEACHERS. 

Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR (Donegal, 
E.): 1 beg to ask the Vice-President of 
the Committee of Council on Education 
will he explain on what grounds the 
Education Department has insisted, in 
answer to the Linden Road School Board 
of Gloucester, on F. Clifford being vacci- 
nated asa condition precedent to his being 
articled as pupil teacher, although he has 
already had the smallpox, though by the 
30 and 31 Vic., ¢. 84, s. 31, he eannot be 
ordered by justices to be vaccinated ; and 
under what statute the Department en- 
forces the operation as a condition prece- 
dent to employment as teacher. 


THe VICE-PRESIDENT or THE 
COMMITTEE or COUNCIL on EDU- 
CATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cambridge Uni- 
versity): Clifford seems to have been 
rejected by mistake. Satisfactory proof 
that a candidate had already had smallpox 
would be a sufficient ground for dispensing 
with vaccination. The Board of Eduea- 
tion does not enforee vaccination ; but in 
choosing teachers it requires those to be 
taken who are protected against smallpox 
in the interest of the children in the 
schools. 


Mr. ARTHUR O'CONNOR: Then 
the objection to this candidate has been 
withdrawn ? 


sin J. GORST: Yes. 


TELEPHONING CABLEGRAMS. 

Mr. CHARLES M‘ARTHUR (Liver- 
pool, Exchange): I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he is aware 
that although direct cables have been 
established between Liverpool and Havre, 
and Liverpool and Hamburg, telegrams 
between those cities still take at least 
nearly an hour in transmission and de- 
livery ; that cablegrams between the Liver- 
pool and New York Cotton Exchanges 
are sent and replies received within a 
few minutes, and that messages despatched 
daily via the United States to Bremen 
reach that city an hour earlier than 
messages sent to the same place from the 
Liverpool Post Office by British wire ; 
that the arrangement proposed by him 
for telephoning cablegrams after business 
hours through the Exchange Post Office 


{5 Aprit 1900} 


Questions. 1270 
season, and that nothing short of direct 
telephonic communication between the 
cable companies and their clients will 
meet the exigencies of the case; and 
whether, in view of the importance to 
commerce of quick telegraphic commu- 
nication between Liverpool, the Con- 
tinent, and the United States by reason 
of the limited duration of market hours, 
and of the increasing diversion of busi- 
ness from Liverpool owing to the lack of 
telegraphic facilities, the best efforts of the 
Post Office will be exerted to remove 
insufficiencies in the present system to 
which their attention has been frequently 
called. 


THe SECRETARY to tHe TREA 
SURY (Mr. Hanpury, Preston) : Under 
normal conditions the time occupied in 
the transmission of telegrams between 
Liverpool and Havre and between Liver- 
pool and Hamburg is about twenty-five 
minutes in the one case, and thirty-five 
minutes in the other. The Post Office 
has no information as to the time occu 
pied in delivery abroad. Any telegrams 
sent between Liverpool and Bremen by 
way of the United States would not pass 
through the Post Office, and the Post 
Office has no knowledge of the time 
occupied in transmission, as compared 
with the ordinary route. The cable 
company could not adopt the route vid 
America consistently with its arrange- 
ments with the Administrations concerned. 
It is hoped that the arrangement recently 
made for the telephoning of telegrams 
after business hours through the Exchange 
Post Office will be found to meet the 
requirements of the case, and that the 
arrangement should, at any rate, have a 
trial. The importance of efficient tele- 
graphic facilities between Liverpool and 
the Continent is, of course, recognised, 
and measures for improving the com- 
munication between this country and the 
Continent are under discussion between 
the Post Office and the Treasury. 


BRIGHTON TELEGRAPH OFFICE—PRO- 
MOTION OF TELEGRAPHISTS. 
Mr. LODER (Brighton) : I beg to ask 
the Secretary to the Treasury, as repre- 
senting the Postmaster General, whether 
promotion from the general body of tele- 
graphists depends upon efficiency, good 


' conduct, and seniority ; and whether three 
is insufficient for the requirements of the | 
cotton trade, especially during the cotton | 


telegraphists, fully qualified, have recently 
been passed over in the Brighton tele- 
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graph office ; and whether the Postmaster | 


General can state why the usual condi- 
tions have been departed from in this 
case. 


Mr. HANBURY: The Tweedmouth 
Committee reported on the subject of 
promotion— 

“ We feel that promotion to the supervising 
classes should not be regarded as a matter of 
right or of seniority. It is the interest both 
of the public and of the Post Office service that 
the supervising classes should be composed of 
servants the most fitted to supervise, and men 
should be selected for these posts on the ground 
of their proved capacitity in all respects to fill 
them efficiently.” 


Ina recent case at Brighton the officer 
standing No. 4 on his class was certified 
to be the best qualified to perform the 
duties of the post to which he was pro- 
moted, and his promotion was strictly in 
accordance with the principles above laid 
down. I shall be glad to show the hon. 
Member the Papers. 


CIVIL SERVICE WRITERS’ PENSIONS. 

Mr. AUSTIN (Limerick, W.): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the writers or temporary copyists 
who came into the service between 
September, 1870, and August, 1871, in 
reply to advertisements of the Civil 
Service Commissioners, and were since 
appointed to permanent posts, are allowed 
to reckon for pension purposes the tem- 
porary service rendered by them between 
September, 1870, and August, 1871, as 
equivalent to that rendered by the old 
class of writers who are allowed, under a 
Treasury Minute, to count all their tem- 
porary service for pension. 


Mr. HANBURY: The writers in 
question were appointed after the Order 
in Council of 4th June, 1870, usually on 
a scale rising by annual increments. In 
1871 it was decided to end this system, 
and the men appointed under it were 
given their choice between («) retiring 
with a gratuity, (+) continuing their 
service at a rate of remuneration equal 
to their existing emoluments, and (ec) 
retiring with their gratuity and then 
entering themselves upon the ordinary 
register as temporary copyists at 10d. an 
hour. In the last case they were allowed 


to reckon for pension purposes their | 


service prior to 19th August, 1871, on 


condition that they repaid the gratuity | 


and thet they were transferred to the 
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Establishment without interruption of 
service. 


ENNIS SUB-POST OFFICE. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: T beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, if 
he will favourably consider the establish- 
ment of a sub-post office in Mill Street, 
Ennis. 

Mr. HANBURY: I find that the pro- 
posed site would be less than 300 yards 
distant from an existing town sub-office 
in Jail Street, and only a little more than 


that distance from the head office. It is 
considered that in having two post 


ottices a town of the size of Ennis is 
sufficiently well served, this accommoda- 
tion being quite equal to what is usually 
afforded at towns of similar size and 
importance. 


Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: They 
want three. 

BOAT COMMUNICATION BETWEEN 
FOYNES AND KILRUSH. 

Mr. WILLIAM REDMOND: I beg 
to ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the 
Government will consider the advisa- 
bility of subsidising and_ establishing 
during the coming season a boat service 
between Foynes and Kilrush for the con- 
venience of tourists who may desire to 
visit those districts. 


THe ATTORNEY -GENERAL For 
IRELAND (Mr. ATkinson, Londonderry, 
N.) (for Mr. G. W. BALFour): There are 
no funds available under the Railways 
(Ireland) Act, 1896, for the purpose of 
subsidising and establishing a boat service 
between the places mentioned in the 
question. 


PAUPER LUNATICS IN BELFAST. 

Mr. WOLFF (Belfast, E.): I beg to 
ask the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland whether the in- 
spectors of lunatic asylums in Ireland 
have frequently in their reports for some 
years past urged the necessity of provid- 
ing additional accommodation for pauper 


lunatics in Belfast ; and whether a suit- | 


able site has been secured and plans for a 
new asylum have been completed two 
years ago and approved by the board of 


control and the governors of the lunatic 
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heen begun, although the inspectors now 
urge for the additional accommodation. 


Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
rouR): The reply tothe first paragraph is in 
theaftirmative. Asregards the second para- 
graph, the Board of Control having been 
abolished by the provisions of the Local 
Government (Lreland) Act, 1898, it was 
deemed advisable to defer the erection of 
the new building until the Asylum Com- 
mittee, to whom the functions of the late 
board of control were transferred, came 
into office. The Committee recently con- 
sulted an independent expert in asylum 
architecture with regard to the plans, and 
his report is now under their considera- 
tion. 


BALLYSHANNON PETTY SESSIONS— 
MR. MOONEY, J.P. 

Mr. WILLIAM JOHNSTON (Belfast, 
S.): IL beg to ask the Chief Secretary to 
the Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether 
his attention has been called to the re- 
port of the Ballyshannon Petty Sessions, 
held on Tuesday, the 27th March, at 
which Mr. Patrick A. Mooney, J.P., was 
fined 10s. and costs for an assault on Mr. 
John Mulligan on the 17th of March ; 
and whether he will bring the matter 
hefore the notice of the Lord Chancellor 
of Ireland. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FouR): My attention has been directed 
to a report of the proceedings referred to 
in the first paragraph. The matter has 
already been brought to the notice of the 
Lord Chancellor, and is now under his 
consideration. 


CARNDONAGH LOAN FUND SOCIETY— 
RECEIVER'S REMUNERATION. 

Mr. T. B. CURRAN (Donegal, N.): I 
beg to ask the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland whether Mr. 
Baird, of Moville, has been appointed re- 
ceiver over the dissolved loan fund society 
at Carndonagh, County Donegal, at a 
salary of £50 per annum; and, if so, out 
of what funds will this salary be paid ; 
whether he is aware that the usual sys- 
tem of payment to receivers holding 
similar positions is at the rate of 5 per 
cent. commission and expenses; and 
whether any competent applicant from 
the town of Carndonagh applied for the 
receivership upon such terms. 

Mr. ATKINSON (for Mr. G. W. Bat- 
FOUR): Mr. Baird, of Moville, has been - 
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appointed receiver over the Carndonagh 
Loan Fund Society, not at a salary of 
£50 per annum or any other fixed annual 
sum, but at a commission, or percentage, 
to be hereafter decided upon, which will 
be paid from the assets of the dissolved 
society. The answer to the second 
inquiry is in the affirmative. The clerk 
of the local loan fund applied for the re- 
ceivership without specifying any terms 
as to the payment. The Loan Fund Board, 
in the exercise of their undoubted rights, 
preferred the other applicant. 


WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
DUBLIN CASE. 

Mr. AUSTIN: I beg to ask the First 
Lord of the Treasury whether his atten- 
tion has been called to the case of a man 
named James Carroll, who was killed on 
the 15th July last year by an accident in 
the discharge of his duties as employee of 
Messrs. Watkins and Company, brewers, 
of Dublin ; whether he is aware that this 
man left a widow and three children un- 
provided for, and that the Court of 
Appeal held that this case did not come 
within the operation of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act of 1897, because the 
accident did not actually occur on the 
premises of the brewery; and whether 
the Government intend to take any steps 
to extend the Act so as to cover accidents 
of this kind. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I have no 
knowledge of the facts of the case referred 
to in the hon. Gentleman’s question, nor 
do I know whether he has accurately re- 
presented the legal decision ; but it has 
never been denied by my right hon. friend 
the Home Secretary that the Act would 
require some amendment, and I believe 
he has more than once stated that there 
are points on which the Act might not 
only be amended but extended with 
advantage. 


ACT— 


SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMPTION 
FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Motion made, and Question put, ‘ That 
the proceedings on the Adjourned Debate 
on the Motion for the appointment of a 
Joint Committee on Municipal Trading, if 
under discussion at Twelve o'clock this 
night, be not interrupted under the 
Standing Order, Sittings of the House.” 


- (Mr. Ais de Balfour.) 


The House divided :—Ayes, 185 ; Noes, 
92. (Division List No. 97.) 
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RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF ACCI- 


DENTS) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
‘That the Bill be now read a second 
time.” —(M/r. Seer tery Ritchie.) 


*Mr. TENNANT (Berwickshire): 1! 
think that in welcoming this Bill I shall be 
expressing the sentiments of the whol 
House. ‘There are only two points in 
connection with this measure upon which 
1 will venture to offer any remarks. 
Those points are, firstly, the arbitration 
proposals, and, secondly, the class of 
workers who will not come under the 
protection of the Bill proposed by the 
right hon. Gentleman. Upon the point 
of arbitration I would only say that we 
have an analogy under the Factory Act, 
which I venture to think has worked 
very disastrously to workers in factories 
und workshops. I regret very much that 
this system has found its way into the 
Bill of the right hon. Gentleman. I 
under elie iat the railway servants of 
the country have accepted the tribunal 
which he proposes for determining cases 
in dispute, and I only wish upon this 
point to offer a prophec y that the railway 
servants will live to regret their accept- 
ance of the arbitration proposals under | 
this Bill, I wish now to come to my 
second point, namely, that of the large 
body of railway servants who undergo all 
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the dangers and risks of shunting, and of 
all other operations incidental to railway 
working, and who will not come under 
the scope of the right hon. Gentleman’s Bill; 
I mean the workers upon locomotives in 
factories. I have been four years the chair- 
man of a Committee appointed to inquire 
into and report upon certain miscellaneous 
dangerous trades, which made a Report 
upon this subject in 1896, and we made 
eighteen specific and definite reeommenda- 
tions, which are evidently of a similar 
character to those which are anticipated 
under this Bill. I should like to call the 
attention of the right hon. Gentleman to 
the Report of that Committee to which 
[ have alluded, especially to the schedule 
of accidents in Appendix [V. The record 
of those accidents is not complete, 
and it was impossible for the Committee 
to get an absolutely complete list of the 
accidents which occur to those employed 
upon locomotives in factories. The list 
has been compiled from all the avail- 
able sources, such as the Returns of 
Her Majesty’s inspectors of factories, 
Board of Trade Returns, reports from 
trade union _ secretaries, newspaper 
reports, etc. That is the case we 
have to meet, and I doubt whether it is 
in the power of the right hon. Gentle- 
man or any of his colleagues in other 
Departments to get a c mplete list of the 
accidents to the men employed upon loco- 
motives in factories which do not come 
under the Board of Trade. There were 
fourteen fatal accidents between October, 
1894, and December, 1895, in one small 








1279 


district in the North-east of England | 
alone. I claim for these men working on 
locomotives in factories the same protec- 
tion as is being offered to the men work- 
ing on the great trunk railways. I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to look 


Railways (Prevention 


very carefully into the Report which I 


have alluded to. I have asked questions 
repeatedly upon this question in this 
House. On the 20th July of last year* 
I asked the right hon. Gentleman the 
Home Secretary— 

** Whether his attention has been called to 
the case of George Burnam, who recently 
received fatal injuries while shifting a bogie 
along some rails at Messrs. Caimmell’s works, 
Shettield ; and whether, in view of the rider 
added by the coroner's jury to their verdict of 
accidental death, which was to the effect that 
there was not sufficient room at the sides of 
the line for the men to work in safety, he will 
consider the advisability of issuing, at an early 
date, special rules embodying the recommen- 
dations of the Dangerous Trades Committee 
which apply to the use of locomotives in 
factories.” 


And the right hon. Gentleman replied 

“Tam making inquiries into the case re- 
ferred to. As regards the second paragraph of 
the question, the dangers attending the use of 
locomotives in factories seem to be closely con- 
nected with the questions which have been 
referred to the Royal Commissiou on Accidents 
to the Servants of Railway Companies and 
Truck Owners, and [ must await the Report 
of the Commission before deciding as to the 
issue of special rules on the subject. In the 
meantime, the factory inspectors will do their 
best to secure improvement of the conditions 
where possible.” 


My point is that these mer. are now out- 
side the Board of Trade regulations, and 
here is a unique opportunity to include 
them under this Bill now that this 
measure is before the House. No protec- 
tion whatever is offered for these railway 
servants. When I received that answer 
from the Home Secretary I forwarded it 
to Lord James, who replied that he would 
do the best he could, although he was 
afraid that the matter did not come 
within the scope and power of his Com- 


mittee. I particularly ask the right hon. 
Gentleman’s attention to this matter, 
because if he does not take these men 


into his Bill I do not really see how they 
are to get any protection at all. I am 
simply asking the right hon. Gentleman 
to extend to these men that protection 
which they deserve, and which he is 
extending to similar servants upon the 


* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixxiv., page 1,376. 


Mr. Tennant 
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great trunk lines. If the right hon. 
Gentleman will look at page 14 of the 
Report of the Royal Commission he will 
see what they say in regard to “dead” 
buffers. They say— 

“ The evil effects of the dead buffers, espe- 
cially upon the railway traffic and rolling stock, 
were so clearly recognised by the railway com- 
panies that in 1889 a resolution was passed by 
the associated companies resolving that no 
wagons having dead butfers built after that 
date should be received on the line of any 
company—and by this resolution the owners 
of such wagons, for the most part private 
persons or bodies other than railway companies, 
are bound.” 


of Accidents) Pil. 


If private owners and private persons are 
now bound by that rule, surely they might 
be bound also by the rules which he pro- 
poses to make under this Bill. I do ask 
him either to accept my proposition that 
these persons should come within the 
scope of this Bill, or else that he should 
bring pressure to bear upon the Home 
Secretary to induce him to bring them 
within the scope and protection of the 
Bill which the right hon. Gentleman kas 
under his charge. 

Mr. LYTTELTON (Warwick and 
Leamington): I desire to express my 
gratitude to the Government and to the 
right hon. Gentleman on behalf of my 
constituency, which contains a good many 
railway men, for having introduced this 
measure. I consider that it is very credit- 
able to the Government that they have 
not disappointed us with regard to social 
legislation because of the war. Many of 
us at the general election gave very strong 
expressions of our desire to further social 
legislation, and it certainly is a matter ot 
very great importance to those ot 
us who did so to see a_ Bill 
of this character brought forward. 
It scems to me that this Bill falls within 
the category of those measures which, 
without doing an injustice to the rich, 
confers a most emphatic boon upon the 
poor. This Bill, | think, will save many 
violent deaths and prevent the infliction 
of many agonising injuries if it is passed 
into law. I should like to say one word 
of very hearty congratuiation to the 
Royal Commission which sat upon this 
matter, and particularly to Lord James 
who presided over it. It is not infre- 
quently the case with Royal Commissions 
that there is a tendency on the part of 
those who form them to endeavour to 


‘accentuate their differences rather than 
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the reverse. In the case of this Royal 
Commission, presided over with wonderful 
tact and judgment by Lord James, its 
members appear to have had a most 
sincere desire not to accentuate but to 
isolate differences, and after sitting 
eighteen days they have arrived at a 
condensed Report thoroughly to the point, 
and which, if it is embodied in this Bill, 
will bring a very great amount of benefit 
to those immediately concerned. As for 
the need for this legislation, out of 
400,000 railway employees, 500 lives are 
lost every year on our railways. In round 
numbers, I think there are 12,400 
men injured every year on the same rail- 
ways. This country might engage in a 
not inconsiderable war. and the result 
would not be more calamitous than a 
single year of these accidents on rail- 
ways. These facts will all be found in 
the Report of the Royal Commission. — I 
am not putting forward for the moment 
that there is any strict analogy between 
the case of passengers and railway em- 
ployees, but it is very significant that, 
whereas in the case of railway employees 
no less than 1:24 per thousand are killed 
and 31 per thousand are injured in a 
year, of passengers only one in 7,000,000 
is killed and only one in 568,000 is 
injured. It must be remembered that 
these figures include the men employed 
during all hours of the day and night, 
who are rushing over stations and facing 
points, and who have to deal with every 
conceivable kind of passengers, however 
idiotic. I think it isa great tribute to 
the great railways of this kingdom that 
they carry their passengers with such a 
marvellous result. Here I wish to pay 
also a tribute to the members of the great 
railway interests who were members of 
this Royal Commission—men like Sir 
George Paget and Sir Charles Scotter— 
tor there was not a voice put forward on 
behalf of the great railway companies on 
this Commission to criticise these pro- 
posals ; not a voice was heard in opposi- 
tion on the ground of the expense which 
undoubtedly must ultimately fall upon 
the companies, who will have to put 
these proposals in force. So much with 
regard to the deaths that are caused 
every year on our railway system. 
lhe House will also be interested to know 
that the injuries which occuron our railway 
systems are enormous ; 12,378 men on an 
average ave injured every year, and I do 
not think [ am exaggerating when I say 
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that the injuries sustained by railway 
servants are generally of a very serious 
character indeed. They do not work, as 
many men work, with horses, which have 
the generous impulse to step aside when a 
man meets with a fall. Railway servants 
work on iron, and among wagons having 
great momentum and containing heavy 
weights. The accidents to shunters and 
platelayers from trains running along the 
lines are, as a rule, very serious, and 


do not give the victim a_ second 
chance. There are some very remark- 


able figures in the subject contained in a 
recent Board of Trade Return. Of men 
working on the permanent way ninety- 
nine on an average are killed, and only 
239 injured. That is to say that nearly 
half the men who meet with accidents on 
the permanent way are killed outright. 
That will enable the House to form a 
judgment of the serious character of the 
injuries that are inflicted on them. It is 
worse still with regard to the men whose 
duty it is to stand on or cross the line. 
One hundred and twenty-three of these 
men on an average are killed every year, 
and 245 injured, or more than 50 per 
cent. are actually killed outright. The 
House will thus see the remorseless charac- 
ter of the injuries inflicted on these men. 
I remember reading a book written by 
a very clever man, who imagined a state 
of things far in advance of the present 
time, and one of the things he pictured 
was a number of machines broken up by 
the enlightened people of the period 
because of the injuries they had inflicted. 
That is not, of course, a practical proposal, 
but it illustrates the character of the life 
these men have to lead, and the dangers 
they have to face. | have said enough as 
to the urgency of this measure. It was 
unanimously recommended by a Royai 
Commission, compcsed of members repre- 
senting the railway servants and the great 
railway interests, and I think it is honour- 
able to the railway companies that they 
have not opposed these reforms, burden- 
some though they may be, and it is honour- 
able also to the representatives of the 
railway servants who have accepted 
these benefits in the spirit in which 
they have been offered. One word as to 
the procedure of this Bill. The hon. 
Gentleman who preceded me, and who is 
more familiar than I am with the Factory 
Acts, uttered a note of warning with re- 
gard to what he called the arbitration 
provision in this Bill,which he considered 








1283 Railways (Prevention 
to be analogous to that in the Factory 
Acts. I have always understood that the 
objection which exists to the arbitration 
clause in the Factory Acts is that the 
responsibility of the Home Office is dele- 
gated to an arbitrator outside the oftice. 
In this Bill the proposal is that the Board 
of Trade shall certify the dangerous 
trade, and shall initiate legislation 
after inquiry, and there’ is an 
appeal not to an outside arbitrator, 
but to the Railway Commission, which 
consists of railway experts presided over 
by a judge. The hon, Gentleman may 
therefore console himself if he imagines 
that there is a similar provision in this 
Bill to that in the Factory Acts. The 
proposal is quite different, and the tri- 
bunal of appeal has no analogy to that in 
the Factory Acts. This Bill, of course, 
embodies a tendency which is very fre- 
quent of putting additional work—I may 
almost say legislative power—on one of 
our great Departments of State. It is 


far too late now to object to such a ten- | 


dency. But I would point out, and I 
think my right hon. friend the Pre- 
sident of the Board of Trade has 
it in view, that it is worse than use- 
less to pile important duties on 
a Government Department unless _ it 
is also given an additional staff. A multi- 
plicity of duties has lately been imposed 
on the Board of Trade. It has to decide 
important engineering questions, to decide 
whether they will affect the trade of the 
country, whether they are reasonable or 
not under all the circumstances, and what 
period should be given to carry them out. 
These are all very difficult questions 
indeed, and deserve that a great deal of 
time should be spent on them. My last 
word will be that [ trust the recommenda- 
tion of the Royal Commission that a sub- 
stantial addition should be made to the 
staff of the Board of Trade will find 
acceptance not only from my right hon. 
friend the President of the Board of 
Trade, but also from a more important 
body—the Treasury. 


*sirn J. W. PEASE (Durham, Barnard 
‘astle): [have listened to the comments 
of the hon. and learned Gentleman with 
considerable interest. He devoted a great 
portion of his speech to the injuries which 
railway servants receive. That is one of 
the melancholy facts connected with the 
carrying on of what are known as 
dangerous trades, and if it were not so the 


Mr. Lyttelton, 
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‘House would not be as unanimous as it 
is in passing the Second Reading of this 

3il]. At the same time, I would wish to 
enter a caveat, as one who has been in- 
terested all my life in two very dangerous 
trades—mining and railway work—and 
as one who has, perhaps, a longer ex- 
perience than any other Member of this 
House in these trades. What I am a little 
afraid of is that the Bill does not clearly 
detine what the duties of the Boardof Trade 
are and what are the duties of the railway 
companies. The Bill isvery generally drawn 
—rather confusingly drawn, if I may say 
so, with all due deference to the right 
hon. Gentleman's draughtsman. It does 
not deal with specific points, and that is 
a great disadvantage. I think, also, 
there is danger in taking responsibility off 
the shoulders of those who ought to bear 
it, and placing it in the hands of the Board 
of Trade and officers of the Government. 
It is most dangerous to those employed 
in the management of railways to take 
away the responsibility which ought to 
devolve on them. After a long experience 
of railway matters I can say that there 
is nothing that railway companies are 
more ready to adopt than anything 
which will prevent the terrible accidents 
which are so frequently before the House. 
So far as my vote is concerned, it will go, 
as it has gone on other occasions where 
dangerous trade were concerned, in favour 
of doing everything that can be done in 
order to diminish the risk of accidents. A 
very excellent table drawn up by one of 
the railway managers was submitted in 
evidence before the Royal Commission. 
It shows that, taking the deaths from 
accidents in mines and on railways, that 
freedom from the Board of Trade in the 
case of railways has had the very same 
effect as being under the regulations of 
the Home Office. In the case of collieries 
there has been a steady decrease in the loss 
of life under the regulations of the Home 
Office, and the same in the railway world, 
without the regulations contemplated in 
this Bill; not, however, that this Bill is not 
required. IJ find that from 1876 to 1881 the 
deaths per thousand in mines was 2°39, and 
on railways 2°61; from 1881 to 1885 2 and 
2-05 ; from 1886 to 1890 1°83 and 158; 
from 1891 to 1895, 1°52 and 1°52 ;and from 
1896 to 1898, 1°37 and 1°24. That shows 
that the Board of Trade or the Home 
Office cannot do everything, and that care 
‘must be taken not to discourage those 
regulations and inventions which em- 
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ployers of men are bound to provide. I 
know the right hon. Gentleman does not 
intend to take the responsibility off the 
shoulders of those who ought to bear it. 
[can see that all through his Bill. On 
some railway lines the loss of life is much 
evreater than on others, and that, of course, 
should command the attention of the 
Board of Trade. After all, these regula- 
tions mean that you bring employers 


who are careless of the lives” of 
their men up to the © standard 
of those who are most careful. 


That is a very great point gained ; it 
takes a good deal of the point off what 
my hon. friend opposite said to the effect 
that the railway companies are to be com- 
miserated. Ido not think the railway 
companies are to be commiserated for 
having to do that which is right and 
needful, to diminish the loss of life and 
reduce it to the smallest possible amount. 
But having done that, do not let us destroy 
the inventive powers of ingenious and prac- 
tical men emploved oi the railways of this 
country, to whom this country owes so 
much, by placing certain inventions under 
the patronage, as it were, of the Board of 
Trade. I think there was a very great 
catastrophe just averted in connection 
with automatic brakes a year ago. If the 
automatic brake urged so pertinaciously 
in one of the Government departments 
had been adopted, it would have ended in 
a complete fiasco. There is something to 
me very pleasant and very tempting 
about the idea of automatic couplings. | 
have paid some attention to the question, 
and I very much doubt if we have vet 
automatic coupling which is 
a safe coupling, and likely to bring 
about life than there 
old rudimentary 
The figures laid before 
us do not bear the test of accurate ex- 
amination. ‘Those who have seen these 
automatic couplings at work in Afnerica 
(practical men) have pointed out to me 
how under the English system these auto- 
matic couplings would not be equal to 
what is required here. If automatic 
couplings are adopted, which I quite agree 
it will be necessary to do sooner or later, 
and the sooner the better, we have this 
great dithiculty to face—they cannot 
he placed on the enormous rolling stock 
of the kingdom without a great deal of 
trouble and expense, although the auto- 
matic process may be applied to the new 
stock at comparatively little expense. 


got. an 


less loss of 
is with the 
couplings used. 
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Then you come to the difficulty in our 
large railway system of having one set of 
wagons with automatic couplings and 
another set without them, and your 
economic troubles begin. All these 
things have to be contemplated and 
thoroughly investigated when this Bill 
goes into Committee, which I hope will 
be a Committee of the whole House. The 
interest of the great transit trade in 
passengers and goods in this country must 
be very carefully considered ; but human 
life and the safety of human life ought to 
he the first object in view in this House. 


*Mr. TOMLINSON (Preston): [I am 
very glad to have the opportunity of 
saying a few words on this Bill, although 
I have not had the extensive experience 
of my hon. friend opposite. My experi 
ence is confined to working trate on a 
small scale on what is practically a 
branch goods station. I hope that this 
Bill, with some amendment, will pass 
this session. Perhaps the most useful 
clause in the Bill is the one providing a 
better system of inspection by the Board 
f Trade of dangerous places. This 
clause especially commends itself very 
strongly not only to those who take a 
philanthropic interest in preventing 
injury and loss of life, but to those who 
have a practical knowledge of the working 
of railways. [hope that the inspection will 
be so arranged that it will work as satis- 
factorily as the inspections which are car- 
ried out by the Home Office, and that the 
inspection by the Board of ‘Trade will be 
on substantially the same principles, 
which are approved of by men em- 
ployed on railways, and that care will 
be taken to prevent any clashing between 
the work of the two Departments. 
Passing from that, [ would turn to 
Clause 1. It is divided into three sub- 
sections, and in regard to the first, I think 
that the mode in which the subjects come 
under it and in the schedule is proper 
and right ; only | hope that some method 
may be adopted by which in some of the 
subjects there enumerated the time for 
carrying out particular alterations may be 
specified. I regret that there are two 
subjects dealt with in the Report which 
are not placed in that schedule. The first 
is loose shackles. I know that there is a 
greater degree of safety in coupling loose 
shackles than tight shackles; and I do 
not see that any great length of time 
would be required to adopt loose shackles 
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universally, The Board of Trade might, 
perhaps, fix it at a year and a half. The 
other matter that might have come in is the 
use of spring buffers. There is no doubt 
that coupling is more safe with spring 
than with dead buffers, and I do not know 
why the Board of Trade should not at 
once in the Bill lay down some regulation 
for providing spring buffers. There may 
be some question as to what the period 
should be within which they should be 
provided—the Report of the Commission 
hints at ten years; but from what I 
have heard, in some parts of the country 
it is thought that a longer period may be 


required, Another matter is signal 
lamps. The real danger of working 


signal lamps is that the shunter has at 
present to use both hands ; and it would 
be a great matter if a signal lamp could 
be invented which could be worked by one 
hand. Two workmen of my own spent 
their evenings last winter in inventing 
such a lamp; and it was tried by the 
London and North Western Railway 
Company. I do not know whether my 
hon. and gallant friend has seen it. I 
believe the London and North Western 
Railway Company have a lamp of their 
own, Which | understand is a better one 
than the one I have referred to ; and there 
might be a time limit within which the 
use of these lamps should be made im- 
perative. I think that some observations 
may fairly be made as to the very broad 
and vague lines on which the third 
sub-section is drawn. It really gives 
enormous powers to the Board of Trade. 
I do not understand why, with all the 
experience the Board of Trade have had, 
they should not by this time have been 
able to appoach the exact kind of thing 
which they think should be introduced. I 
suppose they do contemplate under this 
clause bringing in things of very great 
importance, because no doubt sub-section 
3 is the motive for Clause 12. Now, by 
that clause the Board of Trade may re- 
quire some expenditure to be made which 
would be a very severe burden on the 
railway companies, even compelling them 
to break faith with their debenture 
creditors. I infer that they allude to such 
things as the reconstruction of shunting 
sidings or the compulsory adoption of 
automatic couplings, which would render 
much of the rolling stock of the com- 
panies valueless. I think we ought to 
try in Committee to define more 
clearly what it is that the Board of 
Mr. Tomlinson. 
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|Trade want to do in these matters, 
With regard to this branch of the sub- 
ject, the Report lays down some _prin- 
ciples which ought to be observed. It 
says that where it is in contemplation to 
make general rules or specific orders care 
should be exercised so as not to unduly 
interfere with the trade of the country, 
The Board of Trade have introduced a 
clause which says that the Railway Com- 
missioners shall inquire into this. Now 
what I wish to draw to the attention of the 
House is that in the provisions which give 
these vast powers to the Board of Trade 
some such restrictions as the Koval Com- 
mission suggested should apply to their 
rules in the first instance. Such res- 
trictions should be inserted in the Bill 
itself, and the order required to be 
made should be subject to a provision 
against any undue haste being made to 
put it into operation. These orders of 
the Board of Trade may interfere very 
widely not only with the companies 
themselves, but with the general carrying 
trade of the country, and traders ought 
to be protected in some reasonable way 
in order to enable them to carry on their 
trade without undue apprehension. 
Although these may all be questions for 
Committee, it is only mght that we 
should sketch out those matters which 
we think ought to be dealt with before- 
hand, and to which the attention of the 
Board of Trade ought to be directed. Now, 
I should like to say just one word as to the 
Railway Commissioners. I am one of 
the few in this House who have 
been a suitor before the Railway 
Commissioners, and | do not think that 
anyone who has been before that body in 
such a capacity is quite satistied with 
that court. It is a very costly and very 
technical court, unable in many cases to 
give general effect to the decisions at 
which.it arrives. I do not know whether 
the Board of Trade considers that the 
existing machinery is adapted to the 
necessities of its present work. I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to say 
whether he has considered the present 
constitution of that court and what 
alterations he considers necessary to adapt 
it to the new work of dealing with rules 
and orders made under this Bill. These 
are a few of the matters I have thoughtit 
right to bring to the attention of the 
House, but there are others which will 
properly form the subject of discussion 
in Committee. So far as I am concerned, 
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I think every effort ought to be made to 
pass this Bill through Parliament, and I 
agree with my hon. friend opposite that a 
Bill of such extreme importance ought to 
be discussed in Committee of the ‘whole 
House. 


Tailways (Prevention {5 


*Mr. MADDISON (Sheffield, Bright- 
side): I am sure after the two speeches 


we have listened to—the one of the hon. 
Baronet, and the other of the hon. Gentle- 
man opposite, the Member for Preston— 
great hopes are held that the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade will be able to bring this Bill 
through all its various stages unaltered, 
unless it further improved in the 
direction of safety. In both the speeches 
to which I have alluded, the hon. Mem- 
bers who made them admit the need of 
this reform and also express their desire 
to promote it. The hon. Member for 
Preston, to whose speech [I listened with 
great interest, went into details, and spoke 
of spring buffers and other things, and 
appealed to the right kon. Gentleman to 
put them in adefinite way in the schedule 
of the Bill. Now, I am quite certain if 
the hon. Member and others representing 
railway interests pursued their course in 
this direction, and saw the right hon. 
Gentleman on the subject, that he would 
not be an opponent of the Bill in that 
direction. With regard to what has been 
said about the Royal Commission, I 
also must pay my tribute of respect to 
that Commission for the manner in which 
it has done its work, although I do not 
think for a moment that the Commission 
exhausted its subject. No doubt it had 
to sacrifice some little thoroughness of 
inquiry and investigation in order that a 
teport might be obtained quickly. I do 
not complain of that, and, much as [ am 
pleased at the introduction of this Bill 
by the right hon. Gentleman, Iam not in 
the jubilant mood of a great many hon. 
Members of this House. Railway men 
have waited too long for reforms against 
which no arguments have been urged 
except the one that they will cost 
money. The right. hon. Gentleman 
was good enough to grant a Return 
of ten years shunting ” accidents, from 
which it appears that ‘the whole number 
of men employed in this dangerous 
occupation —19,000—have been killed or 
injured during the last ten years. This 
is a matter which hon. and gallant Gentle- 
men will see the force of. 
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army of the soldiers of industry 19,000 
strong, and in ten years nearly every one 
of those men is put out of action 
at one time or other, a large proportion 
being killed. That fact in itself is 
sufficient to justify something being done. 
Last year many of us recognised that 
there was not sufficient force behind the 
right hon. Gentleman to carry his Bill, 
and I am only too pleased that to-day we 
have a Bill before us which stands a very 
fair chance of passing into law this 
session. As to the opinions we hold om 
this question, I may refer to the fact that 
in the Amendment I moved to the 
address last year, I asked for automatic 
couplings and a better inspection of rail- 
ways; the first the right hon. Gentle- 
man agreed to, the latter he did not. In 
this Bill I find nothing about automatic 
couplings, but the better inspection is 
granted. For more than a quarter of a 
century the Amalgamated Society of Rail- 
way Servants have been advoe: ating, at 
great expense, every reform indicated in, 
the Bill and some that are not, and it has 
taken the whole of that time for this 
House to consider the question. This 
Bill cannot be called a bold attempt to. 
deal with this matter, which is probably 
in its favour, as it increases its chance of 
passing into law. Neither is it in any 
way a final settlement, but it is a 
step in the right direction, and as 
such it will receive my hearty support. 
I do not wish, of course, to go into details 
on the Second Reading of this Bill, but I 
wish to mention one or two points which 
I think are worthy of consideration. In 
the first place I think the right hon. 
Gentleman might have taken a “stronger 
line with respect to the twelve scheduled 
items. The House will know most. of 
them. I venture to say that of these twelve 
items in the schedule, there is scarcely 
one—and I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade 
will agree with me—which ought not to 
be considered non-controversial. They 
are of such a kind as, looking to the 
course of the various debates, the « evidence 
before the Commission, and the Report of 
the Commission, must be placed in the 
category of railw ay reforms the necessity 
of which has been absolutely proved ; 

indeed some of these, such as brake 
levers, labelling wagons, and so on, the 
railway companies at their annual meet- 


| ings and through the railway papers have 
Here is an) 
| 


said, over and over again, are matters 
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which ought to be put into operation, and 
they raise no objection to them. But 
the clause contains these words, “ that the 
Board of Trade may make such arrange- 
ments.” I should very much prefer, of 
course, the word “shall,” and I think 
there is a claim for this provision because 
automatic couplings and other things 
which might be mentioned are un- 
dloubtedly at the present stage not in 
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the non-controversial category, and 
therefore the making of them 


compulsory would find, [ know, some 
considerable resistance in this House, but 
surely the matters about which we are 
all agreed might have been secured by a 
compulsory clause and not one which 
leaves it entirely to the Board of Trade. 
Indeed, I would say as to the general 
principle of this Bill, that the Bill is pre- 
cisely what the President of the Board of 
Trade will make it. With a bad Presi- 
dent and a lax Department this Bill is not 
worth the paper it is printed on, but with 
an active President and a sympathetic 
Department you could do almost anything 
with this Bill. It may be said that we 
never have bad Presidents or a lax De- 
partment. That isa matter of opinion, 
but I should like to have a safeguard 
against what may happen. The President 
of the Board of Trade would have been 
well advised with respect to those things 
about which we are all agreed if he had 
made them absolutely compulsory. — | 
have never in this House attempted to 
he arbitrary or reckless in dealing with 
the manipulation of railway trafic. Any- 
one who thinks that the complicated 
mechanism of railways can be made sub- 
ject to the whims and caprices of even the 
most eminent Members of this House does 
not know anything about it. So far as a 
reasonable time limit is concerned, I, for 
one, should not be an opponent at all, 
because I realise the delicacy and diffi- 


culty of dealing with this question. 
I see, I think, another defect in 
the Bill. These rules require to 


he applied to each company in the king- 
dom. Here, again, I think that there are 
certain precautions that are admittedly 
necessary, and not only that, but are 
admittedly practicable and easy to put in 
operation with practically no cost and 
with very !ittle time. I think that having 
once ascertained what these are, they 
ought to be put in operation on the North 
Eastern,the North Western, the Cambrian, 
and all other railways. Ov the contrary, 
Mr, Maddison, 
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there may be, I do not say that there are, 
certain companies that will require more 
pressure than other companies, sometimes 
rightly, and at other times wrongiy. | 
think the class of rules to which [ ‘have 
referred should be of universal appliea- 
tion. Tam a little afraid of Clause 4, 
It says— 


of Accidents) Bill. 


“The Board of Trade, in considering any 
objection to a draft rule, and the Commis- 
sioners in considering any objection referred to 
them, shall, amongst other matters, have 
regard to the question whether the require- 
ments of the rule would materially interfere 
with the trade of the country, or with the 
necessary operations of any railway company.” 
If that is just a pious concession to the 
railway companies I do not mind, but I 
cannot conceive of any great reform 
which would not be endangered by it. 
The small items I have referred to would 
not be touched by this clause, and that is 
why I want them placed in the same 
category. But how can you introduce 
any great change in railway appliances 
without interfering with the trade of 
the country, or with the necessary 
operations of any railway compalry ; 
There is such a thing as a continuous 
brake. The Board of Trade do not say 
to the railway company, ‘* You must equip 
your stock with a particular brake.” The 
Department says it must he equipped 
with a continuous brake which conforms 
to certain conditions which are laid down 
by the statute, and positively there is no 
danger of this idea of running some 
patent to death. I do not see why this 
clause should make any improvement 
subject to interference with trattic, because 
there are only one or two ways it 
can interfere. If it interferes in the 
sense that there are little difficulties in 
the transition period, I can understand it. 
The experience of America with respect 
to their automatic coupler was simply 
this: They passed a law that said, “ In 
five years all your stock must_ be 
equipped with automatic couplings.” They 
eventually extended the limit to two 
more years. At the end of these five 
years 30 per cent. of the stock in America 
was still being coupled by the old-fashioned 
method, and the railway men had to con- 
tend now with the automatic coupler 
and now with the hand coupler. In the 
first year or two of that dangerous work a 
very large number of lives were lost. 
But under this clause a railway com- 
pany might point out to the President 
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cause the men greater danger and inter- 
fere with our traffic,” and therefore I 
eannot think that these words are 
necessary. Of course, another method of 
interference would be to force ona railway 
company some appliance which would 
positively prevent them working their 
trafic. If that was pointed out and 
shown to be the case it would end the 
whole business with that particular 
appliance. Therefore, I do think there 
was no need for these words. I have 
only to say one word about the Railway 
and Canal Commission. I agree with the 
hon. Member for Preston in regard to 
that matter. I do not think the Railway 
and Canal Commission is an ideal body to 
he the court of appeal in a matter of this 
sort. In fact, I should rather have 
thought that they were about the worst 
hody that could have been selected for 
the purpose. The right hon. Gentleman 
may have other reasons which he will 
give us why this body was selected, but I 
certainly think we ought to be able to 
get together a small tribunal which would 
possess qualifications, | submit that in 
irying those appeals nobody except those 
possessing highly technical qualifications, 
it might he with the legal element in it, 
would he able to deal fairly with these 
questions. It is a question of fact, it is 
not a question of opinion, There will be 


allegations that appliances cannot 
vw worked, and that they can 
he worked. It is not long — legal 
rguments that are — required, but 


practical knowledge of railway work that 
can alone decide these matters, and | say 
that in the interest equally of the public 
and the men. I want to say in conelu- 
sion that I rejoice in the great work of 
my respected predecessor in the seat I so 
uworthily fill as compared with him 

Mr. Mundella. This Bill has been made 
lar more easy by the fact that he was the 
first British Minister who sent into the 
shunting yards and other places of this 
country two practical railwaymen. They 
have been able to get into the nooks and 
corners of railway work. Before then we 
ad most elaborate inquiries into the 
cause of loss of life to passengers, but you 
tilled your railway men, and all that was 
recorded of them was some paragraph in 
‘local paper which related the horrible 
uct. Now you have two men inquiring 
to accidents to railway men. When 
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of the Board of Trade, “If you you do put practical men face to 
introduce automatic couplers it will face with these great industrial dangers, 


I venture to say that not only this House 
but the country will respond readily and 
enthusiastically to the demand which is 
now. being made on the railway com- 
panies by the right hon. Gentleman the 
President of the Board of Trade, and I 
can assure him that there is a wide field 
that even his Bill has not covered. I 
believe that in all legislation of this 
character you should put human life 
before everything else ; and, secondly, you 
should remember that railways are com- 
plicated pieces of mechanism. If these 
things are borne in mind then great 
results will follow. 


Sir FORTESCUE FLANNERY (York- 
shire, Shipley): I desire to join in the 
congratulations to the Government for the 
introduction of this Bill. Of those con- 
gratulations I think the President of the 
Board of Trade in particular deserves the 
greater share, for the position in which he 
has been placed is one of extraordinary 
ditticulty. In regard to the remarks made 
by the hon. Member for the Brightside 
Division, it appears to me that they con- 
tain a certain amount of contradiction. In 
one part of his speech he expressed a cer- 
tain amount of enthusiasm in favour of 
the measure, and then he pointed out 
that the whole operation of the Bill will 
rest with the Board of Trade. I wish to 
say a word or two of reassurance to the 
hon. Member upon this point. Speaking 
from a considerable amount of experience 
upon this question, I believe [ am right in 
expecting that this Bill, if passed into 
law, would be the basis of very ener- 


getic action on the part of the 
Board of ‘Trade and the new. staff 
which, under the authority of the 


Bill, would be set up. I think the most 
important speech which has heen delivered 
so far is the speech of the hon. Baronet 
the Chairman of the North Eastern Rail- 
way Company. ‘The hon. Baronet stated 
that he and those associated with him 
would support this bill, and I think that 
assertion does more to support the action 
of the Government than any other state- 
ment which could be made in this House. 
[ should like to associate myself with the 
words of congratulation used by my hon. 
friend the Member for Leamington upon 
the conduct of the Government in regard 
to this question of the safety of railway 
servants. The position in which the 
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right hon. Gentleman has been placed is 
an extremely difficult one. Last year 
the Government introduced a Bill for the 
purpose of securing greater safety to rail- 
way servants, and that measure met with 
a large amount of opposition both inside 
and outside of this House. The result 
was that a Royal Commission of an ex- 
ceedingly representative character was 
appointed. That Royal Commission has 
set an example, for it has altered the 
whole character of the public estimation 
of Royal Commissions, which are usually 
regarded as a means of postponing a 
question. This Royal Commission set to 
work with remarkable and, I venture 
to say, with unprecedented energy. It 
took evidence of exactly the character 
required, and it has presented a Report 
which is the basis of the Bill now 
before the House, and I venture to think 
that there is nothing in the Bill which is 
outside the strict limits of that Report. 
I think the Government are resting upon 
a solid foundation when they bring in a 
Bill identical with the recommendations 
of the Royal Commission. The number 
of casualties to railway men, upon which 
such stress has been laid is, to my mind, 
even less appalling than the regularity 
with which these casualties year by year 
occur, and the remarkable way in which 
they have increased of late years. There 
are 500 men killed every year, and 
12,000 either maimed or injured every 
year on our railways. That 1s 
the story of all the Board of Trade 
Returns, and this slaughter has gone on 
year by year with scarcely any public 
attention being drawn to it. The Rail- 
way Servants’ Society have sought to 
draw public attention to the matter; but 
until my right hon. friend, impressed 
with the importance of this question 
and with the humanitarian issues which 
surround it, entered into the question 
by his Bill of last session, I believe 
that scarcely any attention had been 
given to the subject. To do the 
sharenolders and railway directors-—-who 
are well represented in this House— 
justice, I do not believe a single one of 
them would desire an increase of dividend 
or any economy of expense at the cost of 
a single life which could by any possible 
means be saved. <A large number of 
these accidents have now been proved to 
be avoidable, and of that there is no 
doubt whatever. I venture to say that 
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no financial loss to the railway companies | 


Sir Fortescue Flannery. 
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will follow the operation of this Bill. I 
shall be able to show during the short 
time I shall detain the House that there 
is a counter column to the account, and 
that there is a saving to be expected from 
the adoption of some of the provisions of 
this Bill, which I hope will be insisted 
upon by the President of the Board of 
Trade. So long as this House and the 
public thoroughly understand the effect 
of the Report of the Royal Commission, 
which clearly asserts that there is a 
possibility of saving life, then I am sure 
that it will be impossible, notwithstand- 
ing any detailed objection which may be 
made to the Bill, to avoid the passing of 
this measure practically in its present 
form. Allusion has been made by the 
hon. Member for Brightside to the system 
in use in America. [ was much struck 
with the words in the Report of the Royal 
Commission upon this question, which 
quotes a passage from the Message to 
Congress in the year 1889, sent by the 
President of the United States, in which 
he says — 

“It is a reproach to our civilisation that 
any class of American workmen should, in the 
pursuit of a necessary and useful vocation, be 
subjected to a peril of life and limb as great as 
that of a soldier in time of war.” 


Dealing with the avoidability of certain 
accidents, the Report of the Royal Com- 
mission uses these pregnant words— 


“ Having carefully considered the facts and 
ficures above set out, we have come to the 
conclusion that the deaths occurring and the 
injuries sustained amongst railway servants 
are unnecessarily great in number, and can, by 


‘means of authoritative action, be diminished. 


If we are right in this conclusion we feel sure 
that every class of your Majesty’s subjects 
will desire to see full and immediate action 
taken to diminish the preventible loss of lite 
and injuries sustained by a deserving portion 
of the community.” 


Until quite recently all this loss of life 
and limb fell upon the workmen, without 
any assistance except that afforded by in- 
surance funds provided by the railway 
companies. It is true that by a recent 
enactment of this House compensation is 


given to the survivors of the men who | 


lose their lives in the course of their em- 
ployment upon railways. But the very 
purpose of this Bill is that prevention is 
better than cure, and the prevention of 
all avoidable accidents, as stated by the 
Royal Commission, is the object: which is 


sought by this Bill, and it is an object 


which I venture to say this House un- 
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The | the due working of their traffic) for conducting 
| any experiments made by the Board of Trade 
| for the purpose of this Act.” 


doubtedly desires to see carried out. 
reasonableness of the Bill is based upon 
the fact that it is an extension of an ex- 
isting system of inspection of railways | That is an imposition upon the railway 
which have never had that system of in- | companies which I, for one, entirely sup 
spection extended to them before. The! port. It places upon the railway com- 
Board of Trade has had the power for | panies the conducting of experiments at 
many years of inspecting steamships | their own cost in regard to adopting the 
which carry passengers. This power is| best possible appliances. Automatic 
also possessed by the Home Office in rela- | couplings have been very successful in 
tion to mines and factories. The system | America, both from a humanitarian and a 
that will be inaugurated under this Bill | commercial point of view, and I know 


will be identical with the system of in- 
spection which has hitherto been so 
successfully carried out in regard to 
steamships, mines, and factories. ‘There 
is no sufficient reason why that principle 
should not have heen established long ago, 


that the North Eastern, the North British, 
the Great Northern, the Great Central, 


‘and the South Eastern Railway Com- 


panies—and possibly others—have been 
making experiments recently with auto- 
matic couplings, and I believe their 


and it is a matter for congratulation that | adoption will be ultimately extended. On 
it is now being established by this | the Great Northern automatic couplings 
Bill. I believe that the clothing of the | have been used in a way which has been 
Government railway inspectors with | entirely suecessfu. and __ satisfactory, 
increased authority as regards railways | although I do not know the name of the 
which they did not previously possess | particular patent which has been used. I 
will work no real hardship to the railway | believe that, when the difficulties attending 
companies, and will gradually reduce the | automatic couplings have been  over- 
waste of human life. The Board of Trade | come, the application of this improvement 





inspectors hitherto have not had the 
power of insisting upon the carrying out 
of these recommendations. I do not 
doubt that the Board of Trade will 
proceed cautiously, but nevertheless 
energetically, in regard to — safety 
appliances. In the system of appeal 
which is set up by the Bill there is 
really nothing objectionable. 


recommended them to the railway com- 
pany. There must, no doubt, be 
some sort of court of appeal, and I 
cannot sec that there is any existing 
tribunal which is more competent to deal 
with such appeals as may arise than the 
Railway and Canal Commissioners. 
Possibly with more experience it may 
he found that a new tribunal ought to be 
established ; but taking tribunals as 


they exist at present, I do not know | 


of any tribunal which would — be 
more competent for the purpose. ‘To 
do justice to the railway companies 
I should like to inform the House that 
upon this question of automatic couplings 
many railway companies are already 
voluntarily trying them. The Bill pro- 
vides that— 

“Tt shall be the duty of every railway com- 
pany to give all reasonable facilities (subject to 
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I do not | 
see anything unreasonable in the rules | 
which the Board of Trade may make, for | 
they can only make them after having | 


| to our English railways will not only be 
a material advantage, but it will be found 
in the long run that there is a substantial 
counter side to the balance-sheet by the 
adoption of automatic couplings. The 
advantages may be divided into three 
sections. In the first place there will be 
less compensation for injury, because 
there will be a fewer number of workmen 
injured ; secondly, there will be greater 
dispatch in marshalling—and on our large 
railways the clearance of the line with 
| greater dispatch is of the utmost import- 
ance commercially ; and, thirdly, there 
will be a less number of shunters required 
for doing a given amount of work than 
are employed at the present time, or else 
it will be possible to carry on more traftic 
with the same number of men. These 
matters, along with many other details 
‘mentioned in the schedule, are a fruitful 
source of accidents. There are the pro 
tective warnings to platelayers, the pre 
‘vention of obstructions in goods yards 
and sidings, and the maximum hours of 
labour for men upon whose vigilance the 
safety of the public depends. I am not 
sure that the scope of the Bill ineludes such 
circumstances as those which were brought 
to light by the accident on the Great 
Western Railway on the 27th December 
last, which formed the subject cf a 
question which I addressed to my right 
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hon. friend on the 29th March last.* In 
that case the men had been working for 
fourteen or fifteen hours, and it was 


stated that the cause of the accident was | 


the exhaustion of the engine-driver, who 
had been working for a continuous period 
of fourteen hours. That is a matter 
which seriously affects the safety of the 
travelling public. It not only affects the 
safety of the railway servants themselves, 
but there may be a great risk to the lives of 
hundreds of railway passengers. If the 
scope of the Bill does not include the 
revulation of hours in this respect, | hope 
the matter will receive the consideration 
of the right hon. Gentleman. There is 
one other point to which | should like to 
refer. The trail of the financier appears 
to me to be upon this Bill. I find that 
one clause of the Bill makes special pro- 
vision for the control by the Treasury 
uot merely of the amount to be expended 
under this Act, but also of the number of 
inspectors who may he appointed by the 
Soard of Trade. It seems to me that if 
under our constitutional system the Trea- 
sury must have the power of controlling 
the expenditure of public Departments, at 
least we should eliminate such questions 
as the limitation of the appointment of 
the inspectors who will be required 


by the Board of Trade to carry out 
this Act of Parliament. The num- 
her oO: inspectors required under this 


Bill will not be very high, and [ think 
that the Board of Trade may be safely 
trusted by this House to regulate the 
number, without giving special power to 
the Treasury to limit that number and to 
interfere with the action of the Board of 
Trade. I desire to support this Bill. 
After very careful consideration, and with 
the advantage of some practical know- 
ledge of the questions which under- 
lie this subjeci, | have no hesitation in 
suing that I believe this Bill will sueceed 
in achieving the objects for which it is 
intended. It gives a control never before 
possessed by the Government in relation 
to railways, and in comparison with the 
Bill which was introduced last year it 
seems to me to be a distinct step in 
advance from that point of view, and yet 
the railway companies accept the measure 
with almost entire satisfaction. If that 
is not a triumph of statesmanship and 
even of diplomacy fer the Government 
after what happened a year ago, then I 





* See page 700 of this Volume. 
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donot know what is. This Bill recon- 
ciles the interests of employers and 
employed, which in this case will prove 
to be identically the same. 


*Mr. RENSHAW (Renfrewshire, W.) ; 
We have just listened to a speech delivered 
by the hon. Gentleman the Member for 
the Leamington Division of Warwickshire, 
in Which he has paid a well-deserved com- 
pliment to the railway companies of the 
United Kingdom for the care and atten- 
tion which they have bestowed upon the 
question of saving the life and the limhs 
of those engaged in their service. | 
believe myself that there is no class in 
this House so interested in the saving of 
life and the avoidance of accidents on 
railways as those associated with the 
direction and mangement of the railways 
of this country. If evidence of that is 
needed, I think I might point, in the first 
place, to the ready acquiescence of the 
railway authorities in regard to the Com- 
mission appointed to make inquiry last 
year into this question. I might point to 
the fact that not only were there two very 
distinguished gentlemen associated with 
railways who sat as members of that Com- 
mission, but the railway companies also 
rendered undoubted service by the evi- 
dence which they were glad to have the 
opportunity of placing before the Com- 
mission. The Report showed the great 
adyanee which has been made in recent 
years in regard to the administration 
of railway matters from the point of 
view of the avoidance of accidents. On 
page 7 of the Report the Royal Commis 
sion state— 

“It is to be observed that, in respect of the 
operations of railway servants generally, 
accidents have during late years greatly 
diminished. Thus the total number of fatal 
accidents to railway servants was in 1872 three 
times as vreat as in 1898.” 

I take it that that is in itself a sufficient 
contradiction of the unfortunate state- 
ment which has been made by the hon. 
Member for the Brightside Division. I 
should like the House to bear with me 
whilst I place before hon. Members fac‘s 
which will show that even the language 
of the Report does not convey to the 
country and to the Members of this House 
the real state of the case. I wish to bring 
to the knowledge of the House figures 
which will show that during the period 
which has elapsed between 1872 and 1898 
there has been an enormous development 
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of railways going on in this country. In| 


1892 there were 15,800 miles of railways 


in this country, but in 1898 we had | 


92.000. The number of passengers car- 
ried in 1872 was 420,000,000, but in 1898 
the number was 1,500,000,000. In 1872 
180,000,000 tons of goods were carried 
on the railways, but in 1898 the total was 
379,000,000. I might go on quoting 
such figures, but I will content myself 
by saying that in 1898 newly four 
times as many passengers were car- 
ried, twice the quantity of goods 
and minerals, twice the train mileage, 
twice the number of engines, three times 
as many railway carriages were used, and 
the number of wagons in use was more 
than double than what it was in 1872. | 
do not know whether the figures are 
available or not, but I think it will be 
found that the number of servants em- 
ployed by the railways was nearly double 
in [898 what it was in 1872, so that the 
real proportion should have been six to 
one, if regard is had to the enormous de- 
velopment of the railway system. It 
cannot be doubted that, in common with 
merchant shipping, mines, and factories, 
the work on and about our railways must 
be classed as a hazardous occupation. 
Accidents, however, are sometimes due to 
contributory causes, and while we have 
no accurate information or statistics as to 
the number of accidents which happen to 
the working classes on the railways due 
to their own carelessness as compared 
with the accidents which occur through 
no fault of the workmen, I think there are 
some important figures in the possession of 
the House with regard to another class 
of accidents. In 1898, in accidents to rail- 
way passengers, there were twenty-nine 
fatalities due to the railway companies, 
while 128 passengers were killed owing to 
some action of carelessness on their own 
part, showing a proportion of rather more 
than four to one. When it is remembered 
that this great railway work is carried on 
night and day, at great speed, for long 
distances, one must feel how difficult it 
must be to exclude danger altogether, but 
all will agree that it is desirable to mini- 
mise it in every possible way. 
House itself, in the Bill which it passed 
in 1897 dealing with workmen's compen- 
sation, went a long way, if anything were 
necessary, to spur the railway companies 
to greater exertions than they were pre- 
viously making to ensure the safety of 
life and limb of those in their employ. 
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The hon. Member for Battersea sometimes 
contends that where insurance takes 
place there is no greater inducement in 
that direction under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act than before. That cannot 
be said in the case of railways. Railway 
companies are far too large aud important 
bodies to be able to insure themselves 
against the additional responsibility which 


the Legislature casts upon them by the 


Act of 1897. Therefore this House, by 
the passing of that Act, by the obligations 


‘thereby placed upon the great railway 


This | 


corporations of the country, has done a 
great deal to make those companies, even 
solely upon the ground of economy, con- 
sider, perhaps more carefully than they did 
before, the question of the safety of their 
employees. The Bill now under con- 
sideration is the outcome of the labours of 
the Royal Commission. I should like to 
call the attention of the President of the 
Board of Trade to a few points in which 
this measure seems to go even beyond the 
recommendations of the Royal Commis- 
sion. I do not offer these remarks in 
any critical or unfriendly spirit. I am 
quite sure that the Board of Trade have 
in the past heartily co-operated with the 
railway companies in endeavouring to do 
everything possible to minimise the risk 
of accidents ; but everybody associated in 
the management of railway companies in 
this country feels that it is eminently 
undesirable that a feeling should grow up 
on the part of those responsible for the 
management of railways that there is any 
divided responsibility in regard to the 
administration. But in whatever degree 
you put additional and new power in the 
hands of the Board of Trade or their 
officials, in such degree you take away 
from railway managers that responsi- 
bility which ought solely to rest upon 
them. The result of Clause 1, it seems to 
me, will be to enable the Board of Trade 
to make rules not only with regard to 
the specific subjects named in the schedule, 
but under Sub-section 2 a general power 
is given to make rules where the Board of 
Trade consider that avoidable danger to 
persons employed on any railway arises 
from any operation of railway service. 


'That seems to me to be a very wide 
'power, and one capable, if it were put 


into execution in a drastic manner, of 
going beyond the recommendations of the 
Royal Commission. Sub-section 3 of the 
same clause goes even further. Under it 
the Board of Trade may by rule require 


3 E2 
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the use or 
plant or appliances. 
those with whom I 
am associated in railway working to 
be a tremendously large order. It is 
so inclusive that there is nothing con- 
nected with railway work which may not 
come within the language of that sub- 
section, In fact, the sub-section stands 
apart from the second sub-section, and 
seems to imply that it: goes beyond that 
sub-section, and therefore it gives the 
Board of Trade much wider powers than 
those recommended by the Royal Com- 
mission. I should be glad to hear from 
my right hon. friend that it is not the 
intention of the Government that that 
sub-section should have that effect, and to 
have an assurance that Sub-sections 2 and 
3 are intended to be directed to the same 
object, and that it may be found possible 
in Committee to unite the two sub- 
sections so that there may be no dividing 
whatever on that point. 
the general power, I would remind the 


amongst other matters 
disuse of any 


This seems to 


House that the trend of present-day legis- , 


lation is all in favour of laying down 
specifically in a Bill the matters which 
are to be dealt with by the Board of 
Trade under it. Under the Regulation 
of Railways Act, 1889, Clause 1 provided 
that orders may be made for any of the 


following things; and then there were | 


specifically laid down the adoption of the 
hlock system, interlocking of points, con- 
tinuous brakes on passenger trains. That 
wasadefiniteand clearinstruction, and there 
could be no misconception as to what the 
powers of the Board of Trade were. But 
the language of this present Bill is so 
very general in its character that it might 
he taken to mean all or anything, and the 
effect. will be to reduce the feeling of 
responsibility and the desire to initiate 
reforms in regard to railway adminis- 
tration on the part of — officials 
who ought to be responsible for them. 
It is doubtful whether it is desirable in 
the interests of good administration that 
such wide and general powers should 
he given. If new powers are to he 
given, they should be restricted to special 
branches of work, especially to those 
mentioned in the Report of the Royal 
Commission, and which are in the schedule 
to this Bill. Last year’s Bill provided that 


orders in respect of automatic couplings 

should not be brought into effect for five 

years, and in regard to other points in the 

Bill it was proposed that a limit of two 
Mr, Renshaw. 


MONS} 
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| Years should be fixed. The Bill now 
| under consideration proposes no limit of 
| that kind, and J would urge upon the 
| tight hon. Gentleman that when the Bill 
is considered in Committee there are cer- 
| tain points in connection with which some 
| such limit should be inserted in themeasure, 
The important question of automatic 
couplings come within that category. No 
general rules on the subject should be 
issued until a Report has been received 
from the Committee to which reference 
has been made, and a certain time should 
be allowed to the railway companies to 
‘make the change asked for. There was 
one other point dealt with in the Report 
of the Royal Commission to which | 
should like to call the attention of the 
right hon, Gentleman—namely, the ques- 
tion of solid-buffer wagons. On this 
| point also the Report of the Commission 
goes hardly so far as the provisions of the 
Bill before us. The statement of the Com- 


With regard to | mission on page 14 of the Report is to 


this effect— 


“‘The consequence is that the number of 
dead-buffer wagons in use is yearly diminish- 
ing. The ordinary life of these wagons is 
stated to be from sixteen to twenty years, and 
as no new ones have been built for nearly 
eleven years the dead-buffer wagons would 
apparently all cease to be of service at periods 
varying from five to nine years. 


' 


'The Report then goes on to recommend 
‘that ten years would be a fair and just 
limit of time to impose. Since I saw that 
| Report I have made special inquiries upon 
| this subject, and I find that, taking two 
large railways in Scotland, the North 

3ritish and the Caledonian, the Report 
does not tally with the facts. Each 
of these companies has about 65,000 
of mineral wagons upon its system, 
58 per cent. of which are solid-huffer 
and 42 per cent. spring-buffer wagons. 
| On the Caledonian Railway system, sinee 
| 1889, 9,221 solid-buffer wagons have been 
| put on. The first mineral wagon with 
| spring buffers was put on in 1594, and of 
course all wagons building on that system 
be the present time are spring-buffer 
wagons. In addition to this number, 
which will show how large a proportion 
of solid-buffer wagons are still in use, 
about 20,000 traders’ wagons are to be 
| found on the Caledonian system alone, 
‘of which number only 3 per cent. are 
| spring-buffer wagons. The hon. Member 
| for the Brightside Division referred to the 
schedule, and to the practical unanimity 


i 
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in regard to the matters dealt with 
therein. I agree that on most points 
there is unanimity, but there are three 
points out of the twelve to which I should 
like to direct the attention of the right 
hon. Gentleman. Grave doubt is felt by 
those who are most experienced in rail- 
way administration as to the rule for a 
“look out” in connection with perma- 
nent way men. They prefer that the 
responsibility of the man in charge of 
the gang should not be diminished, but 
if there was a mechanical contrivance by 


which it was possible to warn the 
men it would be desirable as an 
aid, Another question is in re- 
gard to fouling points. | Notwith- 


standing the evidence given before the 
Koyal Commission, perhaps to some ex- 
tent as the outcome of that evidence, there 
isa very general feeling in regard to the 
question of fouling points that you may 
possibly render the work more dangerous 
hy the operation of new rules in regard 
to the marking of fouling points. At 
present one man is responsible for the 
operation of shunting, but if a divided re- 
sponsibility were set up under any rules 
in connection with fouling points in the 
shunting yards, great doubt exists as to 
whether more accidents might not occur. 
Another point is the working of trains on 
running lines without brake-vans. The 
language of the Report of the Com- 
mission is perfectly clear, because it 
contains the words “beyond .the limits 
of the station,” but the words are 
omitted from this schedule. I should 
like the right hon. Gentleman to insert 
that limitation, because otherwise great 
inconvenience will be caused to the work- 
ing of the railway system in many parts 
of the country. One other point is that 
there seems to be in the Bill no power to 
rescind rules. The Factories and Work- 
shops Act, 1891, provides specifically for 
the varying or the rescinding of an order. 
There is no such provision in this Bill; 
perhaps it has been overlooked. One part 
of the Bill deals with the question of the 
power to issue a specific order should the 
Board of Trade regard that as more likely 
to meet the necessities of the case than a 
general order. I should like the right 
hon, Gentleman to consider to what 
extent he can tell us the effect of a 
specific order in regard to any particular 


matter dealt with hy the Board of 
T tade, and how far it would’ be 
possible for such an_ order to 
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involve the acquisition of land. 
be perfectly clear to the House that 
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It must 


where a specific order is made in regard 
to some particular matter which has been 
the subject of a Report to the Board of 
Trade, that specific order might involve 
the acquisition of land. I think it ought 
to be clear that the railway companies 
are not to be asked to do anything other 
than that which they have actual powers 
to do. One clause in the Bill deals with 
the subject of capital to be raised where 
necessary for the purpose of paying the 
expense of works in which the railway 
companies may be involved by the opera- 
tion of this measure. That is important, 
because it shows that the Board of 
Trade contemplate the possibility of 
works being carried out of such a large 
character that they may involve a very 
considerable expenditure. On this point 
I should like to ask whether, having 
regard to the fact that railway companies 
are now working at very much greater 
expense than formerly—in 1872 the 
working expenses were 48 per cent. of 
the gross receipts, while in 1899 they had 
grown to 58 per cent., or an increase of 
about 20 per cent.—and that many of 
these works which might be ordered by 
the Board of Trade might involve expendi- 
ture not only out of capital but also out 
of revenue, the right hon. Gentleman will 
give us an assurance that sympathetic con- 
sideration will be given to an application, 
if made, to readjust the rates within the 
maximum rates the companies are entitled 
to charge, and that such additions should 
not be subject to Section 1 of the 
Railway and Canal Trattic Act, 1894. 
The coupling and uncoupling of wagons 
has been dealt with, but I should like 
to ask what the precise meaning of 
Clause 13 is. Is it intended that Clause 
13 should give the Board of Trade power 
to carry out experiments in regard to 
every conceivable subject connected with 
the railway system of the country? The 
clause provides that the Board of Trade 
may hold “ such inquiries and make such 
experiments as they think expedient for 
that purpose,” the purpose being that 
stated in Clause 1. Is that really the 
intention of this Bill? Is it not in- 
tended that these experiments should 
be limited to automatic or non-auto- 
matic couplings? On this point, [ should 
like to ask whether the liability in 
respect of accidents which may arise in 
the carrying out of these experiments 
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will also be borne by the Board of Trade 


and not thrown on the shoulders of the 
railway companies. I attach special 
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importance to the question of time being | 


allowed after the carrying out of the ex- 
periments for the companies efficiently to 
give effect to the recommendations of the 
Commission. 
Board of Trade will find it possible to 
satisfy us on some of the points I have 
raised, and that when this Bill is passed 
it will fulfil the highest expectations of 
the Government and its friendly critics, 
and that many lives may be saved and 
many injuries prevented. 


I hope the President of the ; 
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otherwise have been necessary to do. 


'The President of the Board of Trade 


I cannot say | 


this without paying a deserved tribute to | 


the splendid staffs of the railway com- 
panies; they are a noble body of men, 
doing their work in a splendid way, and 
I am sure they are appreciated not only 
by the companies which employ them, 
but also by the public whom they 
serve. I hope it will be found possible 
to make clear what precise railway 
operations are to be brought within the 
scope of the Bill, and that the danger of 
divided responsibility will be avoided. 1 
believe it is most desirable that in the 
future, as in the past, those answerable 
for the administration and management 
of the railway lines of the United King- 
dom should continue to feel that the 
safety of the public who travel, and of 
the servants who work on their system, 
is to them a matter of the first impor- 
tance and gravest responsibility. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, %.): I 
feel that the gratifying unanimity in the 
reception of this Bill and in the tone of 
the discussion has scarcely been broken 
by the numerous criticisms of the hon. 
Member for West Renfrewshire, who has 
just spoken. Everyone admits the evil ; 
everyone praises the Royal Commission, 
and I think that the Royal Commission 
deserve considerable credit for the 
manner in which they addressed them- 
selves to their work. Everybody feels 
that the State has now completely estab- 
lished its right to intervene in matters of 
this kind, and we have scarcely any of 
the old arguments in favour of the 
luisser Juire attitude with which we used 


to be favoured. I feel, therefore, 
that in that state of unanimity, 
and = =owith the Report of — the 
Royal Commission before us, one is 


really dispensed from dealing with the 
general aspects of the question as it might 


Mi. Renshaw 


very prudently put representatives of the 
railway companies and the wagon 
owners upon this Commission, and as 
they assented to a unanimous Report, it 
is hardly possible for the companies now 
to come forward and use any of the 
old arguments with which we are so 
familiar against the intervention of the 
State in matters of this kind. If it were 
necessary to justify that intervention, we 
could find sutticient cause why we should 
deal with railway more than any other 
employment in the fact that railway com- 
panies enjoy a practical monopoly, that 
in their own areas they are exempt to a 
very great extent from all competition, 
and that the State has given them excep- 
tional iprivileges, in return for which it 
may impose exceptional disabilities. The 
real point with which we have to deal in 
the Bill before us is as regards the powers 
to be given to the Board of Trade. I do 
not ses how it would be possible to have 
any Bill dealing with this subject other 
than upon the plan proposed in this Bill. 
We cannot possibly specify the particular 
kinds of work which are dangerous, the 
particular extent to which the danger 
ought to be guarded against, or the par- 
ticular distance to which even a Govern- 
ment Department may safely go in en- 
deavouring to put pressure upon the 
railway companies. These things vary 
from time to time. New inventions may 
make all the difference, and if you were 
to specify these matters in an Act you 
might find that the Act was practically 
obsolete and inapplicable in a few years. 
Besides which, it has been the experience 
of Government Departments, and _per- 
haps to a larger extent of the Board of 
Trade than of others, that more progress 
is made by having a flexible pressure, 
which may he increased in extreme cases, 
rather than a fixed rule to which every- 
one must conform. When you lay down 
a fixed rule you cannot go beyond the 
actual words of the statute, while, 
on the other hand, «a Government 
Department, entrusted with such powers, 
is amenable on the one hand to the legiti- 
mate pressure exercised in the House of 
Commons, and on the other hand to the 
legitimate resistance of those who manage 
private industries. | thing everyone's 
experience of any Government Depart- 
ment is—certainly mine at the Board of 
Trade was—that one was exposed to an 
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questions in the House, and Members 
like my hon. friend the Member for East 
Northamptonshire were constantly making 
demands upon the Board of Trade to go 
very far indeed in the direction of putting 
pressure on the railway companies ; and, 
on the other hand, the railway companies 


were able to impose a strong and effective — 


passive resistance; and the Board of 
Trade had reason to believe that it was 
doing fairly well, and acting with sub- 
stantial justice when endeavouring to 
steer an even keel between this opposite 
pressure from the two sides. I do not 
think it is possible to grant this reform in 
any other way than is now proposed, and 
therefore I am inclined to believe that 
the line taken in the Bill of specifying 
certain subjects as proper matters for 
experiment, and leaving a margin out 
side those matters into which the Board 
of Trade may like also to go, but at the 
same time subjecting the Board to an 
appeal and requiring it to observe certain 
conditions and precautions, is, on the 
whole, the best, and, indeed, the only 
plan. One of the criticisms which have 
heen made referred to the Railway Com- 
missioners. The scheme of this Bill is 
that the Board of Trade is to take the 
initiative, that it may make rules, but that 
those rules may be objected to by the 
companies or by the wagon owners, and 
that there is to be a sort of appeal to the 
Kailway Commissioners, in case the rail- 
way companies think too much pressure is 
being put upon them. The Railway Com- 
missioners are not an ideal body ; they 
are very slow, and I know they 
have not given perfect satisfaction. 
On the present Bill [ am glad to see that 
the appeal need not necessarily be to the 
whole of the Commissioners, but that 
power is given to frame rules under which 
the case can be heard by one Member 
only. That is a very proper course to 
take, and I do not think there will be 
auy greater difficulty in dealing with 
such an appeal than there is in a case 
which a judge has to try. A Railway 
Commissioner has practical knowledge of 


railway affairs, and it is better, instead of | 


summoning the Commission to debate 
these matters, that they should be given 
to one man to decide. I am glad to see, 
too, that he will have power to call in an 
assessor. In that way his position 
will be very much 
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equal amount of pressure from both sides. ; Admiralty 
On the one hand, there were constantly , 


‘this country. 
like that of an- 
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judge in his _ procedure. 
Something has been said with regard to 
the obstacles which will be interposed in 
this matter by the railway companies. 
The hon. Member for the Brightside 
Division of Sheffield seems to have a 
little fear that the Bill is too weak, and 
that the companies will be able to resist 
the Board of Trade, and that everything 
would depend on the person who was 
President of that Department for the time 
being. That may be, in a certain sense, 
true of all Departments, but it must not 
be forgotten that the Board of Trade is 
very amenable to pressure in this House 
The friends of the working men in this 
House are not at all slow to put on that 
pressure, and recent experience has shown 
that the House is not at all irresponsive 
to their claims. If the working men, 
through their representatives, choose to 
put on that pressure, [ do not believe that 
any Government Department could long 
withstand it. Iam glad to acknowledge 
that the railway companies have shown a 
very fair and reasonable desire to respond 
to the representations of the Board of 
Trade, out they are certainly slow, and 
want a little pressure. Anyone who is 
at all familiar with the railway system of 
the United States must be greatly struck 
by the extraordinary dilatoriness of the 
English companies in comparison with 
the American companies in introducing 
improvements both as regards the saving 
of life and the manipulation of traftic. 
Take the matter of automatic couplings. 
There can be no doubt whatever that 
the American railroad companies have 
been improving faster in this matter 
than we have in_ this country. 
Upon this subject I refer the hon. Mem- 
bers who questioned my statement to the 
report of Mr. Hopwood, which was laid 
before the House last session. There are 
some departments in which the waste of 
life on railways is greater than others, 
but in this particular case of automatic 
couplings America has been in advance of 
us. [fam not saying this to the discredit 
of English companies, but I am going to 
give an explanation of it. It is said, in 
regard to this question of automatic 
couplings, that the American car, with 
its bogie wheels and its greater length, 
and with the less aeute curves of the 
American railroads, is more convenient to 
its adoption than the railway system of 
That may he, but if 
that is so, why do we not in this country 
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adopt a better system of cars? I believe | the purview of the Bill, because it will be 


that longer cars, with bogie wheel arrange- | 
ments, would really not only effect an 
economy in themselves, but would lead to 
that better system of automatic couplings | 
which has resulted in so great a diminution 
of loss of life on the American railroads. | 


The American companies have shown us | 


the way in a great many points, and | 
am quite certain that if the English com- 
panies realised how much the American 
companies are in advance of them in many 
ways they would take far more pains 
than they do to obtain American ex- 
perience and to imitate American example. 
They have shown us the way by the 
speed with which they have introduced im- 
provements, though we have not yet 
copied them. They carry their goods at a 
greater speed, which, of course, may be due 
to the fact that there is greater competi. 
tion, or it may be owing to the difference 
in the system of management. In this 
country we have a chairman, a general 
manager, and a traffic manager, but in 
America these positions are to a great 
extent merged into one, under what is 
called a president of the railway, who is 
more autocratic, and who carries out 
these experiments in a_ bolder way 
than is possible under the more timo- 
rous method adopted in this country. 
[t is quite clear that automatic couplings 
are covered by Sub-section 3 of Section 1 
of this Bill, and the hon. Member for West 
Renfrewshire must not think that the 
sub-section by which they are covered goes 
too far. He will see that the sub-section 
contemplates all that was said in the 
Report of the Commission. It was clearly 
contemplated that all work of shunting 
carriages should come within the scope of 
the work to be done by the Board of 
Trade. Therefore the President of the 
Board of Trade could not give way, but if 
he did I hope the House would refuse to 
allow this necessary and valuable provi- . 
sion to be struck out of the Bill. Now 
there is a point with regard to private 
sidings, both as to the rolling stock on 
the sidings and the arrangement of the 
sidings themselves. These are now 
exempted from the operation of the Bill, 
which does not take into account sidings 
attached to collieries, brickfields, or the 
like. This problem has two sides. In 
the first place, as regards the rolling stock 
used on private sidings, that which is of 
the same gauge as the railroad and is 
used upon the railroad is clearly within 

Mr, Bruce. ’ 


/serious omission, 


carried on the railroad and must submit 
to the general provisions of the Bill, and 
all such stock used on _ those sidings 
must conform to the orders of the 
Board of Trade. But, where the 
sidings are so gauged that the stock used 
upon them will not run on the railroad, 
the rolling stock will not be touched 
by the Bill. That in my opinion is a 
because, aithough | 
believe there are fewer accidents in pro- 
portion to the number of people employed 
on these private sidings than upon those 
of the railway companies, it is un- 
doubtedly the fact that there are some acci- 
dents. There are enough accidents to 
make it necessary to have some regard to 
these particular sidings ; my impression is 
that the Home Office has never dealt 
with these sidings ; but this Bill gives the 
Home Secretary an opportunity of doing 
so. Whether he should deal with them 
or the President of the Board of Trade 
should do so is a matter between the two 
Departments ; but it is quite clear that 
the matter is one which should come 
under the purview of this Bill, and the 
sooner the matter is settled the better, 
and I hope the opportunity will be taken 
of including them either in this Bill or in 
the Factories Bill of the Home Secretary 
which is at present before the House. 
On the general question, I do not know 
that there is anything I wish to add, ex- 
cept to express my pleasure at the tribute 
paid by the hon. Member for the Bright- 
side Division of Sheftield to Mr. Mundella, 
to whom I believe this Bill is due. I see 
no reason to doubt, if the Bill is worked 
properly by the President of the Board of 
Trade, but that the railway companies 
will show the same desire to work with the 
right hon, Gentleman. I do not think 
the Bill is seriously open to the criticism 
of the hon. Member for West Renfrew- 
shire. I think it marks a great advance, 
and I heartily wish it a speedy progress 
into law. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
oF TRADE (Mr. Rrrcuie, Croydon): I 
wish to join in the expression of satis- 
faction at the manner in which this Bill 
has been received in all parts of the 
House. So far as I can see, not a single 
sentence has been uttered against the 
Bill itself ; all criticism has been directed 
to details more or less important. 1 
think the attitude which has been adopted 
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towards the measure by all those con- 
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cerned was due to the appointment of a | 
Royal Commission in which all parties 


had confidence to examine into the whole 
question, which was appointed at the 
request of the House last year. I am not 
one of those who find fault with the rail- 
way companies and wagon owners who 
took part last year in opposing the Bill. 
The Bill was founded on a Departmental 
inquiry, and I do not know that much 
complaint could be made against the 
companies when they said that, how- 
ever satisfactory it might have been 
to others, to them at all events it was not 
an inquiry before an expert tribunal, and 
they would not be willing for legislation 
to take place until such an inquiry 
had been made. I saw _ nothing 


unreasonable in that proposal, and I did | 


not think 
demanded 


the inquiry which they 
would lead to less demands 


being made than were made last year, but, | 


on the contrary, that a full inquiry might 
lead to legislation of even a more drastic 
character than the proposals then made, 
and the result has justified my antici- 
pations. 
which had the confidence of all parties 
concerned, and the terms of reference 
embraced were much wider in character 
than those included in the Bill last year, 
and the question was whether the railway 
operations or some of them were of such 
a nature as to require the House to deal 
with them. The success of the work 
of the Commission was largely owing 
not only to the skill, ability, tact, 
and businesslike capacity of Lord James, 
but also to the fact that all parties on it 
went into the matter with a desire to 
bring it to a speedy and satisfactory 
conclusion. The representatives of the 
companies on the Commission, Sir Charles 


Scotter and Sir James Paget, have done | 


a great public service in the work they 
performed, in the way they discussed 


the subject which came before them. 
The result has been eminently 
satisfactory. Not only have the Com- 


missioners brought their labours to a 
speedy conclusion, but their recommen- 
dations were unanimous; and when we are 
asked why we have introduced ¢his pro- 


vision into the Bill and omitted that, my | 


answer is that the Bill is founded upon the 
unanimous recommendations of the Com- 
missioners, and the Government have no | 
desire to go beyond them or fall short of | 
them. From the point of view of the | 
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A Commission was appointed | 
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railway servants I do not doubt that 
this Bill is more satisfactory than the 
Bill of last year. On the other hand, 
from the point of view of the companies, 
although a much more comprehensive 
measure, it is made more acceptable by 
the appeal which is given to the Railway 
| Commissioners, which would safeguard 
them against what they may consider to 
be oppressive action by the Board of Trade. 
‘So I do not doubt but taat the Bill, 
although it is of a more comprehensive 
character than the one introduced last 
| year, is more satisfactory to all parties 
-concerned. The framework of the Bill is 
the framework of the Royal Commission. 
I have been asked why only twelve points 
were dealt with in the schedule, and why 
we have not added to it. The reason is 
that Mr. Harrison, the general manager 
‘of the London and North Western Com- 
pany, on behalf of the Railway Associa- 
tion, expressed his agreement before the 
Commission with every one of these 
twelve points, and they were adopted 
by the Commission, and we _ therefore 
thought we were justified in adhering to 
them. Objection has been taken to the 
Sub-section 3 of Clause 1, which provides 
that the Board of Trade may make rules 
requiring, amongst other matters, the use 
or disuse of appliances. Even if the 
schedule were added to, general power 
of ‘this sort would still be necessary, and 
to omit that clause would so enor- 
mously damage the Bill that I doubt 


whether it would be worth — having. 
It is wanted for two purposes—for the 


purpose of carrying out the obligations 
of the railway companies, and there are 
many cases where it may be necessary 
where certain rules should be made ; but 
its main object is to secure that, where 
it is possible to obtain a coupling capable 
of application without requiring servants 
to go between the wagons, the Board of 
Trade should have power to make rules 
upon the subject. Much has been said 
about automatic couplings, but I never 
attempted to force any particular coupling 
on the railway companies; -nor has any- 
body at the Board of Trade. Mr. Hop- 
wood has been accused of strongly recom- 
mending a particular coupling, but he 
has never done so. Many couplings— 
| not necessarily automatic—may be applied 
without the servant going between the 
wagons, and I am told that it is not at 
all unlikely that a coupling of that kind 
would be brought before the companies 





1315 


and accepted by them. 
is to secure that the men shall not have 
to run the risk of going between the 
wagons, and any coupling, automatic or 
otherwise, which will secure that ought 
to be adopted. It has been said that 
nothing was said as to the time to be 
given tor the application of rules made 
by the Board of Trade. Surely no one 
would imagine that the Board of Trade 
would be so unwise as to adopt some new 
device without allowing ample time, and 
even if they were the Railway Com- 
missioners might he relied upon not 
to be so foolish. Still, if it is thought 
that some Amendment to secure this 
was necessary I shall not object to it. 
My hon. friend the Member for West Ren- 
frewshire seemed rather afraid that Sub- 
section 3 of Clause 7 may be interpreted as 
giving power to the Board of Trade to 
make rules applying to some operations 
of the railway companies which are not of 
a dangerous character. 
Sub-section 3 is a separate sub-section, 
and that it is not governed by the words 
of the previous sub-section. Well, I do 
not think there can be the least doubt in 
any lawyer’s mind that Sub-section 3 is 
governed by the general clause. I can 
assure my hon. friend that the Board of 
Trade do not intend to interfere in the 
slightest degree with the railway com- 
panies other than in operations of a 
dangerous character, and if there is any 
doubt on that point it will be made 
perfectly clear in the clause when the 
Bill gets into Committee. My hon. friend 
also asked one or two questions about 
certain matters in the schedule, such as 
the working of trains without brake vans, 
etc. I have to say that Mr. Harrison, 
the Greneral Manager of the London and 
North Western Railway Company, was 
examined by Sir Charles Scotter on every 
one of these points, and he assented to 
every one of them, and saw no difficulty 
in putting them all into operation. And 
until doubt is cast upon the evidence 
given by Mr. Harrison by some equally 
competent gentleman, I am inclined to 
adhere to the proposals he made, and to 
the recommendations in which he con- 
curred. The hon. Gentleman says we 
have taken no power to rescind orders ; 
but I imagine that we have power to 
make a new order, and in making a new 
order we could rescind an old one. My 
hon. friend also asked whether it was 
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intended to limit to couplings the power 
Mr. Ritchie. 


{COMMONS} 


The great object ' 


He says that: 
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of the Board to make experiments. | 
should be very sorry to have that power 
so limited. There may be many things 
connected with dangerous trades on the 
railways in regard to which the companies 
would be only too glad if the Board made 
experiments before attempting to deal 
with them by order. But every clause of 
the Bill must be read as referring only to 
dangerous operations; for the Board 
of Trade do not propose to make 
any experiments interfering with the 
management of lines. It is some years 
now since I myself became impressed by 
the awful loss of life and injuries to lim) 
which occurred in connection with opera- 
tions on railways; and no one who has 
examined the terrible statistics of killed 
and injured can doubt that it is a matter 
which requires the earnest and immediate 
attention of Parliament. It is not a 
matter which ought to be the subject of 
delay. Ifwe are convinced that by any 
supervision on the part of the State some 
at least of those lives can be saved, some 
at least of those injuries can be prevented, 
an imperative duty is cast upon the shoul- 
dersot the House of Commons to endeavour 
by legislation to secure this additional 
safety for railway servants. No words of 
mine can be half as strong, half as power- 
ful, or half as pathetic as some of the lan- 
guage used in the Report of the Royal 
Commission. It says— 

* Operations carried on by goods-guardsinen, 
brakesmen, and shunters represent a far more 
dangerous trade than any trade or process 
except that of merchant shipping.” 


And then it goes on to say further 

“ Lives that could be saved are lost, and men 
are injured unnecessarily.” 
Well, what a statement that is to make, 
and how it should make us all feel the re- 
sponsibility of sparing no effort to put an 
end to such evils. ‘The Royal Con- 
mission agreed to an unanimous Report. 
The Government have endeavoured to 
embody that Report in this Bill. We 


have not consciously added to it, 
nor have we consciously — taken 
away from it. We should _ resist 


any attempt to make the Bill fall below 
the standard set up by the Report of the 
Royal Commission, and I believe that 
our determination to adhere to the recom- 
mendations of the Report will be supported 
in all parts of the House. I believe that 
if we carry this measure into law, as | 
feel sure we shall dy very shortly, we 
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shall have done as good a piece of work for 
the saving of life and the prevention of 
injuries to a class of servants well deserv- 
ing of sympathy as the House has done 
for many a long day. I have been asked 


whether this Bill is to be taken in Com- | 
whole House or in the | 


mittee of the 
Standing Committee. I propose that it 
should be referred to the Standing Commit- 
tec. [am certain the matters which will 
have to be discussed will be more quietly 
and efticiently discussed in the Grand 
Committee than in Committee of the 
whole House. I rely upon members who 
serve upon that Committee to do their 
utmost to assist the Government in 
getting through with the Bill speedily, so 
that the evils which all acknowledge shall 
not continue one single day longer than 
we can help. 


*Mr. TENNANT: Will the right hon. 


Gentleman answer my question ? 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The hon. Gentleman 
referred to accidents which happened not 
on main lines of railway. 


sidings. ‘The Royal Commission made no 
recommendations on the subject of pri- 
vate sidings. But private sidings are 
under the administration of the Home 
Office, and no doubt the Home Secretary 
will consider whether the regulations 
which Parliament thinks it necessary to 


apply to main lines ought not to be ex- | 


tended to private sidings. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I wish to congratulate the right hon. 
Gentleman even more warmly on his 


speech than on the Bill, with every clause | 


of which I have the heartiest sympathy. 


I may offer a special welcome to this Bill, | 
because I am the only Member in this | 
House who has up to now obtained the | 
‘must know that the step we have taken 


assent of Parliament to the principle of 
this Bill, having, in 1886, succeeded in 
warrying to a Second Reading the Railway 
Regulation Bill of that year,* giving the 
Board of Trade power to deal with the 
questions of block-working, interlocking 
ot points and signals, continuous auto- 
matic brakes, and other points, as well as 
the question of couplings—in short with 
all the questions affecting the safe 


* This Bill was read a second time on 19th 
May, 1886, and committed to a Select Com- 
mittee. (See The Parliamentary 
(Third Series], Vol. eccy., page 1440.) 


{5 Aprit. 1900} 


This Bill only. 


applies to main lines, and not to private | be beneficial to the railway companies, 


vary for 


Debates | 2": : : : 
| inclined to support in Committee, is that 
‘ 
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working of goods-guardsmen, brakesmen, 
shunters, and other matters. was 
very sorry that this Bill could not be 
proceeded with owing to the dissolution 
in June of that year, because, as we are 
all aware, many of the evils to which 
the President of the Board of Trade 
has made such touching reference might 
thus have been prevented many years 
I will only deal with the broad 


ago. 
aspects of the Bill. The criticisms 
levelled at the Bill point to an 


interference on the part of 
the Board of Trade and an _ unneces- 
sary increase in the standard of 
expenditure which may be imposed on 
railway companies and the owners of 
private wagons. What I wish to insist 
upon is that in assuming this grave 
responsibility, it seems to me that the 
3oard of Trade is not only rendering 
good service in preventing accidents and 
| giving protection to railway servants in 
some of the more dangerous operations 
which they have to go through, but that 
/—though it may take some time—the 
ultimate economic effect of the Bill will 


undue 


to the private trader, and to all con- 
cerned, A real service which the 
Board of Trade will be doing will 
be, through central regulation, to bring 
about the highest standards and uni. 
formity of working and of appliances. 
This will tend to stimulate inevitable 
changes in the character of — the 
rolling stock and appliances used on 
railways, and which will eventually 
tend to the immense economic advantage 
of the railway system. Anyone who has 
gone into the conditions of trade, which 
are facilitated by the larger rolling stock, 
the immense freight cars used on¢Ameri- 
can railways, and the increased speed 
attained by their engines, and the great 
economies in working thus made possible, 


to-day must have economic results of vital 
importance to the railway system, as well 
as in their direct effect on the safety of 
the workmen. The period during which 
the changes ordered by the rules of the 
Board of Trade are to be carried out has 
heen wisely omitted from the Bill. It is 
obvious that the periods of time must 
different kinds of changes 
in the railway system. The only sug- 
gestion which I shall make to the right 
hon. Gentleman, and which I would be 
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words should be introduced in the Bill to | 
assure railway companies and private 


owners that adequate time will be allowed 
for carrying out experiments before rules 
and regulations are issued in regard to 
couplings. That is not made, as it should 
be, absolutely clear in the Bill as it stands. 
I may say that I have a slight preference 


{COMMONS} 


year 


for the form of the Bill as it was intro- | 


duced last year. The Bill of last year was 
precise in its provisions, while the present 
Bill, though enlarging the powers of the 
Board still further ‘and widening the scope 
of the Bill, does leave the Board of Trade 
more open to pressure. There may be 
pressure not only from the friends of 
labour in the House, but also pressure 
from behind the scenes by railway direc- 
tors and owners of private wagons, who 
have already more than once paralysed 
legislation of this kind when we were 
hoping the best results from it. I welcome 
the strong and decisive words of the right 
hon. Gentleman in regard to the third 
sub-section of Clause 1. He has made it 
perfectly clear that this Bill would not, 
in his opinion, be worth proceeding with at 
all if that portion of it were to be struck out. 
I sincerely trust that this spirit will govern 
the whole course of the Bill through its 
various stages in the House, and that we 
may also take these words to imply that 
it will be proceeded with in the same 
spirit when it reaches the other House. 
Having taken an active interest in this 
legislation from the very first moment 
| entered the House of Commons four- 
teen years ago, and having myself 
repeatedly urged the acceptance of these 
principles and similar provisions again and 
again in the House, I congratulate the 
right hon. Gentleman upon having so 
effectively carried out these objects in 
the present Bill, and in having thus 
associated his name with so admirable a 
piece of legislation. 


As re- 
valle ay 


*Mr. PURVIS (Peterborough) : 
presenting a great number of 


men, I trust I may take leave to intervene | 


Iniefly i in this debate, because I took ex- 
ception, in terms as strong as I thought 
good manners would allow, to the with- 
drawing of last year’s Bill by the President 
of the Board of Trade ; and so I am un- 


Twill go further. 
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|able; others that it was not attainable; 
and others, again, that it was not neces. 
sary. But now things have taken a turn, 
for the Royal Commission has shown that 
the Bill is very desirable. It reports that 
the deaths of shunters have risen in 
number from 3°6 in a 1,000 in the 
1895 to 5°08 in 1898; and 
that 78 shunters in every 1,000 
are injured. In the next place the Com- 
mission finds that the object of the Bill 
is attainable, for it reports what is even 
worse than the deaths and the injuries, 
It reports what is a grave indictment, 
that these deaths and injuries are more 
than need be, and can be diminished, 
And as to the Bill being necessary, the 
mere statement of all this at least carries 
with it proof enough that legislation is 
necessary to make the companies and 
other owners do what is needed to 
diminish the number of these deaths and 


of Accidents) Bill. 


injuries ; first, because etiect cannot be 
given to the recommendations of the 


Commission except by concert among 
the companies and owners, which concert, 
again, cannot be effectual unless it 
receives validity and sanction from the 
law ; for be the general public persuasion 
as prevalent as it may in favour of the 
proposed changes, yet it is not the special 
interest of any one company or owner to 
set the example. What is everybody’s 
business is nobody's business, and, conse- 
quently, in most cases it will he ill done, 
and in many cases not done at all. And 
Even if there were 
universal agreement among the com- 
panies, still it would need to be enforced 
by universal feeling among them, equal 
in compelling strength and rigour to the 
compelling strength and rigour of the law. 
But this is virtually impossible, because, 
amongst other things, one company or 
owner would feel the expense more than 
another. So much for the necessity for 
the Bill, How about the manner 
in which it deals with the sub- 
ject matter? The Report of the 
Commission declares that time is 
needed to do all that is required, but also 
declares that a beginning should be made 
at once. I agree. Ancient wisdom lays 


| it down that ‘the beginning is half of the 
' whole, and this Bill makes ‘the beginning. 


willing to give quite a silent vote in| 
“make. the companies and wagon owners 


favour of the amends he has made us by 
his present measure. 


Last year’s Bill | move in the desired direction. 


Now, there are two ways in which to 


One is an 


came to grief because some considered | | enactment in detail dictating everything 


that it had not been shown to be Seae-) | to everybody. 


Mr. Channing. 


‘ 


This was the method of 
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last year’s Bill—after two years brakes 
and labels ; after five years couplings and 
so forth. It seemed to many to stretch 
them one and all on a Procrustean bed, 
pulling out one company longer and 
lopping another company shorter, forcing 
them into uniformity by violent means, 
whether the arrangement should fit or 
not fit all railways alike. The Commis- 
sioners themselves failed to fix on any 
particular coupling. Not even any 
witness examined was able to do so, 
aid that is the strongest of the reasons 
against a measure like last year’s 
Bill, which enjoined couplings after five 
years, though what couplings will suit is 
even yet undecided. But by the same 
token, as they were apparently agreed on 
the expediency of adopting the twelve 
improvements mentioned in the schedule 
to this Bill, 1 am not sure these ought 
not to be made compulsory, which, how- 
ever, is a Committee matter. Well, at 
any rate, the Commissioners deprecated 
the antecedent rule of thumb system, and 
favoured what does seem, on the whole, a 
more excellent way—dealing, if need he, 
with each particular railway or class of 
railway in the particular way required in 
that particular case or class, and_ this is 
the method of the present Bill. The 
Bill gives power to the Board of Trade to 
make and enforce rules for reducing or 
removing the risks to shunters or other 
railway men—these rules to apply, 
or not to apply, to any _ particular 
railway or class of railways, — or, 
if that should fail to put the saddle 
onthe right horse, then by Section 8 
the Board of Trade may give direct 
specific order to use or disuse any appli- 
ance, and so effect the object of the Bill, 
on pain of penalty for disobedience, and 
by injunction to compel future obedience. 
Now, as it would be a violation of cle- 
mentary justice to exact unwilling sub- 
mission to all this by anyone without his 
heing heard, so there is in this Bill what 
was not in that of last year—there is the 
right of appeal from Festus unto Cesar, 
from the Board of Trade to the Railway 
Commissioners, or to a referee, so that if 
anyone concerned is not satisfied, and if 
the Commissioners or the referee find the 
objection is reasonable, then the objection 
shall prevail, and the rule or the order 
shall not be made. Finally, by no means 
the least popular and important is the 
provision, which was not in last year’s 
Bill, as to railway sidings connected with 


{5 Aprit 1900} 
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a railway, though belonging not to the 
railway company, but to colliery or other 
wagon owners. Accidents happen to 
railway men on these private sidings, and 
no notice of them is given to the Board 
of Trade. The wagon owners do not 
report, because the victims are not their 
servants, and the railway company do 
not report because the accident did not 
occur on their line. Well, the Bill 
requires the railway company to give 
notice just as if the accident was on their 
line. In short, the Bill has the same 
object as that of last year ; but it is more 
practical and just, more far-reaching and 
immediate in its action, than that ill-fated 
attempt, and tens of thousands of railway 
men who, after long and weary expecta- 
tion, were last year deeply disappointed, 
will now rejoice in a measure which goes 
no little way to realise their highest 
hopes. 


Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 
I do not think that Clause 12 ought to 
pass through this House without amend- 
ment. It is one of the most important 
clauses in the Bill, as it provides that by 
the simple fiat of the Board of Trade a 
railway company may break its contract 
with its creditors, and put new creditors 
in priority of old creditors. That im- 
plies a distinct breach of contract with the 
debenture holders, and it ought not to be 
passed without considerable  investiga- 
tion. 


Mr. RITCHIE: It has already been 
safeguarded. 


Mr. JOHN BURNS (Battersea) said 
the point raised by the hon, Gentleman 
with regard to Clause 12 was capable of 
a proper and satisfactory interpretation 
by the Grand Committee on Trade. He 
should not deal with it, because it was a 
purely financial question, and that being 
so it would be dealt with by somebody 
better acquainted with that subject than 
himself. But representing, as he did, 
the largest railway constituency of the 
kingdom, it was only proper that he 
should say a few words upon the Bill. It 
was not for the first time that the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade had backed 
a good cause in a strong and sympathetic 
speech, and he believed that at the end of 
the session the Board of Trade would 
have the credit of passing, perhaps, the 
best Bill the Government had introduced 





1325 Tuilways (Prevention 


this year. 
of that which some of them expected 


of it, the right hon. Gentleman would | 


have added another to the many reasons 
which various sections of labour had for 
blessing his occupancy of the oftice he held. 
He desired to associate himself with all 
the kind praise which had been given to 
the Royal Commission, the Report of 
which had produced the Bill. Not for 
the first time Lord James had identified 
himself with industrial reforms, and in 
doing so had conferred a great boon upon 
the working classes of the country. He, 
however, wished to say a word or two 
about the railway managers and directors 
who not only gave evidence, but acted 
upon the Royal Commission, and he 
desired to do so rather to help the 
managers and directors against the 
action of their shareholders. He noticed 
that these gentlemen agreed unanimously 
to the Report of the Royal Commission, 
and he ventured to say that many of 
them would have gone much further than 
they did had it not been for the fear of 
their shareholders behind them. He 
believed that many railway managers 
and directors would be quite ready to 
introduce reforms upon their systems, 
with a view to the saving of life and limb, 
were it not that they were nervous and 
apprehensive of the action of the share- 
holders at the annual meeting, and there- 
fore he thought the time had arrived 
when the House of Commons should 
support them, and when railway share- 
holders should be told that in many cases 
their dividends were only earned by the 
injury of their workmen, and in many 
instances their interest was only secured 
by the avoidable death of men whom they 
employed. When the House saw this 
happy agreement of railway managers 
and directors to improve the condition 
and safety on the railways, it was their 
duty to carry the feeling outside the 
House and tell the shareholders that they 
must give the managers and directors 


(COMMONS} 


If the Bill only effected a tithe | for railway management in this country, 
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and that we should not assimilate the 
autocratic power of the presidents of the 
American railways. He was in America 
for five years, and anything more lament- 
able than the number of avoidable deaths 
that took place on the American 
railways it was impossible to conceive, 
He believed that such horrible slaughter 
was entirely due to the autocratic power 
of the presidents of railways, and the 
British system, with all its faults, was 
infinitely the better of the two. The Bill, 
in the opinion of the hon. Member for 
Barnard Castle, was too general ; that was 
the usual character of every Bill of an 
experimental nature. It = was con- 
tended that the Bill might tend to 
diminish the responsibilities of the rail- 
ways themselves. He had no such fear. 
If the Board of Trade had had the arbi- 
trary power possessed by the Home Oftice 
with regard to mines and other matters, 
the railway industry would have been 
made much safer than it is. The hon. 
Gentleman also thought that the Bill 
would deter invention; but, on the con- 
trary, it would have just the opposite 
effect. Directly the Automatic Couplings 
3ill_ was introduced in the previous year, 


the inventors of automatic couplings 
sprang up like mushrooms on a damp 
morning. In his opinion this Bill 
would considerably — stimulate inven- 
tion. It was not the revolutionary 


Bill which had been expected by some 
hon. Members in the previous year. In 
the twelve reforms mentioned in it there 
was not one which was likely to put the 
railway companies to much expense in 
either money or time. Some other sug- 
gestions had been adopted long ago by 


other industries with very beneficial re- 


more power in the direction of this Bill | 


than they had hitherto done. 
feature of the debate was the absence 
of party politics. It 
thing for the country that when 
questions of the safety of life and 


limb were before the House all party ! 


feeling disappeared. He sincerely trusted 
that we would never see the ideal condition 
which the right hon. Member for South 
Aberdeen seemed to think was necessary 


Mr. John Burns. 


One good | 


was a happy , 





sults, and the one thing which he 
regretted was that railway workshops 
had not been brought within the opera- 
tion of the Factories Act, as they should 
have been long ago. With regard to 
railway traffic in general, the Bill indi 
cated that railway trattic was a dangerous 
trade, or at any rate some portion of it 
was, such as shunting, platelaying, and 
the work of goods guards, and so far as 
those matters were concerned, the Bill was 
a step in the right direction. It gave the 
Board of Trade power to issue rules, and 
he hoped those rules Would be strong and 
rigorously enforced, and, generally speak- 
ing, would have the same eftect in diminish- 
ing accidents to life and limb on some of 
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the railways that some of the rules of | 
the Home Office had in other dangerous | 


trades. The President of the Board of 
Trade ought to be supported in his action 


to make the companies take reasonable | 


notice. Some companies would take a 


fortnight’s notice and be satisfied, whilst | 
others would take six months and not | 


find that enough. He hoped that in this 


matter the President of the Board of 
Trade would be guided by the best 
companies and not hy the — worst. 
The penalties imposed by the Bill 
were simply ridiculous. The maximum 
penalty was only £50, and such a 
penalty was ridiculously small. There 


was nothing in Section 12 with respect to 
dead buffer waggons. He did not know 
whether it was intended to abolish them, 
but one thing was quite certain, and that 
was that the President of the Board of 
Trade ought to put them in the schedule 
of the Pill with an approximate date for 
their abolition. If it were provided that 
they were to be abolished three or four 
years hence, the best of the companies 
would comply within a shorter period, 


aud other companies would have to 
follow. Although this Bill had been 


blessed so much by every speaker, he did 
not see the blessed words ‘automatic 
couplings.” He did not see them in any 
of the sections, although they might be 
there. He did not grumble with regard 
to that, but, not seeing them, he was 
disappointed. He advised the right hon. 
Gentleman to exploit the unanimity of 
approval with which this Bill had been 
received, in order to bring in some stipu- 
lation with regard to the use of automatic 
couplings as soon as he possibly could. 
He should like something to be done 
also towards providing portable electric 
alarms for the use of platelayers apart 
from their look-out men, because while 


in clear and fine weather, when the 
look - ont men  conld — see, they 
were all very well, in’ the thick, 


foggy weather, and in those dull, damp 


days when the steam from the engines , 


did not lift and they could not see, ‘they 
were almost as badly off as the ‘plate- 
layers themselves He noticed also that 
overhead bridges were not mentioned 
in the Bill, but these certainly ought 
to be built at such a height as would 
enable the railway man to stand up- 
right on the top of the tender, and he 
asked that in all new bridges that were 
nil more headway should be allowed. 
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It would not entail any further expense 


on the railway companies than the 
old plan, and in many cases they 
were willing to do it, particularly 


in London. There was another point to 
which he would like to draw attention. 
There were many junctions and sidings 
and point places in a busy railway centre 
where, if an overhead bridge was not 
possible, there ought to be a subway from 
one side to the other, with connecting 
interval ladders. He would not criticise 
the Bill further now, because, as a member 
of the Grand Committee on Trade, he 
would have his opportunity of doing so 
later on. Public opinion, and the fear 
on the part of the railway companies of 
having to pay heavy damages, had enor- 
mously increased the safety of railway 
passengers, but he could not see that 


increased safety for the men had heen 


attained. On the London and North- 
Western Railway, which was in many 
ways a model railway, of the 50,706 men 
employed in 1896 154 per cent. were 
either killed, permanently disabled, or 
temporarily disabled for periods from 
three and a half weeks to four months. 
The condition of things shown by the 
statistics on this subject required an 
absolute power on the part of the Board 

Trade, and almost tyrannical regula- 
tions, in order that the injury to life and 
limb might be diminished. At the same 
time he believed that accidents were 
sometimes due to carelessness on the part 
of the men, and he would advise railway 
men to be more vigilant and thoughtful 
in going about their work, and to avoid 
liquor as they would the plague. If this 
Bill were enforced it would be the be- 
ginning of good things for half a million 
of men upon our railways. He hoped the 
President of the Board of Trade would 
follow it up by administration of the best 
description, and whenever a_ railway 
director appealed to him in the future 
to be gentle to the railway companies let 
him point to the pean of praise with 
which the bill had been greeted by rail- 
way directors and railway shareholders in 
the course of this debate. 


*Mr. GRAY (West Ham, N.): I had 
intended offering to the House a few re- 
marks of a general character upon this 
Bill had I had the good fortune to attract 
your attention, Sir, somewhat earlier in 
the evening, and I felt that I might have 
| justified myself in so doing by the fact 
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that there are few districts in the country 
more closely interested in this measure | 
than that which I have the honour to re- | 
present. Not only is one of the largest | 
railway works in the country in my divi- 

sion, but there are some hundreds of the’ 
men working on the London section of | 
the Great Eastern line resident in the, 
district. I felt, therefore, it was my | 
hounden duty to offer the House one or 

two considerations upon this matter ; but | 
at this late hour I hesitate to oceupy the | 
time of the House. But Iam hound to men- 

tion one or two things, because | am not a 

member of the Grand Committee on 

Trade which will be considering this Bill 

later on. When the Bill was first pub- 

lished I adopted a course which | do not 

think is very usual. I invited the counsel 

of the men who are directly interested in | 
the measure. I sought an interview with | 
the platelayers, the shunters, goods 
guards, and so forth, to whom this Bill | 
particularly applies, and I spent seve 
hours with them in a discussion of the Bil 
line by line. This 1 can say, that their 
approval of the Bill was as cordial as that 
which has come from hon. Members who 
have taken part in the debate this 
evening. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. CALp- 
WELL, Lanark, Mid). House counted, 
and forty Members being found present, 


*Mr. GRAY (continuing): I should | 
have contented myself with their expres- 
sion of approval, and given a silent vote 
upon the measure but for the fact that | 
they emphasised in their discussions two 
points which I am bound to bring under 
the notice of the President of the Board 
of Trade. There was no shadow of doubt 
whatever that they looked upon the 
questions of automatic couplings and 
dead buffers as the two most important 
matters. They would have liked to see 
hoth those phrases in the schedule, and 
if | do not have an opportunity at the 
(trand Committee on Trade I should cer- 
tainly, when the Bill comes before the 
House, vote for the insertion of those | 
two phrases in the schedule, if for no. 
other purpose than that of satisfying the | 
men who are directly concerned that it is 
the intention of the Board of Trade to 
deal with those subjects. I noticed with 
very great satisfaction the statement of the 


‘COMMONS! 


goods wagons. 


| than one of them. 
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of Clause 1 did cover the intention of 
the Board of Trade to deal with the 
question of automatic couplings, but 
while he sees that very clearly, and while 
anv ordinary reader of the Bill would also 
see it, I am afraid there are a great many 
men very closely concerned in this matter 
who fancy that because the words are 
omitted from the schedule the matter 
will be left out of the cognisance of the 
Board of Trade. Then there was the 
other question of dead _ buffers to 
I noticed, but I hope 
there was no significance in the omission, 
that the right hon. Gentleman made no 
reference to that subject whatever. 


Mr. RITCHIE: [am sorry | did not; 
but there were a great many different 
points raised in the discussion on the Bill 
and | may have omitted to refer to more 
But if it is any  satis- 
faction to my hon. friend, | may say that 


ra] | he need have no apprehension in regard 
| to the question of wagons with dead 


buffers. That is certainly one of the 


| questions which I think we shall deal 


with. 


*Mr. GRAY: Having obtained — that 
statement, | do not regret the two or 
three minutes I have trespassed upon the 
time of the House. | am quite sure that 
had the debate closed without that assur- 
ance there would have been very great 
misapprehension outside as to the attitude 
of the Board of Trade on this subject. It 
was one of the questions specifically dealt 
with by the Commissioners. In almost 
the closing phrases of their Report they 
expressed the opinion that this should be 
one of the subjects included in the opera- 
tions of the Board of Trade, and I am 
very glad to find that Sub-section 3 of 
Clause i will deal with that exactly as it 
will deal with automatic couplings. I 
understood the right hon. Gentleman to 
say that he proposed to adhere very 
strictly to the schedule simply because 
it was the schedule which had _ been 
adopted by the Commissioners and upon 
which all parties were agreed. I am in- 
clined to think that that is merely a 
sentimental objection, and that it does 
not go much beyond sentiment. The 
Commissioners would have equally agreed 
that it would be desirable at no distant 
date to deal with automatic couplings. 


Mr. RITCHIE: I am sorry to inter- 


right hon. Gentleman that Sub-section 3 | rupt the hon. Member, but I did not say, 


Mr. Gray. 
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or I do not remember having said, that I 
intended to adhere strictly to the schedule 
in the Bill because it was recommended 
by the Commissioners. What I said was, 
if I recollect rightly, that the schedule in 
the Bill was the schedule agreed to by 
the Commissioners, and hence its presence 


in the Bill. 


*Mr. GRAY: [ am very glad to hear 
that also. It seems to me that I am play- 
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| and the people concerned, and, as the spring 
| buffer is desirable in railway operations, | 
/am inclined to think the organisation is 
| desirable in the dealings between a State 
Department and individual men. I am, 
therefore, hopeful that in the various 
representations which may be made by 
‘the men under this Bill, the Board of 
Trade will be prepared to receive those 
representations through the men’s organi- 
sations. There is a phrase in the Bill—— 


ing the réle of Socrates with some effect | 


in regard to the two questions to which I 
have received very satisfactory replies. I 
gather not only that these two subjects 
are to be included in the operations of the 
Board of Trade, but that there is no in- 
superable objection to the mention of 
them being included in the schedule of 
the Bill should the Committee think it 
wise so to do. There are two other points 
to which I would invite the attention of 
the Minister in charge of the Bill. If he 
has the power to make an order, as he 
undoubtedly will have under the Bill, I 
take it that he certainly has the power to 
amend an order. I believe there is ample 
justification for the principle that those 
who have power to make an order have 
power to make an amending order. But 
[ notice there is nothing in the Bill which 
will give any of the parties concerned the 
right to approach the Board of Trade 
with a view to obtaining amending orders. 
[hope the right hon. Gentleman will give 
his attention to that before the matter 
comes up in Committee, because it is 
one of no little importance. There is a 
question which has not been referred to 
in the whole course of this debate, a ques- 
tion to which I attach very considerable 
importance. I am not sure that I shall be 
in harmony in this with many who sit on 
this side of the House. I have always 
held the view that trade organisations 
and trade unions can occupy and do_ play 
a very important part in dealing with 
trade questions, and that it is infinitely 
better for employers to deal with organ- 
ised labour than with disorganised or un- 
organised labour. I equally hold that it 
is easier for a State Department to deal 
with representatives of an organisation 
than it is to deal satisfactorily with the 
individual applications of thousands of 
men. I have had no little experience of 
the operations of a great organisation 
with a State Department, and my experi- 
ence is simply that the organisation acts 
as a spring buffer between the Department 
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Amendments. 


Mr. RITCHIE: On their behalf. 

*Mr. GRAY: Very well. Perhaps | 
may venture to put another question to 
the President of the Board of Trade. 
Does he himself construe those words as 
covering representations received through 
trade organisations ? 


Mr. RITCHIE: Certainly. 


*Mr. GRAY: [ am delighted to hear 
that, because the House will at onc 
realise, whatever attitude they may take 
towards trades unions, that it is impos 
sible for shunters or platelayers to cope 
with the skilled representations made by 
a great railway company. The men 
themselves would feel that they were 
placed at a great disadvantage in a con- 
test of that character unless they could 
have equally skilled advice on their own 
side. If they can make these represen- 
tations through their accredited organi- 
sations, or their officials, they will feel that 
they are in safe hands. My experience 
of such organisations is that frivolous com- 
plaints would be stopped by the organi- 
sation and never reach the Board of 
| Trade, who would thus be saved a lot 
‘of unnecessary trouble and worry, and 
would get in a concrete form the wishes 
of the men on the subject. I for one am 
exceedingly pleased to hear that the 
representations of the men will be so 
received, and considered when so made. 
That, I think, removes any little fear the 
men might have that their wishes would 
not be fully considered. The opposition 
of the railway companies and of the 
shareholders has been met by the 
exceedingly ingenious device of allowing 
them to raise further capital for the ex- 
press purpose of carrying out these 
I should say that no rail- 
way company would dare to plead that 
it will cost them a very large sum of 
money to do what is required, because 


3 F 








1331 


that would 
once; it would be positive 
that they had neglected in the past 
those steps which they ought to have | 
taken for the protection of their’ 
men. If there are many of these 
clauses in the schedule with which com- 
panies will have to comply after the Bill 
is passed, it will show that they have not 
adopted the precautions without com- 
pulsion. I do not think that any railway 
company is likely to take that course, and 
therefore the right hon. Gentleman is in 
the fortunate position of having the con- 
sent and approval of all parties. I would 
respectfully offer the right hon. Gentle- 
man, and the Government which he repre- 
sents, my warmest appreciation of their 
effort in this direction. If the function 
of Parliament be that of protecting the 
lives and limbs of those who, according to 
the Commission, lose them unnecessarily, 
then indeed Parliament is fulfilling its 
very highest work in carrying a Bill of 
this character. I endorse the sentiment 
which has already been expressed that no 
measure has passed through the House of 
Commons during this session which will 
he looked back upon with greater satis- 
faction than that of which the right hon. 
(yentleman has charge to-night, and to 
which the House is now asked to grant a 
Second Reading. 
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be self-condemnation at 
evidence | 


Mr. SCHWANN (Manchester, N.): I 
rise to join in the chorus of congratulation 
which has been offered to the right hon. 
(Jentleman the President of the Board of 
Trade on introducing a Bill which seems 
to have much more chance of passing 
than the Bill he introduced last year. I 
had the honour of seconding an Amend- 
ment to the Address last year, and 
[ mentioned then a few minor improve- 
ments and reforms which might be made 
for the regulation of railways in order to 
prevent loss of life. I am glad to see 
that most of those suggestions have been 
carried out—not because they came from 
me, but because they have been recom- 
mended by railway engineers and directors 
and others who sat on the Royal Com- 
mission. Though the Member for Batter- 
sea does not seem to have seen the possi- 
hility of the question of automatic 
couplings being included in this Bill, it 
is quite evident that it is contained there, 
and with regard to such an enormous 
step as that, I am sure this House is not 
accustomed to such wholesale and sweep- 


Mr, Gray. 
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ing reforms. As in the temperance cause, 
we must try little by little to remove 


| . 
‘some of the dangers which beset the 


working man in that direction ; so far 
as railway servants are concerned we 
must hope to make advance little by 
little. I am glad to see that in the 
schedule of the Bill before us a great 
many of these minor reforms are likely 
to be carried out. For example, the 
putting of brake levers on both sides of 
the wagon. The lack of that safeguard 
is a very fertile source of loss of life 
among shunters, as when there is only 
one lever they very often have to get 
underneath the wagon, the result being, 
the driver not knowing there is anyone 
engaged in that operation, loss of life, 
The labelling of wagons on both sides is 
also another great step in the right diree- 
tion. The better lighting of goods yards 
is also included in the Bil!. [am glad to 
see that in the schedule, Number 12, 
mention is made of permanent way scouts. 
I am afraid our platelayers are somewhat 
in the position of some of our artillery- 
men in South Africa ; there are no scouts 
put out to warn them of threatening 
danger. That the loss of life among 
shunters is very frequent is borne out by 
a couple of questions [ have recently 


asked with regard to accidents and 
loss of life in Manchester. There 
are one or two clauses of this Bill 


which seem to meet with the approval of 
the House as they met with the approval 
of the great body of railway workers. 
The question of making the rules has 
been thoroughly explained, and there is 
no need for me to go further into that 
question. But the inspection of railways 
before an accident takes place is a point 
upon which all railway men are unani- 
mous, and an operation which they wish 
to see take place. Prevention is better 
than cure, but as far as I can see the 
Board of Trade have no special legal 
power to interfere in the regulation of 
railway stations and so on until an acci- 
dent has occurred. The result of that is 
that very often on some railways, though 
many of them are splendidly managed, 
neglect takes place. Look at the Wimble- 
don station on the South Western line. 
An enormous number of trains pass 
through there every day, almost as many 
as through Ciapham Junction, and yet 
the luggage is usually carried across the 
permanent way, because there is no sub- 
way. The result is that the loss of life 
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at that station is astounding. That shows 
the necessity for inspection. I do not 
see any reason why there should not be 
inspectors to travel about, so that their 
attention might be called either to a dan- 
gerous place or to the lack of proper appli- 
ances at a station. There ought to be no 
difficulty in allowing them to report to 
the Board of Trade upon such circum- 
stunces involving danger. There is some 
suspicion or mistrust in regard to the 
raising of special funds by the companies 
which may possibly be placed before the 
debenturestock of therailway. For my own 
part I think there is an obligation on 
the shareholders, and therefore on the 
railway directors, to protect the lives 
and limbs of their servants. I beg to 
say one word in favour of the share- 
holders. I do not believe that the 
general British public who are share- 
holders in railways are anxious to earn 
large dividends at the expense of the 
lives of those in their employ. The very 
great majority of them would prefer to 
receive a | or } or 1 per cent. less divi- 
dend than see the lives of the men sacri- 
ficed. I know it is often said that these 
reforms will injure the poor widow who 
is dependent for her income on _ these 
dividends. My experience is that the 
poor widows are the very last in the 
world to desire to purchase their own 
support or happiness at the expense of 
these men. I do not wish to detain the 
House further, but I have not infre- 
quently seen heart-rending cases where 
the breadwinner has gone out in the 
morning in the prime of life, and been 
brought home to his household either 
maimed or dying. I have seen the shock 
which the widow and children have 
sutfered, and the deterioration of their 
own health in consequence of that shock, 
and therefore [am delighted to support 
a Bill which will in any small way tend 
to prevent such occurrences, and_ still 
more a measure which contains within it 
the seed of a far greater and wider- 


reaching improvement in the lives of 
railway workers. 
*COoLONEL BLUNDELL (Laneashire, 


Ince) said everyone was most anxious for 
the safety of the men employed on rail- 
ways, and there were many points in the 
bill of which he approved, especially the 
provision for the better lighting of stations 
and sidings. It was not so much the 


mechanism in railways which caused the 
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‘accidents as the want of light, and the 
drive and hurry on dark days in bad 
weather. He urged the Minister in 
charge of the measure to give proper 
time for the stock of the railway com- 
panies to be improved, allowing existing 
stock to serve its proper time, but re- 
quiring the new stock to be provided, in 
accordance with the system laid down. 
The Government should, however, be 
slow in dealing with the question of 
automatic couplings in view of the ex- 
pression of the Commission on the subject. 
The Commission reported that before an 
automatic coupling was compulsorily em- 
ployed the fullest practical test and trial 
should be made in order to ascertain the 
certainty and completeness of its action. 
The English lines were different from the 
lines in other countries, and changes were 
much more difficult owing to the greater 
amount of shunting which took place on 
them. The curves were so small that it 
was impossible, in some instances, to use 
automatic couplings upon them. He 
urged the Government to be very careful 
how they brought forward any recom- 
mendation in regard to the adoption of 
automatic couplings. On the whole, he 
was entirely in favour of the Bill intro- 
duced by the right hon. Gentleman. 


Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I am 
sorry to add one word of alloy to the 
golden meed of praise which has been 
given to this Bill, although, in its main 
object, I am one of its supporters. I 
desire to remove from the face of the Bill 
anything which might be conceived to be 
a blot. I believe there is a blot upon 
this Bill. In Clause 12 power is given, by 
an arrangement made between the railway 
company and the Board of Trade, without 
consulting the debenture stockholders, to 
issue debenture stock to meet the ex- 
penses incurred by the operation of the 
Act. Many charities, public institutions, 
and trust companies have investments in 
the debenture stock of railways, which is 
looked upon as one of the highest forms of 
gilt-edged securities, and anything done by 
Parliament which would detract from that 
character would discredit it. But what 
are we to say if power is given after 
the issue of such a stock, with the express 
sanction of the Act of Parliament, by 
application to the Board of Trade, without 
the debenture stockholders being heard at 
all, to procure an order that certain ex- 
penditure which the railway company is 

3 F 2 
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called upon to make for the safety of the | 


public or of its servants may be charged 
on the railway over the heads of the 
first debenture holders, making their 
security no longer a first debenture 
stock but a second charge ? Such a thing 
would he an infraction of that right which 
recognises the inviolability of contracts 
once duly made between men or bodies 
corporate, and it would imperil the credit 
of one of the best securities in the market. 
I am aware that there is a precedent 
which can be quoted. The Regulation of 
Railways Act of 1889 applied a principle 
of asimilar character, for it did not pro- 
vide for the debenture stockholders being 
heard, or for anyone being heard on their 
behalf. That seems to me to be a very 
dangerous precedent to follow, and it 
was only intended to apply to companies 
which had exhausted their capital powers 
and which were hardly strong enough to 
raise funds for the purposes required. 
There can be no reason for this proposal 
in the present Bill, and I submit that it 
is a provision which will be detrimental 
to the companies themselves. A railway 
company in possession of its own rail- 
way must be assumed to be solvent and 
capable of incurring any expenditure 
which it may he called upon to make by 
the Board of Trade. If it is called 
upon to provide these appliances it 
is bound to find the money in some 
way, but it ought not to be possible to 
say to the creditors of a company, “* You 
must provide these appliances and subor- 
dinate your securities.” The company 
will presumably be solvent, and it has the 
power of raising money, and it must 
raise it on the second or the third 
security. If a railway company is not in 
possession of its own property the power 
contained in this Bill is not required. I 
am quite sure the right hon. Gentleman 
will be willing to fairly consider any 
suggestion to remove what I consider 


to be a blot upon this Bill. We 
have a Bill before us which contains 
a large illustration of this _ prin- 
ciple. It proposes to put all simple 


contracts in front of and over the heads of 
the debenture stockholders, and this may 
tend to the destruction of that great 
Imperial credit which this country now 
enjoys in all securities which are under 
Parliamentary sanction. Iam going to 
make a suggestion to the right hon. 
Gentleman. As there has been a prece- 
dent once before, | do not object to its 


Mr. Kimber. 
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being used again, providing there are 
safeguards. This Bill has got reasonable 


‘safeguards to protect companies against 


any arbitrary order of the Board of Trade 
without being first heard and without 
having lodged an objection. This Bill 
gives them the power to appeal to the 
Railway Commission. I want to know 
why, as regards Clause 12, which gives 
the power to superimpose the charge, 
these people should not be entitled to 
the same right to object, and the same 
right of appeal. That provision is 
absent from the Bill, and it is conspicuous 
by its absence. The House is aware of 
the principle upon which private railway 
Bills have been based. It is that the de- 
benture stock is generally limited to one- 
third of the stock belonging to the 
railway, and that is a very large propor- 
tion. These debenture stockholders are 
numbered by hundreds of millions, and 
while we are dealing with the lives and 
limbs of a very large number of very 
deserving working men, yet, large as 
they are, they are not larger than the 
class of widows, children, and other people 
who are the subjects of trusts holding 
debenture stock. The suggestion | 
am going to make is that while this 
power remains in the Bill the Govern- 
ment should accept an Amendment pro- 
viding that it shall not be exercised 
without some kind of notice, and some 
right to be heard, on the part of the 
debenture stockholders, whose rights are 
proposed to be interfered with. That is 
a principle of equity which has always 
been administered by all our courts, and 
which hitherto has always been observed 
by this House in all its legislation. 
Before our Grand Committees there are 
no means for private stockholders to be 
heard, and the only way for them to be 
heard would be by appointing a Hybrid 
Committee with power to hear them. | 
am not suggesting that, because I do not 
believe in such Committees, and the 
best inquiry is a Grand Committee. | 
submit that principle to the right hon. 
Gentleman, and I hope he may be able 
to find some way of putting such a pro- 
vision into the Bill. 


*Mr. BUTCHER (York): I have 
listened with much satisfaction to the 
statement made by the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Trade. 


The general principle involved in this 
Bill, as I understand it, is one which is 
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not in dispute. It is the principle 
that when a trade is found to be dan- 
gerous the State has a right to inter- 
vene and make regulations for the carry- 
ing on of that trade with a view to en- 
suring the safety of those employed in it. 
That is a principle which has been success- 
fully applied to the great industries of 
mining, factories, and to our merchant 
shipping. Up to the present time it has 
not been very largely applied to railways, 
because I take it that the powers which 
have been conferred by Parliament upon 
the Board ot Trade with reference to the 
regulation of railways have had for their 
object the ensuring the safety of the pas- 
sengers rather than that of the employees 
of the railways themselves. An attempt is 
now being made to apply that principle 
for the purpose of ensuring the safety of 
the employees, and the question we have 
got to ask ourselves is, is there any class 
of work upon railways which may fairly 
he considered dangerous? The answer 
to that question is simple, for the figures 
furnished in the report of the Royal 
Commission show beyond all question 
that many branches of the railway in- 
dustry may be considered as trades of 
the most highly dangerous character. 
As regards three classes of railway em- 
ployees at any rate the figures yiven by 
the Royal Commission appear to me 
to show that the persons engaged in 
those branches are engaged in a dan- 
gerous trade. I allude to goods guards 
and brakesmen, permanent-way men, 
and shunters. The hon. Member for the 
Brightside Division has already given 
some figures as to the mortality from 
accidents to shunters, and they seem 
tome to he very striking. The figures 
given by the Report of the Commis- 
sion show that the operation of 
shunting is one of the most dangerous 
trades in the country. As regards the 
number of fatal accidents, I find that the 
figures given on page 11 of the Report 
show that the proportion of killed from 
all causes per thousand employed in the 
ocenpation of shunting is 5-08, whereas 
the highest proportion of deaths per 
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thousand in any of the other dan- 
gerous trades—that is, in the mer- 
chant shipping service—is only 5:1. 


Therefore the occupation of shunting 
appears to be almost as dangerous as 
that of the merchant service, and more 
dangerous than most of the other 
dangerous trades. 


It is impossible in the 
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face of these facts to arrive at any other 


conclusion than that there are many 
branches of the railway service in which 
the occupation must be regarded as 
dangerous trades. There is one omission 
from the Report which I am sorry to 
notice, and that is the case of the 
railway porters. The case of rail- 
way porters is a very serious one, 
because I find that amongst them the 
number of deaths and accidents is very 
high. The number of railway porters 
throughout the country in 1898 was 
about 60,000. The total number of 
deaths in the year 1898 was 54, 
while the accidents numbered nearly 
3,000. It may be perfectly true that 
most ot them were of a trifling charac- 
ter, but when you find such a_ large 
number of accidents in that branch of the 
railway service, one would like to know 
more about the causes which led to them, 
and what suggestions can be made to 
avoid them in the future. I take it that 
this is a matter upon which the Board of 
Trade have power to make regulations, 
and if they find that these accidents 
to porters arise from _ preventible 
causes, no doubt they will make regula- 
tions to meet them. The Commission 
have arrived at the decision, after con- 
sidering the figures, that there are certain 
cases of dangerousemployment on railways, 
and it follows from that that there must be 
some department of the State appointed 
to inspect the railways so far as those 
dangerous occupations are concerned, and 
to make regulations for avoiding the 
deaths and accidents resulting from those 
occupations. The question arises, what 
department of the State should it be ? 
We have heard it suggested that they 
should be put under the authority of the 
Home Secretary. I think the Commission 
has adopted a wiser course. As regards 
railways the Board of Trade has already 
very important statutory duties assigned 
to it in regard to the inspection of pas- 
senger lines and signals, the block 
system, and continuous brakes; and as we 
know by a Bill which has recently been 
passed, it now has the duty of preventing 
overwork amongst railway servants. It 
seems to me, therefore, that the Board of 
Trade should be the part of the State to 
which these new powers under the Bills 
should be given rather than to the Home 
Office. I think the President of the 
Board of Trade has exercised a wise dis- 
cretion in following the recommendations 
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of the Royal Commission. He has fol- 
lowed the line of least resistance, because 


their recommendations have been assented 
to by the representatives of labour as well | 


as by the representatives of capital, and 
therefore I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man has exercised the sound judgment in 
following the lines suggested by the 
Royal Commission. It has been argued 
that if we give too great power to the 
Board of Trade to make regulations for 
the working of railways, to a certain ex- 
tent we diminish the responsibility of 
the railway companies themselves and 
their capacity for discharging those 
responsibilities. The real answer to 
that seems to me to be that we 
must trust to the intelligence and the good 
sense of the Board of Trade and its 
otticials. This Bill provides as a safe- 
guard that the Board of Trade shall not 
issue any regulations without giving the 
railway companies concerned an oppor- 
tunity of making objections and of being 
heard in their defence. If the Board of 
Trade do not assent to the objections so 
made, then there is a further _ safe- 
guard in the Bill, which consists of an 
appeal to the Railway Commissioners. I 
venture to think that with those two 
safeguards there is little danger that the 
powers of the Board of Trade will be 
exercised in an injudicious or oppressive 
manner. I welcome this Bill most 
cordially, because it deals with a subject 
which has been too long neglected. We 
have had it reported that injuries are 
occurring daily which might be prevented, 
and Iam very glad to think this House 
is going to legislate upon that subject. 
I welcome this Bill as an honest and fair 
attempt to deal with a matter which is of 
vast importance to the community at 
large, and to discharge a duty which we 
owe to that large body of railway servants 
throughout the country to whom the 
public is so deeply indebted. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 8.): 
My constituents are very much interested 
in this matter, and I desire to say 
that they fully appreciate the efforts 
of the Government in bringing for 
ward this Bill. My hon. friend the 
Member for Wandsworth has spoken of 


this measure from a commercial point of , 


view. I think it should be remembered 
that the safety of life and limb is of even 
more importance than the sanctity of 
debentures. It seems to me that a Bill 
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| to provide the means of preventing acci- 
dents is quite right in providing that the 
cost of any experiments in that direction 
shall be put as a first charge upon the 
business. I think this proposal is fully 
justified by the circumstances. My. hon. 
friend spoke of the analogy of the Com- 
panies Bill, but the analogy seems to me 
to be rather with the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, for there is no question of 
life and limb involved in the former. [ 
have known a good Bill spoiled by safe- 
guards, and the one criticism I have to offer 
has reference to the appeal to the Railway 
Commissioners. My experierce is that 
that tribunal is a very cumbrous and a 
very costly one, and it is consequently 
the refuge of the rich and the deterrent 
of the poor. The action of the Depart- 
ment might have been trusted, and if 
some safeguard had to be found a local 
tribunal in the shape of the County Court 
would have been a better one than the 
Railway Commissioners. An appeal to 
the latter tribunal means great expense to 
those who go there, and it is also a very 
expensive tribunal to the State. My 
hon. friend the Member for Batterse’ said 
that the men should be more careful, and 
I quite agree with that. [| was a member 
of the Railway Hours Committee which sat 
in 1892, and which took evidence on this. 
subject, and I was convinced that there 
are times when, owing to very long 
hours, the men are not physically or 
mentally capable of being as careful as 
they might be. I also agree with what 
was said with regard to the value of the 
proviso to hear trade organisations, for by 
their practical knowledge they not only 
pave the way toa settlement, but they 
give an additional security to that settle 
ment being loyally carried out, as experi- 
ence as a member of the London Concilia- 
tion Board has convinced me. I heartily 
approve of the Bill, and I am very glad 
that the right hon. Gentleman has intro- 
| duced it. 


| 


Mr. RITCHIE: May I make an appeal 
to the House to allow the debate, which 
has been altogether in one direction, to 
come to a conclusion? As hon. Members 
know, the arrangement for the night has 
been made for the convenience of the 
House itself, and in order to prevent a 
sitting which would otherwise have re- 
quired to be held on Tuesday. My right 
hon. friend has informed the House that 
it is necessary that the motion appointing 
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the Committee on municipal trading 
should be disposed of before the holidays, 
and having regard to the fact that we 
have obtained permission to sit a little 
longer, I do hope the House will now 
conclude the debate on this Bill. 

*Mr. MCKENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
Notwithstanding that appeal I wish to say 
a few words, and they will be extremely 
few. I wish to add my voice to the 
general chorus of approval which has 
welcomed this Bill. It is extremely 
satisfactory to hear that it is the intention 
of the Government to grant facilities for 
further proceeding with this measure, but 
I think attention must be called to two 
points. In the first place we have heard 
many rumours recently as to the proba- 
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hility of an early General Election. It is 
very desirable that the Government 


should not only grant facilities with 
regard to this Bill, but they should 
grant those facilities so early that there 
will be no danger of the measure being 
lost in the event of a General Election 
taking place. The second point is this. 
I trust that the strong expression of 
opinion that has come from Members 
sitting in every quarter of the House will 
strengthen the hands of the Government 
in their determination not only to get the 
Bill through this House, but also to see that 
it shall not emerge from the deliberations 
in another place in any emasculated form. 
We have known Bills of this sort to be 
passed through this House, and to lose all 
their vigour and vitality on account of 
Amendments introduced in another place. 
I hope the Government will not only 
act on the letter of the promise which 
has been made this evening, but also 
on its spirit, and that the Bill will be 
passed into law in as strong a form as it 
is passed through this House. My hon. 
friend the Member for Berwickshire 
referred to the position of private rail- 
ways. It so happens that private railways 
are, for the purposes of legislation, neither 
fish, flesh, fowl, nor good red herring. The 
Home Office has nothing to do with them 
as factories, and the right hon. Gentleman 
does not see his way to bring them within 
the scope of this measure. I trust, how- 
ever, he will be able to use his influence 
in order to have them included within 
the scope of the Home _ Secretary’s 
Factories Bill. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


I do not intend to add to the congratula- 
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tions which have been offered to the Pre- 
| sident of the Board of Trade this evening. 
Speaking from the Irish point of view I 
accept the Bill for better or worse on the 
principle, of course, that it aims at 
bettering the condition of employees and 
safeguarding the public. If anything 
would make me doubt the statements I 
heard to-night about the excellence of the 
Bill, it would be the approval it has re- 
ceived from hon. Members interested in 
railway companies. I have rarely found 
a Bill praised by directors to be in the 
interests of the general public, and with 
that reservation I accept the Bill. I wish 
to direct the attention of the President 
of the Board of Trade to a matter which 
I think he will admit concerns Ireland. 
Clause 3 of the Bill states that there is to 
be an appea! to the Railway and Canal 
Commissioners. I think it is within the 
knowledge of certain hon. Members—it 
certainly is within my knowledge—that 
that body is neither known nor respected 
in Ireland. I had experience recently on 
a Committee on a Railway Bill, and 
witness after witness told us that 
they did not know of the exist- 
ence of the Railway Commissioners, 
and the few who did know found it im- 
possible to seek justice at their hands be- 
cause of the enormous expense of appeal- 
ing to that tribunal. If this Bill is to be of 
any use in Ireland, I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will consider the advisability 
of setting up some cheaper tribunal 
where cases of dispute between traders 
and the railway companies, or cases of 
complaint by passengers, can be settled. 
The right hon. Gentleman is the man in 
the gap. He is now introducing railway 
legislation, and [I ask him if it is not in 
his opinion a good opportunity for setting 
up some cheap and simple tribunal in 
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Ireland. Iam quite sure that my col- 
leagues will endorse what I say, 
that there will be no __ possibility 


of getting justice from the railway 
companies in Ireland until we have 
a tribunal of appeal in Ireland. The hon. 
Member for South Islington, who is 
always practical, and who does not limit 
his knowledge to England alone, sug- 
gested that there should be an appeal to 
a county court judge in England. Surely 
it is even more necessary to have in 
Ireland a tribunal at the hands of the 
people, to which they could appeal. I 
would ask the right hon. Gentleman to 
bear the matter in mind, as it will be 
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pressed on his attention again on a future 
stage of the Bill. 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanarkshire, N.E.) : 
On behalf of a large number of Scotch 
railway men, I desire to add a word of 
commendation of the Bill. It was, of 
course, a great disappointment to many 
of my constituents, as well as to railway 


men generally, that the Bill of last year | 


did not find a place on the Statute-hook, 
aid while the present Bill does not go the 
length that many railway men desire, it is 
nevertheless a substantial advance in the 
direction of further safety for the lives 
and limbs of those engaged in railway 
work. The hon. Member for Wandsworth 
spoke of the unfortunate position in 
which the holders of railway debenture 
stock will find themselves. A good many 
would like to be in that unfortunate 
position, even with the prospect of the 
change proposed by this Bill. I agree 
with the hon. Member for South Islington 
that some less expensive court of appeal 
than the Railway Commissioners is neces- 
sary, because it is notorious that the rich, 
and the rich alone, have access to that 
tribunal. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


3ill read a second time, and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Trade, 
etc. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 

Order read, for resuming Adjourned 
Debate on Question [29th March], “ That 
a Select Committee of Five Members of 
this House be appointed to join with a 
Committee of the Lords to consider and 
report as to the principles which should 
govern powers given by Bills and Pro- 
visional Orders to municipal and other 
local authorities for industrial enterprise 


within or without the area of their 
jurisdiction.”—(Vr. Anstruther.) 

Question again proposed. Debate 
resumed. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, S.) : | 


I regret that my hon. friend the Member 

for Stockton is not here to resume the 

practical part he commenced to take in 

this debate. I have been asked what is 

the view taken by the boroughs them- 

selves on this question. At the Guild- 
Mr. Patrick O Brien. 
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hall on Saturday last, at the meeting of 
the Association of Municipal Corporations, 
the following resolution was passed 
unanimously — 

“This Association is opposed to any attempt 
to fix a hard and fast rule between what cor- 
porations may undertake and what they may 
not undertake.” 


That resolution was referred to the 
council of the association on the motion 
of Sir Thomas Hughes, one of the most 
active supporters of the Government; and 
on the motion of the ex-Lord Mayor of 
Liverpool, seconded by the Lord Mayor 
of Manchester, it was resolved that there 
was no valid reason for the appointment 
of a Committee, and that there were very 
strong objections to it. I would make a 
strong appeal to the Government even 
now to reconsider their determination. 
I would respectfully ask them whether 
they really think there is any adequate 
case for this resolution,and whether it does 
not in any case go far beyond the neces- 
sities of the situation, assuming that there 
may be some minor points on which 
further information would be desirable. 
Of course, we accept the assurance of the 
First Lord of the Treasury that there is 
no hostile intention towards corporations. 
I do not say it of my right hon. friend, 
but there has recently been a tendency 
rather to minimise the character of the 
motion, and it has been presented by my 
right hon. friend, as one would expect, in 
a much more favourable form than it 
had in the minds of its originators. 
The avowed object of the supporters of 
this motion is to put a limit to and a 
restraint upon the action of municipal 
authorities. 

Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.): Hear, 


hear ! 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: My _ hon. 
colleague apparently approves of that, but 
he has not always taken a strong anti- 
municipal view of questions of this kind. 
I think it my duty to show what has 
been the origin of this proposal, What- 
ever may be said from the Treasury 
bench, it was proposed at the meeting of 
the Associated Chambers of Commerce 
the other day, first, to define the limits of 
municipal trading, and, secondly, to stop 
all Municipal Bills asking for new powers. 
Both these proposals were rejected, but | 
would point out by whom they were 
moved and seconded. The mover was 
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one of the chief promoters of some of the 
Electrical Companies’ Bills recently before 
the House, and is also the chairman of 
the committee of the municipal trading 
movement at the Chamber of Commerce. 
The seconder is a very strong advo- 
cate of private as opposed to municipal 
enterprise. I do not wish to say one 
word against private enterprise. It has 
built up the industries of this country, 
it is a great economic force, and I wish 
to unreservedly disclaim any _ hostile 
attitude towards it, either in principle or 
in practice. We are now told that this 
motion would facilitate an adjustment 
of minor powers, and would indicate to 
committees, and especially to chairmen, 
how far they might go in certain adminis- 
trative directions; but the Municipal 
Trading Committee have issued a paper 
which indicates what their objects are, 
and which, I think, shows that this motion 
sprung entirely from them in the first 
instance. There is no minimising in this 
paper. It attacks the supply of elec- 
tricity, tramways, markets, gas, baths 
and washhouses, workmen’s dwellings, 
slaughter houses, crematoria, &c., We. 
What I want to point out is that in the 
opinion of this Municipal Trading Com- 
mittee this is not an administrative 
question, not a question of detail for the 
guidance of committees, but a direct 
attack on municipal institutions. They 
forgot or overlooked the fact that many 
of these things to which they are so 
strongly opposed have been in existence 
for many years, in some cases for 
centuries, and from the tone of their 
document they appear surprised at the 
multiplicity of municipal institutions, 
which, to all connected with municipal 
work, are everyday matters, rendering 
untold value to the boroughs in which 
they exist. What is the genesis of 
this motion? It did not emanate in 
the first instance from the Govern- 
ment. I would not suspect my right 
hon. friend the First Lord of the 
Treasury of any such intention as is thus 
indicated in this motion. I wish to say on 
behalf of the municipalities that we take up 
no unreasonable position. We are guided 
and will be guided not by « priori amateur- 
ish and academic considerations, but by a 
full knowledge of the work which is done 
in our boroughs and by the advantages 
which that work has conferred on the 
people. 
enterprise, and we do not wish to enter into 
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We do not seek to attack private | 
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competitive trading, properly so called, with 
individuals or companies. We merely wish 
to retain our right to do our own work in 
our own way with reasonable develop- 
ments in accordance with the progress of 
the time, and with only one object, namely, 
to do our best to serve the community. 
Let me ask next what is the spirit which 
has been breathed by those who have 
been strong supporters of this motion ? 
The Chairman of the Committee on the 
Huddersfield Tramways Bill, the hon. 


Member for North Hants, admitted 
that the Bill had been promoted by the 
municipality of Huddersfield, at the 


request of the outlying townships, for the 
purpose of giving them the advantage of 
better travelling facilities. Among other 
things, the Bill provided for the substitu- 
tion of electricity for steam power and to 
extend the system to outlying townships, 
which in reality are a congeries of small 
manufacturing towns. What happened ? 
The Bill was divided in two, and the 
power to connect the townships was 
refused ; and on what ground? Because, 
forsooth, the question of municipal trad- 
ing was said to be suh judice. There were 
plenty of precedents; the Manchester 
Tramways Bill had only recently been 
passed, and there was also the Light Rail- 
ways Act of 1896, which affirms that 
most important principle—the co-opera- 
tion of local authorities in dealing with 
matters of this sort. The Chairman of 
that Committee also said, and the state- 
ment shows again the spirit and, as I 
think, the very mistaken view which is 
taken of this question, that we should 
look after the ratepayers. What borough 
has applied to this House to be looked 
after? What ratepayer has made a protest 
to the House against this alleged municipal 
trading ? The municipalities and the rate- 
payers are well able to take care of them- 
selves; they do not require any protection, 
and they are the best judges of their own 
interests. They have plenty of statutory 
protection already. They have the Borough 
Funds Act with its cumbersome machinery, 
and they have also the dittieulty and cost 
of obtaining a Bill at all, which is very 
often a great deterrent to municipalities 
attempting to extend their operations and 
public improvements. To borrow they 
have also to satisfy the President of the 
Local Government Board of the value of 
their proposals, and all these checks must 
be met before they can obtain the powers 
they desire. Zhe Times, in dealing with 
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this question, said that there must be 
some check from outside. I altogether 
demur to that. The check, if there is to 
be a check, is that Gentlemen should go 
inside our councils and should take part 
in municipal work and should learn, by 


Municipal 


practical experience, and | am convinced | 


that the worst way to attract the best 
men is to limit the powers and _responsi- 
bilities of the municipalities. I 


been put on the Paper. I do not think 
any specific reasons except those which 


[ have discussed in passing have been | 


given in support of the proposal. What 
is meant by muncipal trading? Let us| 


have specific instances of it put before the | 


House, and the objections to these 
specific instances, and I am certain that 
the result of the consideration of these 
cases will be to show clearly that practically 


no powers have been asked for except | 


what are incidental and accessory, and 
almost necessary to the wise, prudent, and 
successful exercise of the powers which 
have been already conferred by law. I 
do not deny thst here and there there 
may be an_ aspiration for further 


powers by a municipality, but that is | 


exceptional, and I repeat emphatically 


that so far from trying to invade private | 


enterprise, there is no desire on the 
part of the boroughs to enter into true 
competitive trading in any way whatever ; 
they have more important duties to 
perform than that. I will ask the House 


what are the disclosed intentions of the! 


promoters of this movement. I refer 


again to the document which has_ been | 


issued by the Municipal Trading Com- 
mittee. It is dated 26th February, 1900, 
and it contains a list of these so called 
municipal tradings which, I take it, are 


the indictment against our municipalities. | 


I read that indictment and I ask myself 
whether it bears out the proposal for a 
committee of  investigation—in other 
words, to put municipalities on their 
trial. I think it will be found, as I have 
already stated, that the powers sought 
are incidental and necessary with, per- 
haps, some very few exceptions. 


it is only a year since Parliament con- 


ferred powers, after several Committees, | 


to municipalise the telephones, and what 

more guidance is required? There was a 

Joint Committee as recently as 1898, 

and now a further Committee is proposed 

to consider the question. The next sub- 
Sir Albert Rollit. 
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would | 
ask the House why this resolution has | 


In this | 
list telephones are first mentioned ; but | 
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| ject mentioned is the supply of electricity. 
| I know of no one who objects to the 
| boroughs having that power. — BAL- 
|CARRES: What about saddlery ?] | 
have left that out deliberately, and I will 
_ask my hon. friend to give me the name 
of the borough in which it is carried on. 
| I do not believe that it exists, but even 
if it does the explanation will probably be 
that saddlery is carried on to supply the 
horses and carts used in municipal work, 
,and not for the purpose of competitive 
trading. As to electricity, we know what 
Manchester is doing on a splendid scale 
cheaply and well, both inside and outside 
the borough. We do not want a Committee 
to consider that. I would ask what would 
the outlying districts of Manchester do if 
the municipality had not the power to 
supply them with electric light. Let me 
take the case of underground water being 
taken from a neighbouring township for 
the purposes of a water supply. Is that 
township to be prevented from obtaining 
a supply from the municipality taking its 
underground water, which is often made 
a condition of such a Bill, by the outlying 
districts? Then the manufacture of 
electric fittings is incidental to the main 
power, and cannot be regarded as com- 
petitive trading. As to markets, 
many of them have come to the 
municipalities under ancient charters. 
Gas is apparently spoken of as something 
entirely new. Then the manufacture of 
residual products is mentioned, as if a 
corporation carrying on a gas industry 
are to be deprived of the very thing which 
is one of the chief sources of profit. There 
is next the construction and management 
of refreshment rooms in parks, and appara- 
tus for gamesand music. That is merely 
incidental to the management of the 
parks. It is what the Board of Works 
and the Ranger of the Royal Parks do, 
and what every municipality ought to 
have the power to do. 


Mr. COHEN: Refrigerators. 


| *Ssi ALBERT ROLLIT: I will under- 
take to deal with each case when I come 
to ‘it, and I will not forget cold-storage. 
The obvious point is that the corpora- 
tion should not do its own work 
of construction. I am not wedded to 
any theory. There may be cases in 
which it would be wise for a corporation 
_to employ a contractor, and there may be 
other cases in which it is best for the 
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municipal authority to do their own work. | selling of it raises a question on which 


It is a question of local conditions and 
the variation of local prices. I do not 


advocate a rigid rule that municipali- | 


ties should do their own work, but I do 
say that there are many cases in which it 
is prudent and economical, and therefore 
right, for municipalities to have the 
power todo their own work if they think 
proper. Sheffield is mentioned, with its 
baths and washhouses, and a Turkish 
bath. Well, the Turkish bath is only a 
development of the older principle. These 
baths are not only a luxury of the rich, 
but in many cases a necessity, and as a 
development of the principle [ do not see 
why they should be denied, on payment, 
to the poor. It must be remembered 
that they are reproductive and remunera- 
tive undertakings, and therefore not a 
source of loss. I contend that this is a 
matter of evidence in particular cases. 
There may be private organisations in 
some boroughs which provide these baths, 
but if not, why should not the munici- 
palities undertake the duty, if the people 
wish for them, and, as bathers, pay for 
each bath, to the profit of the muni- 
cipality ! Workmen's dwellings. — I 
thought it was understood and recognised 
that it was one of the first duties of 
municipalities to provide these against 
overcrowding, and in the interest of the 
common health. One very grave charge 
relates to municipal fire insurance, but 
when that is investigated it appears to 
be the establishment of a sinking fund 
to provide against accident by fire. 
Many people constantly do that, and why 
should we deny to the municipalities 
the right to safeguard the ratepayers’ 
public property ? Then there is the ac- 
quisition of patent rights. When you 
have in industrial undertakings employees 
who have taken out patents, it is often 
part of the agreement that the employer 
should acquire their patent rights for a 
certain amount. Why should municipali- 
ties be denied a right which is con- 
stantly claimed by private individuals 
and also by the Government? Now 
there are one or two things that I do 
not altogether approve of. A very pro- 
gressive London borough—not a_pro- 
Vincial borough —has applied for power 
to manufacture and sell paving and 
materials for paving. It may be said 
that that is analogous to municipalities 
doing their own paving work. The manu- 


facture of a paving may be wise ; but the 


there is room for great difference of 


opinion. However, that is a power which 
is only being sought for, and which the 
Committee upstairs may refuse. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs) : I am sorry to interrupt 
the hon. Gentleman; but I wish to 
know whether the undertakings which he 
is reviting have been actually approved 
of and brought into operation, or whether 
they are proposals only. 


*Sin. ALBERT ROLLIT : These things 
are all grouped together in the list, and 
they are headed, “ Trading undertakings 


by municipal and other local bodies, 


already existing or proposed, or for which 
Parliamentary powers are being sought.” 
I am most thankful to the right hon. 
Gentleman for enabling me to give that 
answer. There are some cases on the 
borderland, and these are a matter for 
evidence and the determination of the 
Committee. I take another case —the pro- 
vision of nurses in the case of infectious 
diseases, and the making of a charge for 
the nurses. That is obviously connected 
with municipal infectious diseases hospitals 
and sanitary arrangements. ‘The acquir- 


ing and working of lifts. That is a 
special case, and refers to Hastings. The 


lift there is for the accommodation of the 
people in going to and coming from the 
beach, and what is that but practically a 
road or way—a work distinctly for muni- 
cipalities as the road authority ? 

M 


rR. COHEN : It is on a level. 
*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: I thought my 


hon. friend was more level-headed. I do 
not believe that the municipality of 
Hastings or any other municipality is so 
foolish as to seek to provide a lift ona level. 
The lift is for the purpose of visiting the 
corporation grounds and gardens, and 
mounting the cliffs, which would otherwise 
be difficult, especially for those in search 
of health. Well, there is another 
case that I take to be exceptional—the 
supply of sea water. If fresh water, why 
not sea water? It would be a grand 
thing if we had sea water here in 
London as easily supplied as fresh water. 
It would solve the London water question 
by saving the drinking water, instead 


= 


of watering the streets with it. This 
case evidently refers to Ramsgate, 
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and it is quite likely the sea water is | 
supplied for curative purposes. At any | 
rate, the people of Ramsgate know what | 
is best in their own interest, better than | 
we know here, and better than any Com- 
mittee will teach them. If they do not 
know they ought not to be a municipality. | 
I will now take another case—cold air | 
storage. Anyone who is at atl familiar 
with modern commerce knows that that 
has become absolutely necessary. If 
they do not know it, let them 
go to the interior of Russia, and con- 
tinental ports, and witness the develop- 
ments there in regard to cold storage. 
But it is costly, and I understand this 
proposal of Salford is as the harbour 
authority and in connection with the 
Manchester Canal, a great public work. 
At any rate, the ratepayers know 
what they want, and they have the right 
to come to Parliament and ask for 
cold storage, and Parliament may or may 
not give them the right. It is a matter 
for evidence before the Committee 
whether it would be in the interests of 
the community. I have gone through 
this list fairly well. [An Hon. MEMpeEr: 
Bazaars.] Well, what sort of bazaars ? 
These may be bazaars like those we find in 
Turkey, but I cannot deal with a case of 
that sort, and I do not know of any Bill 
dealing with bazaars. I think I have 
fairly shown that what has been 
sought for may be fairly described as 
analogous and incidental to the powers 
always conferred by Parliament. At any 
rate, I have defended my position that 
this is not a matter for investigation by a 
special Committee, I have a few words 
to say about the histery of the develop- 
ment of local government, and this is the 
key of the whole matter.Let me ask the 
House to seriously consider how the 
municipalities work for the health and 
strength of the people, and whether these 
have been built up by being limited 
within hard-and-fast hounds. What has 
been the evolution of true municipal 


work? Men in our towns and cities 
have groped through difficulties and 


darkness into light to serve the people. 
It has been inevitable that there should be 
experimental Bills, and the municipalities 
have been the pioneers of Parliament in 
this matter. How have the great Codes, 
such as the Public Health Acts, been. 
brought together? By public statutes pro- 
posed in this House ? Not at all, but culled 
from Private Bills and Acts promoted by 
Sir Albert Rollit. 
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municipalities, and then thrown into 
Codes, and if there had been a resolution 
in this House which would have curtailed 
municipal effort we should not have had 
a great deal of beneficial legislation. Let 
me apply the practical test of results. I 
ask the House to consider the phenomenal 
success which has attended these 
splendidly remunerative efforts in the 
interests of the people. No jeering about 
bazaars can interfere with the facts. The 
right hon. Member for Wolverhampton 
obtained a Return which shows some 
striking results. Upon a net capital, in- 
cluding borrowed money, of eighty-eight 
and odd millions sterling the average 
annual net profit to municipalties has 
been £3,600,000, or, in other words, a 
return of over 4 per cent.—a return which 
is not excessive, and which also shows a 
fair regard for the interests of the con- 
sumers, and, therefore, of the industries 
of the boroughs in which the works are 
carried on. The profits from water- 
works have amounted to £1,700,000, and 
the net profits from gas to £1,180,000. 
Tramways, electric light, markets, baths, 
dwellings have all been profitable. [| am 
not taking into account such public works 
as libraries, museums, etc., which are not 
reproductive, but which have brought 
indirectly enormous advantages _ to 
the people. I have collected statistics 
which more than confirm these results, 
and which show also that there have been 
loan funds, sinking funds, and provision 
for depreciation. But profit is not the 
only consideration. The people at their 
own cost have executed many of these 
works, but they have also had to buy 
out many speculative companies to prevent 
different bodies dealing with the streets 
in the municipalities. That has been 
a great tax on the municipalities. 
Consider, too, the attachment of the 
people to their own work in their 
own municipality. I ask again, why 1s 
this Committee to be appointed ? Assum- 
ing that it may do some little good, what 
is to compensate for the cost, and the 
harassing and hampering in improve- 
ments of our corporations during the 
period of a possibly long inquiry. Why, 
the Electric Light Inquiry lasted some 
months, and proved adverse to the muni- 
cipalities, because it had not upon It 
that expert representation which is 
so essentially necessary in these matters. 
I hope at least that if a tribunal is to be 


_ appointed, care will be taken that there 
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are those on it who know these subjects 
practically from personal acquaintance, 
and who will be able to put before the 
Committee information which is so abso- 
lutely necessary in dealing with them. 
The Council of the Municipalities Associa- 
tion, ata meeting at the Mansion House 
on Saturday last, passed a resolution in 
reference to this matter. The rider to that 
resolution is as follows 


Municipal 





“While the council can see no valid reason 
for the appointment of the proposed Com- 
mittee, and while there are the strongest 
objections to it, it will not take active steps to 
oppose the motion, inasmuch as the munici- 
palities feel that no case can possibly be estab- 
lished in favour of the limitation of their 
powers, provided that the Committee is consti- 
tuted judicially, and there are upon it Members 
possessing practical municipal knowledge and 
experience, provided also that every oppor- 
tunity is afforded to the municipalities of being 
heard, and of producing evidence on their 
behalf.” 


Lam glad that that important association 
have passed that resolution, because on 
the Electric Lighting Committee the 
representation of the municipalties was 
limited, and they were limited to 
one counsel, and were not allowed to 
call the witnesses they desired. [apologise 
to the House for the time I have occupied. 
I have been burdened with the task to 
plead on the part of institutions and 
bodies to which I have been most. sin- 
cerely attached, and of the value of whose 
work I have practical knowledge. | 
appeal to the Government to consider 
once more whether they will persist in a 
motion which, though it may have some 
small advantage from an administrative 
point of view, may be seriously prejudicial 
to the best interests of some of our most 
valuable public institutions 


Sin SAMUEL HOARE (Norwich): In 
rising to support the motion, I would say 
at once that there is no Member who is a 
stronger supporter of municipal enterprise 
than | am. The main reason why I speak 
is that in the great city I represent some 
few years ago a difficulty arose in regard 
to the carrying out of municipal enter- 
prises which confirmed me in the belief 
that it was necessary there should be some 
inquiry on this subject. I cannot quite 
follow the hon. Member for South Islington 
in the long list of industries either carried 
out or proposed by municipalities ; for I 
came to the House without any know- 
ledge of that list, and without expecting 
it to be brought forward. I did not hear | 
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from the Leader of the House or from 
the President of the Board of Trade any 
attack against any of these municipal 
enterprises. On the contrary, I heard 
sympathy from the Leader of the 
House, who distinctly said that what 
the Government asked for was not 
a judgment onan abstract question, but 
some general guidance from both Houses 
of Parliament as to the method in which 
Parliament was to deal from time to time 
with the innumerable practical problems 
that come before us in regard to practi- 
cal legislation ; and it is because this 
motion is aimed at that important sub- 
ject that I venture to erave the indul- 
gence of the House for a few moments. 
While the House naturally heard with 
interest the remarks of my hon. friend 
on these industries, I hope the House at 
the same time will not be unmindful of 
the work they impose on their own col- 
leagues, and that they will consider that 
this motion is brought forward in order 
to give some guidance to those on whom 
the responsibility of taking the evidence, 
and going through these municipal Bills, 
must necessarily rest. It is necessary for 
us to remember that it is not merely the 
Committees upstairs which sit on Private 
3ills that require some guidance on these 
matters, for the promoters of these 
enterprises have not necessarily to 
go before Private Bill Committees. 
We all know’ that there are 
Provisional Orders which pass through 
the Departments ; and in the case of un- 
opposed Bills we know that a heavy 
responsibility is placed on the Chairmen 
of Committees and the Chairmen 
of Ways and Means, who have to investi- 
gate these Bills. I feel confident I am 
right in saying that not merely Com- 
mittees upstairs, but Government De- 
partments, and those responsible for un- 
opposed Bills will be glad of, and have a 
right to have, some guidance from the 


Trading. 


House on this question. — Appli- 
cations to Parliament by — munici- 
palities for powers have enormously 


increased of late years. 
that. It isa sign of enterprise in muni- 
cipal life. It is a sign of good, and, in 
many cases, of very successful work. But 
let me tell the House how curiously the 
work upstairs has changed. It has been 
my lot to be a Member for many years of 
the Railway and Canal Committee, but 
the Bills that come before that Committee 
do not relate only to railways and canals. 


I am glad of 
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It is somewhat strange that this year the 
three opposed Bills which came before it 
were all municipal Bills—two from 


Municipal 
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acquire the tramways outside rather than 
let them get into other hands? [ think 
even hon. Gentlemen opposite will see 


thriving municipalities with reference to | that there is some ground for more lati- 


tramways, and one from 
County Council. If I might mention it to 


the London | 


show that these Bills are very large in their | 
' finance. I know it is said that Parliament 


requirements, I may say that the London 
County Council required powers to raise 
three millions sterling in order to pay for 
electric traction on their tramways. Of 
course, after we have considered these 
three Bills in the ordinary course, they 
nave found their way down to the House. 
It is always said that the House has a 
final voice to pass any Bill opposed or 
unopposed ; but the House has always 
shown a great loyalty to the decision of 
the Committees upstairs. They have 
felt that the Committees have decided 
upon a great deal of evidence, expert and 
loval, with the assistance of the most 
eminent men at the Bar, and the decisions 
of the Committees have, with very few 
exceptional cases, been generally sup- 
ported. Now, there has heen a great 
extension of the demands on the Com- 
mittees, and questions arise which would 
not have been thought of tiventy vears 
ago, and would not have been considered 
ten years ago; and if the work of the 
Committees upstairs and of the Depart- 
ments is to be satisfactorily carried out, 
we must work more or less on the same 
lines, reserving a certain amount of lati- 
tude when that may be necessary. That 
brings me to the point in the motion 
which is the one that gives us upstairs 
the greatest trouble, namely, industrial 
enterprises within and without the area 
of municipal jurisdiction. Now, we have 
to work by Standing Orders; but the 
Standing Order in regard to tramways, for 
instance, does not satisfy the circum- 
stances we are now in. I will give a case 
in point. There is no question at the 
present of greater importance than the 
housing of theworking classes, and the only 
solution is toremove large numbersof them 
into the country by means of tramways. 
The Standing Order states that we may 
allow municipalities to acquire tramways 
outside their area if they are joined to 
tramways inside ; but suppose the muni- 
cipalities cannot obtain the tramways in- 
side,and the lines having been constructed 
under the Act, the tramway companies 
perhaps have sixteen or seventeen year's 
to run ; ought not the municipality under 
these circumstances to have the power to 


Sir Samuel Hoare. 


tude in connection with that matter, and 
yet we are tied down practically by this 
Standing Order. I come tothe matter of 


may pass any Bill it likes, and put into it 
any financial clauses it thinks desirable ; 
but at the same time a great deal of care 
and caution are exercised in doing it. 
There is nothing at the present moment 
that causes greater difficulty in Com- 
mittees upstairs than the fact that loans 
are borrowed for certain periods, and that 
there is great uncertainty as to how long 
these periods should he, especially in con- 
nection with electric traction. I think 
that the House would acknowledge that 
the Committees should be uniform as far 
as possible in their decisions, and that 
the general precedents and rules upon 
which we have acted in the past should be 
acted on in the future also. I have two 
Reports in my hand, one dated the 
22nd and the other the 23rd of March. 
The Report dated 22nd of March refers to 
a tramway undertaking including street 
improvements, and the period assigned 
for repayment is forty years. In the 
Report dated 23rd of March, which con- 
cerns the construction of a tramway with 
provisions for electric traction, the period 
assigned for repayment is thirty years. 
During this session we have had some 
periods of forty years and some of thirty 
years, and the promoters often ask for 


longer periods. Let me take another 
matter. The period for paying off 


expenses connected with a Bill is usually 
five years, but a Report issued a few days 
ago stated that the period should be ten 
years. These may be small matters, but 
I can assure the House that I attach great 
weight to them. There is great uncer- 
tainty as to how long electric traction 
will last, and much doubt as to whether 
renewals may not be required from time 
to time ; and this House, for the protee- 
tion of municipalities and the ratepayers, 
should arrive at some detinite decision. 
I do not think that any hon. Member will 
feel that it is not wrong that it should be 
left to Committees upstairs to settle 
these questions. I think, when we are 
sent upstairs to do the work, the House 
ought to tell us the lines on which they 
wish that work to be carried out. There 
are other points also on which it is 
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desirable that the House should lay 
down some rule. An hon. Gentleman 
opposite in the previous debate used the 
expression “ free trade tor municipalities.” 
[ believe that expression was cheered by 
hon. Gentlemen, and it is one which I 
would cheer myself, and it is because I 
think that municipalities should have free 
trade that I say that they should be 
allowed to acquire tramways outside their 
own area. It is necessary that munici- 
palities should have power to carry their 
working classes outside, and there is no 
matter connected with this question on 
which I feel more strongly. But hon. 
Gentlemen must remember that when 
the working classes are removed out of 
one locality they are taken into another 
locality, perhaps into the area of another 
local body which has the hope of one day 
becoming a municipality itself. So far as 
I can make out, we have no rules laid 
down as to what should be done by muni- 
cipalities in such eases, and I do think 
that this proposed Committee, if it en- 
quired into these matters, would be able 
tomake suggestions that might be most 
useful to the municipalities themselves. 
1 should hope that those suggestions 
would take the line that every munici- 
pality has a right to be heard and repre- 
sented on any undertaking which goes 
through its own district. At present, so 
far as I know, there is no such power 
whatever. When we talk of free trade 
for local authorities I think those outside 
the borough should also have a voice in 
what is carried out, and should have 
representation on a Joint Committee or 
something of that sort. What is the 
objection to this Committee? My hon. 
friend states that the proposal for the 
Committee originated among — certain 
people who desire to do away with all the 
great industries which the municipalities 
wish to carry on. Iam entirely ata loss 
to know on what he bases that opinion, 
or what foundation he has for his state- 
ment. But is it not sufficient for the 
House to know that in the working of 
the House there are difficulties which the 
Committee would consider and probably 
remove? It must, of course, be a Joint 
Committee ; it would not do to have one 
system in the House of Commons and 
another in the House of Lords. Again, 
the recommendations of the Committee 
will not be the law of the land and 
cannot interfere with the freedom of the 
municipalities. The Committee will put 
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before us evidence as to the points on 
which difficulties arise, and if the House 
says that these points are not worth at- 
tending to, then the Report of the Com- 
mittee will be sent down to the cellars of 
this House, where there are a good many 
other Reports already. The Committee 
would relieve the House of certain ditti- 
culties and would inquire into this great 
and novel extension of business through- 
out the country, with which I have the 
warmest sympathy and which I should be 
very glad to see prosper. I believe the 
result of the Committee will be to place 
before the House and the country many 
important facts, and I shall be very disap- 
pointed if it does not result, not only in 
making our proceedings in this House 
more uniform, and helping us to do the 
work we have to do; but also in further 
facilitating that municipal enterprise 
which we all have at heart, and which 
we all wish to see flourish. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): The hon. Gentleman who has 
just sat down seemed to express surprise 
that things were different to-day from 
what they were twenty years ago. | 
think we must all recognise that at pre- 
sent we are living in an age of progress ; 
even the Government themselves recog- 
nise that fact by the legislation which they 
have introduced. I was delighted with 
the speech delivered by the hon. Member 
for South Islington ; after that speech he 
ought to take his place on this side of the 
House instead of on the other. For 
eleven years the right hon. Gentleman 
the President of the Board of Trade was 
one of my representatives in this House ; 
during the whole of that period I followed 
his career, and although, perhaps, I did 
not vote for him, yet at the same time 
he was considered a man of progressive 
tendencies, hence his influence in the 
Tower Hamlets. That being so, I was 
surprised at the speech he delivered the 
other evening on this subject, because, 
instead of that speech being of a pro- 
gressive character it was of a very 
moderate character indeed. He stated 
that it was not the intention of the 
Government to interfere with corpora- 
tions. If there is no intention on behalf of 
the Government tointerfere with municipal 
enterprise so far as local authorities and 
corporations are concerned, why the need 
and the necessity for this motion to-night? 
[have no doubt if the hon. Gentleman 
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the Member for East Islington spoke on 
this motion this evening, he would put a 
far different interpretation upon it to that 
put by the hon. Gentleman the Member 
for South Islington. I have in my mind 
a most lively recollection of the attacks 
made on the London County Council 
during the years 1895 to 1898. What 
for? Not because it was competing with 
private enterprise, but simply because it 
had the courage to establish a Works 
Department of its own, so that the profits 
of the contractor should go into the 
pockets of the ratepayers. These attacks 
were made hy the Moderate party on the 
Progressive party, and we know _ that 
accusations were brought especially against 
the Labour members of the Council, not 
only inside the Council, but also outside 
in their organs in the press. We wel- 
comed the fullest investigation into the 
Works Department. A Committee was 
appointed, and not one single charge was 
proved against any member of the 
Council with reference either to jobbery or 
securing employment for trade unionists. 
So far as the London County Council is 
concerned, I have no hesitation in saying 
that the hon. Member for East Islington 
would be quite prepared to clip its muni- 
cipal enterprise if he had the oppor- 


tunity, and for that reason I have 
no doubt he will cordially support 
the motion now before the House. 


What sins has the County Council com- 
mitted? It has established a Works 
Department, though not in all cases, and 
in many cases has abolished the con- 
tractor ; it has taken over a few miles of 
tramway on the south side of the river 
Thames by powers which Parliament has 
also given to other municipalities, and 
during the twelve months that tramway 
system has been worked by the County 
Council it has improved the condition of 
its employees by spending £25,000 in 
increasing their wages and reducing their 
hours of work ; and apart from that, it has 
not forgotten the interests of the rate- 
payers, because it has placed £43,000 in 
their pockets by reducing the rates. It 
has provided parks and open spaces for 
the people of London, and it has provided 
bands for the amusement of the people of 
London. And when we speak of bands in 
our parks and open spaces in the evenings, 
if the County Council were not in exist- 
ence, | want to know would private enter- 
prise have stepped in and have provided 
those parks and open spaces, and hands, 
Mr. Steadman. 
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It is 
a well-known fact that the only body, 
until the County Council came _ into 
existence, that supplied bands was the 
National Sunday League ; but since the 
County Council has been in existence it 
has spent something like £8,000 per 
annum in providing bands in parks and 
open spaces, in order to afford the work- 
ing man and his wife and family an oppor- 
tunity of listening to good music on Sunday 
evening, and any hon. Member walking 
along the Thames Embankment ean listen 
to one of the finest bands we have in 
London. That is as far as the County 
Council has gone up to the present in 
municipal enterprise. Our lighting is in 
the hands of companies, and our water 
is in the hands of companies. After 
all, Parliament at the present time has a 
check, and a very important check, on 
municipal enterprise. Take only the 
action of this House a week ago with 
reference to the Water Bills of the 
London County Council. We are not 
allowed to have control of the water or of 
the gas, although the ratepayers of London 
endorse our views, otherwise they would 
not give us the majority we have on 
the Council. We spend thousands of 
pounds of the ratepayers’ money every 
year. Whatfor! Not to put money into 
our own pockets. An hon. Member, 
when this motion was being discussed 
last week, stated that the railway com- 
panies did not use the ratepayers’ money. 
That is true ; neither railway companies 
nor gas nor water companies use the 
ratepayers’ money in the first instance 
when they are building their works or 
getting their Bills through Parliament, 
but they take the ratepayers’ money to a 
pretty good extent after the works are in 
existence. What is the difference 
between a monopoly, such as a water or 
gas company, and a municipality? The 
company works for profits for its 
directors and shareholders, and the 
municipality works in the — interest 
of the ratepayers, and in order to 
secure for them the profits which other- 
wise would go into the pockets of the 
shareholders ; and yet we are debarred, so 
far as London is concerned, from being 
able to take these steps. A great deal 
of stress has been laid upon the fact that 
Committees upstairs want some guidance 
in connection with Electric Lighting Bills, 
and that there should be uniformity of 
action. What is the present law? An 
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electric lighting company can apply to 
the local authority and the local authority 
has discretion either to allow them to 
apply to the Board of Trade for a Pro- 


Municipal 


visional Order or to apply for one them- , 


selves. In many cases in London, the 
local authorities have handed their powers 
over to companies, and the companies 
have applied to the Board of Trade for 
Provisional Orders which have b en 


granted. That, I maintain, should be 
sufficient guidance for a Committee 


engaged on any of these Bills. I read 
a speech delivered by the right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for East Wolver- 
hampton a short time ago, in which he 
stated how far, in his opinion, municipali- 
ties should go with reference to taking 
over gas, water, and other monopolies. 
Personally I say it will be a bad day 
for this country if its municipalities are 
guided by the views expressed by the 
right hon. Gentleman. What made the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies so 
popular in Birmingham t Why, the work 
he did in the corporation of that city 
before he became a Member of this 
House. Two or three years ago I was 
shown in Birmingham the work which the 
right hon. Gentleman accomplished during 
the time he was a member of the corpora- 
tion, and in one casealone,as a result of his 
labours, a considerable income will be 
brought in in years to come which will 
relieve Birmingham of nearly all its rates. 
If municipal enterprise to that degree is 
good in Birmirgham, why should it not 
he good in every city in the United 
Kingdom ? I want to be perfectly candid 
upon this matter. I am not in favour, 


myself, of municipalities starting muni- , 


cipal workshops and becoming competitors 
with private employers in the labour 
market, because that would not in any 
way improve the condition of the 
workers. It makes no difference to the 
worker whether he is employed by a 
private employer or by a municipality, so 
long as he gets his trade union rate of 
wages, and if a municipality to-morrow 
were to start municipal workshops on 
competitive lines, they would not pay 
the workers higher than the trade union 
rate of wages. But I am strongly in 
favour of monopolies such as gas, water, 
and tramways being worked by the muni- 
cipalities in the interests of the com- 
munity as a whole, and not in the interests 
of a comparatively few shareholders. — [| 
suppose the right hon. Gentleman the 
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Member for East Wolverhampton had in 
his mind when he made that speech the 
action of the London County Council 
with reference to the National Telephone 
Company. If he imagined that 
the municipality was going to allow 
his company to pull up the streets 
and roads of London just as they thought 
fit, he was very seriously mistaken. I see 
no reason for this motion at all. If you 
have no idea of interfering with the pre- 
sent powers of our municipalities, then 
why press this motion to a division ? If, 
on the other hand, you have an idea of 
crippling the powers of the municipalities, 
which I believe is at the root of this 
motion, then the sooner you let the rate- 
payers know it the better. As far as ! 
am concerned, it is an old and a true 
saying to let sleeping dogs lie. Any 
attack that may be made by a Committee 
of this House on the municipal enterprise 
of the London County Council from a 
political point of view may be the means 
of putting some life and interest into the 
voters. The elections are near, and the 
result may be that a number of Unionist 
Members may be told to go about their 
business, and that there may be a 
majority of Progressive and Liberal 
Members in this House such as we have 
to-day on the London County Council. 
I hope that this motion will not he 
pressed to a division, although I recognise 
that unless the Government are prepared 
to withdraw it their majority will be 
sutticient to carry it. We have 
along very well during the last few years. 
We hope to go along very well in the 
years to come, and for that reason if the 
motion is divided upon, I shall certainly 
record my vote against it. 


Trading. 


gone 


*Sik BLUNDELL MAPLE (Camber- 
well, Dulwich) : I feel compelled on this 
occasion to declare myself opposed to the 
appointment of this Committee. I do so 
from altogether different reasons to those 
which have been adduced by the last 
speaker. I feel myself, if you appoint this 
Committee—five Members of the House of 
Commons and five Members of the House 
of Lords——it will be a question as to what 
will be the extent of their inquiry, and 
not of the way they are going to deal 
with this important subject. The House 
of Commons has hitherto always dealt 
with this subject of the different Private 
sills brought forward in a comprehensive 
and lucid manner. They have inquired 
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what is and what is not considered neces- 
sary. The hon. Member just now com- 
plained as to the way in which in different 
years it was considered necessary to have 
different laws. We all know that for 
different localities different dates are 
necessary for the repayment of loans. 
You cannot say that all localities 
should have the same terms. If the 
Committee is to be appointed, what is 
to be the extent of its inquiry? Is the 
Jommittee to go into the whole subject 
of municipal trading ! Are we to have an 
inquiry into the question of having 
municipal banks, bakeries, and wash- 
houses ? In fact, the motion asit is drawn 
is on the largest extent possible. It will 
entirely depend upon the Members who 
are put upon the Committee as to the way 
in which they would deal with this 
motion. To appoint, as | know the other 
side would appoint, two Members in 
favour of municipal trading, and to 
appoint, as I am sure the Government 
would appoint, perhaps, my hon. friend 
down below me, the Member for South 
Islington, and even if the two other 
Members were opposed to municipal 
trading, what would be the result ? 
These three Members, all in favour, 
going into the Committee — upstairs 
would go from the House of Commons 
pledged to support municipal trading in 
every way possible. I am opposed to 
municipal trading. I hold it is not for 
the advantage of the community at large 
that we should have these workshops 
started all over the country, and, being a 
commercial man myself, I am certain that 
this House would make the greatest mis- 
take possible if we entrusted this inquiry 
30 a Committee such as you propose to 
zonstitute with unlimited power. I can 
imagine that Committee sitting upstairs. 
All sorts of people would be brought 
from different constituencies in favour of 
municipal workshops of all descriptions. 
What is to be the limit and what are to 
be the lines to be laid down? We know 
that municipalities in different parts 
of the country work on different lines. 
We in London know very well that the 
supply of water in certain districts has 
been well managed by municipal corpora- 
tions in such places as Manchester, Liver- 
pool, and other parts. We think, however, 
the London County Council would be the 
wrong body to entrust with the manage- 
ment of London water. That is one 


instance to show that it is impossible for 
Sir Blundell Maple. 
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you to lay down any fixed and definite 
law on which the Committees upstairs 
are to act. Every Bill ought to be dealt 
with by itself upon the particular cireum- 
stances of the case. To lay down any 
fixed law would be virtually like passing 
a vote of censure on the House of Com. 
mons. I cannot imagine any Bill being 
brought before the House of Commons 
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and not being able to be discussed 
and inquired into upstairs. Do not 
tie the House of Commons with 


the rules and regulations laid down 
by your proposed Committee, con- 
sisting of Members of the House of 
Lords and the House of Commons. Let 
us have, as we have had in the past, all 
the circumstances brought before us in 
a proper way and inquired into in a 
thorough manner. I do not consider the 
way in which this motion is worded is 
such as is due to the responsibility of 
the House of Commons. I do not con- 
sider that in dealing with the proposals 
of municipalities you should lay down a 
fixed law. What is good for London 
may not be good for Liverpool, Man 
chester, or Glasgow. Let all matters be 
dealt with in a thorough and _ practical 
way, and inquired into as it is our duty 
to inquire into them. I must say I am 
exceedingly sorry to find that some of 
the Members of the Government are 
rather persistent in forcing this motion, 
which I believe is detrimental to the 
well-being of the procedure of this House ; 
and if the Government goes to a division 
I shall decidedly vote against it. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE (Somersetshire, E.) : 
Unlike the hon. Gentleman who has just 
sat down, I believe there are good reasons 
for the proposal to appoint a Committee, 
and I wish to associate myself with my 
hon. friend the Member for Norwich in 
bearing testimony to the difficulties 
often met with upstairs, and to the 
desire we have to formulate a principle 
on this matter, and, I would add, to get 
some more knowledge of precedents. | 
believe if we had a collection of. the pre- 
cedents in relation to municipal trading 
that the information would be of very 
considerable benefit on the Private Bills 
Committees of this House. At present 
we are at the mercy of any counsel who 
chooses to quote any particular precedent 
to his own advantage, and to say nothing 
of others. Then there is no opportunity 
of calling and sifting evidence, and we 
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have no principle whatever to guide us. 
The London Members who have spoken 
in the debate think, no doubt, that 
we have all the check that is 
required to the Committees — in 
the voice of this House as a whole. It is 
perfectly true that London Bills are dis- 
cussed and rejected in this House over 
and over again. I think very often we 
make a great mistake in not sending these 
Bills upstairs to be considered on their 
merits, but we cannot apply that principle 
to the Private Bills that reach us from all 
parts of the country. The House would 
break down if it once began to investigate 
for itself all those measures, and therefore 
we must look to the Private Bills Com- 
mittees as the regular tribunals to con- 
sider these questions, and I think they 
are entitled to a little more guidance than 
they have hitherto had. I look at the 
subject from a broader point of view. 
Do not Members agree that this matter of 
municipal trading is one that is exciting 
great interest in every part of the country ? 
It has assumed enormous proportions. I 
do not speak as an opponent of municipal 
enterprise. I do not belong to those 
municipal trading bodies, nor am I one of 
those much abused bodies the company 
promoters. Wherever I go I hear people 
discussing this question from various 
points of view, and I think that the in- 
quiry may be of the great possible benefit 
to guide public opinion outside the House. 
We are all agreed that certain enterprises 
may be carried on by municipalities, such 
matters as gas, water, and tramways. 
Qn the other hand, most of us 
believe that there are certain forms 
of trading which cannot be legitimately 
undertaken by municipal bodies; and 
between these two extremes there is 
large debatable ground. There are some 
who wish to have municipal manufactories, 
but whether they are incidental or not to 
municipal work they become manufac- 
turing enterprises in competition with 
private enterprises. Then, only to mention 
shortly another class of trading—that 
outside of municipal boroughs. One 
would imagine, from what the hon. 
Member for South Islington has told 
that the whole of this country 
consisted of municipalities and nothing 
else, and that, if it could be proved that 
tramway undertakings or any other kind 
of trading could be carried on by the 


us, 
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payers of those municipalities, they should 
get power to do so. 


Sir ALBERT ROLLIT: On the con- 
trary, I said my argument was based on 
the principle of the co-operation of local 
authorities. 


Mr. HOBHOUSE: That is a very 
vague expression. I have the opinion 
that some of the best supporters of my 
hon. friend do not take quite the same 
view of corporations. There are further 
important questions to be considered. We 
may well ask what the economic and 
political results are of using large sums of 
the ratepayers’ money in competition with 
the money of private undertakings, and 
employing vast bodies of workmen who 
can control their employers. These are 
all questions of great moment affecting 
this matter of municipal trading. I do 
not wish to suggest to the House that 
they should be solved one way or another, 
but I do submit that they are deserving 
of careful inquiry by a strong Committee. 
Why are municipalities so opposed to the 
inquiry? They are resisting the inquiry. 
Why do they object ? I understood that 
one of the conditions on which they 
assented to it was that they should 


be allowed to employ more than 
one counsel. I should have thought 
that a Committee of this kind, if 


strongly manned, and if it called before it 
proper representatives of municipal enter- 


' prise, and of the great commercial inte- 


rests, to put the case clearly from their 


} own point of view, might come to some 


municipalities to the interest of the rate- | 


determination without much expense and 
without much delay. I do not think such 
a Committee will draw what my hon. 
friend calls a hard-and-fast line. That 
would be a very unwise thing to do, but 
they could suggest some principles of 
action which would guide both the mass 
of ratepayers and the Committees of the 
House in defining the legitimate field for 
municipal enterprise, and be of assistance 
to us and to corporations in framing the 
legislation of this country. 


Mr. GODDARD (Ipswich) : One thing 
is quite clear, and that is that the 
municipalities of this country put a very 
different construction on the appoint- 
ment of the Committee from that stated 
by the supporters of the motion. That 
is the answer to the question put by the 
hon. Member who has just sat down. The 
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municipalities object to it, because they 
see in the appointment of this Committee 
an attempt made to limit their powers. 
No one has attempted to suggest that the 
appointment of this Committee is with the 
object of extending the powers of munici- 
palities in the matter of trading. The 
object from first to last really has been 
to control their powers, and that is one 
of the reasons why they object to it. 
Take it on the ground laid down by the 
hon. Baronet the “lember for Norwich, 
that it is very desirable for Committees 
wpstairs to have some definite ruling as 
to what they should do with the muni- 
cipal bills. He mentioned the different 
periods that are given for the repayment 
of loans—in one case thirty years, and in 
another forty years. It seems to me 
that is a great proof of the common sense 
of this House. These Committees always 
have been in the habit, and are in the 
habit to-day, of judging every case that 
comes before them, on its merits, and I 
believe it is because they have adopted 
that plan and gone on that principle 
that the Committees upstairs have been 
deemed the most impartial kind of autho- 
rity to which those Bills can be submitted, 
because they have taken into azcount all 
the circumstances of the case, and have 
dealt with them according to their ideas 
of common sense. | submit it would be 
a very sad thing indeed to tie the hands 
of the Committees upstairs by suggesting, 
as was almost suggested by the hon. 
Member for Norwich, that there should 
be some rule limiting the period for the 
repayment of loans. The conditions of 
large towns differ, and you must vary the 
time according to these different circum- 
stances. 
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Sir SAMUEL HOARE: We are abso- 


lutely limited to sixty years now. 


Mr. GODDARD: I am quite aware of 
that, but the variations suggested are 
altogether below that limit, and that is a 
limit that is rarely reached. In the matter 
of tramways you never come to the limit 
of sixty years. I submit that it would 
be a fatal thing for these Committees to 
have their hands tied, and only to allow 
thirty or forty years for one particular 
kind of industry. Anyone who has fol- 
lowed the experience of Committees in 
regard to municipal authorities obtaining 
powers for waterworks knows that a 
great variety of time is allowed in these 


Mr. Goddard. 
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Bills for the repayment of the loans re- 
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quired for the undertakings, for the 


simple reason that the circumstances have 
varied considerably. I have had personal 
experience in this matter in connection 
with a transfer to the Corporation of 
Ipswich. Having stated my case before 
the Committee, the Chairman of the 
Committee did make some alteration in 
the period of years and gave us, I think, 
more liberal terms than I had anticipated 
at first. It shows that every muni- 
cipality that brings a Bill to acquire 
some industrial undertaking varies in its 
conditions from others, and ought to be 
treated in a different way. I really must 
repeat the question as to who has asked 
for this inquiry that is suggested in the 
resolution. [am not going into the 
genesis of the matter. That has been 
done fullyand ably by the hon. Member for 
South Islington. It was suggested by an 
hon. Member that it was brought forward 
for the protection of the ratepayers. | 
would ask, have the ratepayers of this 
country asked in any way whatever that 
there should be some inquiry about the 
municipalities acquiring industrial under- 
takings? I cannot recall having heard 
such a thing at all. The ratepayer is 
amply protected at the present time 
against his own Corporation going in for 
some form of municipal trading he does 
not desire. It must be perfectly familiar 
to every hon. Member that before a Bill 
can be promoted in this House for carry- 
ing on any kind of municipal trading 
there must be a meeting of ratepayers, 
and any single ratepayer can demand a 
poll of the town. That gives an excellent 
opportunity, if there is any objection to 
the speculation on municipal trading, 
to oppose it. As a matter of fact, 
tkere is no difficulty of the kind. 
A few years ago, when it was considered 
that there was more risk in conducting 
these enterprises than to-day, there 
frequently was considerable opposition by 
the ratepayers. The schemes for acquir- 
ing waterworks and gasworks were 
opposed by the ratepayers and_ the 
schemes were dropped. The ratepayers 
have seen that it is a good thing for the 
' municipality and the ratepayers at large 
that these undertakings should be in the 
hands of the ratepayers’ representatives ; 
they no longer oppose these things, and 
are willing to carry them out. I am 
always in favour of government by the 
people, “~d I believe we will strike a 
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great blow at government by the people 
if we in any way seek to interfere with 
the municipal authorities in carrying on 
the trading which has been so successful 
in the past. I can understand speculators 
and capitalists and men who wish to 
invest their money in these various under- 
takings objecting to the municipalities 
doing the work, but I put that on one 
side at once as a reason that is not worth 
discussing. Have municipalities been 
unsuccessful, or have they mismanaged 
the undertakings, or given evidence of 
incompetence? On the contrary, the 
experience is that wherever municipalities 
have taken up these branches of trade — 
gas, water, electric lighting, and tram- 
ways—the invariable result, after time 
has been given to get over the initial 
difficulties, is that they are profitable to 
the ratepayers and that they should be 
so conducted. I cannot see any reason 
for an inquiry of this sort. However 
much you may try to make it a matter 
of assisting the Committees upstairs, in 
the eyes of the people outside it will be 
considered that the appointment of the 
Committee is an attempt to strike a blow 
at the municipalities in their trading 
enterprises. 


Municipal 


Lorp BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I hope that the result of the 
inquiry will be that certain rules will be 
laid down under which municipalenterprise 
will be properly regulated in the future. 
[do not know whether it is possible to 
define a regular principle on which muni- 
cipal enterprise should be carried out, but 
there are certain general lines on which 
such a Committee should go. It seems to 
me that there is one good example in the 
provision and supply of electricity. I 
am in favour of municipalities supplying 
gas, water, electric light, and various 
other things that they do at the present 
moment, but in regard to the supply of 
electric power, for which the municipalities 
seem to think that they have got certain | 
prescriptive rights, the question of prin- 
ciple arises. I think there is nothing civic | 
or communal in the supply of electric | 
power. A few weeks ago there were Bills 
dealing with electric power before the 
House. I submitted a motion which was 
accepted by the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for South Aberdeen, the President | 
of the Board of Trade, and others, that 
these Bills, being of great importance, | 
should be submitted to a special Com- | 
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mittee, and in order that that Committee 
should be perfectly impartial that it 
should be nominated by the Committee 
of Selection. The hon. Member for South 
Islington stated at the close of his speech 
that the corporationsdesired that an impar- 
tial Committee should be appointed. That 
is precisely my object, andI have to propose 
an Amendment to the motion. I[ move 
after the word “ be ” in the second line to 
insert the words “ nominated by the Com- 
mittee of Selection.” The result of that 
will be that the object of my hon. friend 
below me and the hon. Member for South 
Islington will be attained. 


Trading. 


Mr. COHEN: We do not want a 
Committee whose Report we know before- 
hand by its very constitution. We want 
an impartial Committee. One of the 
remarkable features of this debate is that 
those hon. Members who are in favour of 
municipal trading—I confess [ am not 
are just those who are against the inquiry. 
This is not an inquiry that condemns 
municipal trading. It is an inquiry into 
the way in which municipal trading shall 
be conducted. If you want that inquiry 
to result in a Report that will inspire con- 
fidence, the Committee ought to be com- 
prised of Members who have no _ pre- 
viously formed opinions. I have the 
honour to second the Amendment. 


Amendment proposed — 


“In line two, after the word ‘ be’ to insert 
the words ‘nominated by the Committee of 
Selection.’ ”—( Lord Balearves.) 


Question, “That those words be there 
inserted,” put and agreed to, 


Main Question, as amended, proposed. 


Sin H. CAMPBELL BANNERMAN : 
I have listened with great interest to the 
debate. One feature it seems to me is 
that the hon. Members who have spoken 
have been very much at cross purposes 
all the time. It has been discussed by 
some hon. Members as if it was an at- 
tempt by means of the appointment of a 
Select Committee to curb and confine 
municipalities from doing that which they 
have been accustomed to do for so many 
years, whereas my hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Norwich, in his very strong and 
well argued speech in favour of the 
motion, went upon matters which really 
have nothing to do with the question 
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whether the municipalities of this country | 


have acquired the habit of going beyond 
their proper function in trading and com- 
mercial enterprise. That is a separate 
question altogether, | would venture to 
point out, from all those points with 
which the hon. Baronet dealt. The ques- 
tion, for instance, which I suspect is 
uppermost-——judging from the warmth of 
the allusion to it—in the minds of many 
hon. Members in this matter is the action 
of the London County Council, and it 
may be other corporations and munici- 
palities, so far as I know, in employing 
their own workmen instead of employing 
contractors. This Committee has no 
power to go into such a matter at all. That 
is a pure matter of administration and 
discretion on the part of the London 
County Council, whereas the motion deals 
with a proposal to appoint a Committee 
“to consider and report as to the princi- 
ples which should govern powers given 
by Bills and Provisional Orders to 
municipal and other local authorities for 
industrial enterprise within or without 
the area of their jurisdiction,” so that I 
think the interesting catalogue of objects 
which my hon. friend the Member forSouth 
Islington read so much to the amusement 
of the House, and which we must 
imagine-——I think it is no great stretch of 
imagination—represents the scraping up 
by those who originally advocated the 
idea of this Committee of every possible 
case that could throw discredit on muni- 
cipal enterprise, while all the matters in 
the list, so far as I could gather them, 
which were of a doubtful character, do 
not come within the terms of this 
reference. The provision of cold air 
storage, the making of saddlery, and 
many other things which sounded rather 
odd when one first heard of them, have 
nothing whatever to do with the powers 
for industrial enterprise within or without 
the area of municipal jurisdiction. I come 
to the hon. Member for Norwich, who 
complains, with all the authority he 
rightly possesses on such a subject, on the 
part of Chairmen of Private Bills Com- 
mittees that they are bewildered by not 
having any proper guidance in the 
decisions they are expected to give in re- 
gard to the proposals brought before 
them. It seems to me that what he 
wanted, rather, was some alteration of the 
Standing Orders which prohibit him 
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wanted to give. He mentioned the 
| piteous case of some borough that wished 
to extend a tramway into the adjoining 
country, and because their own boundaries 
and the outside tramway did not joinit was 
beyond their power. There is no 
necessity for this pompous proceeding of 
a Joint Committee of the two Houses to 
determine that that is not common sense, 
and an application to the House to alter 
the Standing Orders would be successful. 
The hon. Member also spoke of the 
difficulty of fixing the precise number of 
years for the repayment of loans where 
electric lighting is concerned. I believe 
it is a fact that that uncertainty is a part 
of the necessity of the case where you 
are dealing with entirely new and experi- 
mental enterprises. There are very few 
electrical engineers of standing who will 
say how long electrical machinery can be 
expected to last. That being so, even a 
duplicate Committee of this kind cannot 
determine the number of years that 
ought to be fixed. All these proposals 
that come before the House are properly 
dealt with by the Committees we provide. 
Every one must be judged on its merits 
according to the circumstances of the 
locality, and for the protection of the 
ratepayers and the locality we are surely 
justified in trusting to the good sense and 
the justice of the ratepayers themselves. 
If they find a municipality playing 
ducks and drakes with their funds, 
and launching into expenditure, they 
will very soon call them to = ae- 
count. For my part I do not see any 
good this Committee is todo. As I say, 
we look first .of all to the intelligence 
of the electors themselves. Then there is 
this House bound to see that justice is 
done to all interests, and I do not think 
that the appointment of a Committee like 
this for the purpose of giving us a guide 
and laying down a rule we are to follow 
is at all the way to keep that sense of 
responsibility which this House ought to 
entertain in these matters. Either the 
decision or the advice of this Committee 
‘would have an effect or it would not. If 
‘it had no effect, which would probably be 
the result, what would be the use of ap- 
pointing it? I have only one other 
| observation which I would venture to 
bring before the House, and it is of so 
‘unpleasant a character that I hesitate a 
little even to refer to it. This House is 


Trading. 


under present circumstances from giving | not so young as it once was, and after all 


that expansion to municipal enterprise he 
Sir H. Campbell-Bannerman. 


| we cannot forget the fact that we have 
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lived Parliamentarily for several years. | the country should not miss this great 


Is it desirable, if this is to be a great new | opportunity. 


departure, and the enterprises of the 


municipalities throughout the country are | 


to be regulated by a formal tribunal 
according to some fixed principles, that we 


should at this particular period of Parlia- | 


ment, undertake this work? Would it 
not be much better to relegate it when it 
can be done, if it is to be done at all, 
toa new Parliament, who have had the 
opportunity of ascertaining by 
pleasant means of a general election what 
the general feeling of the country in the 
matter is? These are the considerations 
which lead me one after another to think 
that this Committee had better not be 
appointed, I do not know exactly why 
the Government work themselves up to 
something approaching zeal and earnest- 
ness in favour of this Committee. It is 
done in a very charming way, no doubt, 
but in a way that rather startles one when 
we see that that which was last session 
kicked about with little respect—TI think 


the | 


/ go on; 


[ join in the hope expressed, 
I think, by the hon. Member for South 
Islington, and others, that if the Committee 


is appointed it will do no harm. That is 
the best we can say, because nothing 


could be worse than anything that would 
look like a desire on the part of this 
House to be jealous or suspicious of the 
municipal zeal that exists so much to the 
benefit and advantage of the country in 
all our towns, great and small. The hon. 
Member for Norwich spoke of the great 
development of municipal enterprise of late 
years. Will not the word “electricity ” 
account for the greater part of it? If 
electricity is being applied to both 
lighting and traction, in that itself you 
have the reason for half the schemes 
brought forward. It is no use appealing 
to the Government after suspending the 
Twelve o'clock Rule. They have, as it 
were, burned their boats, and they must. 
but I will vote against the motion, 
and I hope if the Committee does no good 
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authority of the Government, 
twelve o'clock rule is suspended so that 


Allsopp, Hon. Geerge 

Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 
Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Baird, John George Alexander 
Salearres, Lord 

Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Maneh’r, 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Barry, RtHoaAHSmith-( hunts 
Seach, Rt. Hn.SirM H.( Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 

Bill, Charles 

Blundell, Colonel Henry 

Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. John 

oe R. F. (N. Lanes.) 
Cavendish, V. C. W. (Derbysh. ) 

Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 

Cecil, Lord Hugh (Greenwi ich) 

( ‘hamberlain, Rt. Hn.J. (Birm. 

( ‘hamberlain, J.A. (Worcester 

Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 

Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 

( ‘ollings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 

Colom, Sir John Chas. Ready 

Cornwallis, Fiennes Stanley W. 

Cox, Irwin Edward Bainbridge 

Cross,Herb. Shepherd (Bolton) 

Curzon, Viscount 

Dalkeith, Earl of 


child, and no one 
its coming to an 
at the close of 
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the 
the 


and the The 


Noes, 67. 


AYES. 


Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxtord,Sir Willian Theodore 
Faber, George Denison 
Fellowes, Hon. Ailwyn Edward 
Field, Admiral (Eastbourne) 
Finch, ¢ reorge H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
F irbank, Joseph Thomas 
Fisher, William Hayes 
Fletcher, Sir Henry 

Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Sutfolk) 
Fry, Lewis 

y-rreiy’ William Johnson 
Gedge, Sydney 

Gibbons, J. L loy rd 

Godson, Sir cacti Fred. 
Goldsworthy, Major- General 
Gordon, Hon. John Edward 
Goschen, Rt. Hn.G.J. (StGeo.’s 
Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Gray, Ernest (West Ham) 
Green, Walford D(We inesbury 
Greville, Hon. Ronald 
Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 
Hanbury, Rt. Hon. Robert W 
Hardy, Laurence 


| Hare, Thomas Leigh 
| Helder, Augustus 


House 


it will do no harm. 


Question put. 


divided: — Ayes, 141: 


(Division List No. 98.) 


Henderson, Alexander 
Hoare, Sir Samuel (Norwich) 
Hobhouse, Henry 

Houston, R. P. 

Jettreys, Arthur Frederick 
Jenkins, Sir John Jones 
Johnston, William (Belfast) 
Kenyon, James 
Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 

Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lafone, Alfred 
Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn. 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks. ) 
Lecky, Rt. Hon. W. Edw. H. 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpool 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
Maelver, David (Liverpool) 
Maclure, Sir John William 
M‘Arthur, Charles (Liverpool) 
Ms Killop, James 

Martin, Richard Leonie 2 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 
Milward, Colonel Victor 
Montagu, Hon.J.Scott (Hants. 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
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More, Robt. Jasper (Shropsh.) | Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 


Morton, ArthurH, A(Deptford) | Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 


Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, RtHnAGraham( Bute 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Orr-Ewing,Charles Lindsay 
Penn, John 

Percy, Ear] 

Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higgins, Frederick * 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Pryce-Jones, Lt.-Col. Edward | 
Purvis, Robert 
Quilter, Sir Cuthbert 

tasch, Major Frederic Carne 


Ashton, Thomas Gair 
Asquith, Rt. Hn, Herbert Henry 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) 
Billson, Alfred 

Bolton, Thomas Dolling 
Bryce, Rt. Hon. James 
Burns, John 

Buxton, Sydney Charles 
Caldwell, James 
Campbell-Bannerman, Sir H. 
Causton, Richard Knight 
Cawley, Frederick 

Channing, Francis Alston 
Colville, John 

Dalrymple, Sir Charles 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dilke, Rt. Hon. Sir Charles 
Doogan, P. C. 

Douglas, Charles M. (Lanark) 
Duckworth, James 

Emmott, Alfred. 

Ferguson,R. C. Munro (Leith) 
Gladstone, RtHn. HerbertJohn 
Grey. Sir Edward (Berwick) 


Rothschild, Hon. Lionel W. 
Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Rutherford, John 

Sassoon, Sir Edward Albert 


| Seely, Charles Hilton 
| Seton-Karr, Henry 
| Sharpe, William Edward T. 


Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 


' Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 


Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


| Stephens, Henry Charles 


Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 
Sturt, Hon. Humphry Napier 


NOES. 


Griffiths, Ellis J. 
Haldane, Richard Burdon 
Harwood, George 


Hayne,Rt. Hon. Charles Seale- | 


Hazell. Walter 

Hedderwick, Thos. Chas. H. 
Horniman, Frederick John 
Jones, William(Carnarvonsh’e 
Kay-Shuttleworth, RtHnsir U 
Kilbride, Denis 

Lawson, Sir W. (Cum)’land) 
Macaleese, Daniel 

M‘Arthur, Wm. (Cornwall) 
M‘Crae, George 

M‘Kenna, Resinald 
Maddison, Fred. 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Mend], Sigismund Ferdinand 
Morton, Edw.J.C. (Devonport) 
Norton, Capt. Cecil William 
Nussey, Thomas Willans 
O’Brien, Patrick (Kilkenny) 
O'Connor, James( Wicklow, W. 
Oldroyd, Mark 
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Thornton, Perey M. 
Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Vincent, Sir Edgar (Exeter) 
Warr, Augustus Frederick 
Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Willox, Sir John Archibald 
Wodehouse,Rt. Hn. E. R.( Bath 
Wortley, Rt. Hon.C. B.Stuart- 
Wrichtson, Thomas 
Wyndham, George 
Wyvill, Marmaduke D’Arey 
TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond anid 
Mr. Anstruther. 


Palmer, G. Win. (Reading) 
Reckitt, Harold James 
Runeiman, Walter 

Shaw, Thomas (Hawick B.) 
Sinclair,CaptJohn(Forfarshire 
Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Steadman, William Charles 
Stephens, Henry Charles 
Stuart, James (Shoreditch) 
Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Trevelyan, Charles Philips 
Ure, Alexander 

Warner, Thomas Courtenay’. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams, JohnCarvell( Notts. 
Wilson, H. J. (York, W. R.) 
Wilson.J.W.( Worcestersh. N.} 
Woods, Samuel 


TELLERS FOR THE NOES-—- 
Mr. Lough and Mr. Goil- 
dard. 


Ordered, That a Select Committee of be pleased to appoint an equal number of 
tive Members of this House, to be nomi- | Lords to be joined with the Members of 


nated by the Committee of 


Selection, be 


appointed to join with a Committee of the 
Lords to consider and report as to the | POLICE RESERVISTS (ALLOWANCES) 


principles which should govern powers 
given by Bills and Provisional Orders to 
municipal and other local authorities for 
industrial enterprise within or without the 


area of their jurisdiction. 


Ordered, That a Message be sent to the 
Lords to acquaint their Lordships that 
this House hath appointed a Committee 


to-morrow. 


this House.—(V/r. Anstruther.) 


SILL. 


As amended, considered ; an Amend- 
ment made ; Bill to be read the third time 


BEER RETAILERS’ AND SPIRIT 


ot five Members to consider and report as | to-morrow. 
to the principles which should govern | 


powers given by Bills and Provisional | LONDON 
Orders to municipal and other local | 
authorities for industrial enterprise within | 
oc without the area of their 


OF 


jurisdiction ; | 


GOVERNMENT 
HAMMERSMITH 
COUNCIL). 
GENERAL GOLDSWORTHY (Hammer- 


'GROCERS’ LICENCES (IRELAND) (No. 2) 


BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed for 


(BOROUGH 
ORDER IN 


and to request that their Lordshins will | smith), in moving an Address praying Her 
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1377 London Government 
Majesty to withhold Her Assent to the 
Draft Order in Council of the 13th 
March, 1900, for the establishment of the 
Metropolitan Borough of Hammersmith, 
stated that the boundaries proposed by 
the Commissioners were not convenient 
boundaries. 
regulations for the guidance of the Com- 
missioners was that boundaries were to be 
in the centre of streets, but if that instruc- 
tion was to be followed they might have 
selected a better street than the one they 
had taken. The people of Hammersmith 
merely wanted a good boundary. It was not 
a question of rating between Hammersmith 
and Kensington. Both of these places 
originally agreed on a boundary, but the 
Commissioners would not have it. 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT (Islington, 
$.) seconded the motion. The draft 
Order provided that certified copies of 
the maps of the district required to be 
produced in evidence should be obtained 
trom the clerk of the County Council, 
whose offices were near Charing Cross. 
It was to be presumed that the persons 
requiring the maps would find it more 
convenient to obtain copies of the maps 
at the Vestry Hall, and that was one 
reason for the proposal to substitute the 
words, “Town Clerk of the borougn” 
for “Clerk of the county council,” apart 
from any question as to maintaining the 
dignity of the new boroughs. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented | 
to Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty to 
withhold Her Assent to the Draft Order | 
in Council of the 13th day of March, 
1900, for the establishment of the Metro- 
politan Borough of Hammersmith, the 
incorporation thereof, and for other pur- 
poses connected therewith, unless Amend- 
ments are made therein (1) to omit so 
much of sub-paragraphs (a) and (c) of 
Clause 3 as relates to the Nos. 2, 3, and 
5 on the map described in the Draft 
Order, so as to exclude that portion of the 
parish of St. Mary Abbotts, Kensington, 
as is coloured red on the said map, and 
to retain in the new Borough of Hammer- 
smith all now belonging to the said 
borough, except the portion to be trans 
ferred to carry out the boundary 
mutually agreed upon by the Vestries o! 
the Parishes of Hammersmith and St. 
Mary Abbotts, Kensington; and (2) 
to substitute the words ‘Town Clerk cf 
| FoURTH SERIES. | 
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It was true that one of the | 
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the Borough’ for the words ‘Clerk of 
the County Council’ throughout Clause 3, 
Sub-section (4).”—(General Goldsworthy.) 


Mr. SHARPE (Kensington, N.): I 
am sorry, Mr. Speaker, to be obliged to 
oppose the motion of my honourable and 
gallant friend the Member for Hammer- 
smith, as regards the boundary between 
Hammersmith and Kensington. It is 
true that, under the scheme approved of 
by the two parishes, Kensington would 
have surrendered a rateable value of 
£242, and that the Commissioners have 
slightly altered the line with an advantage 
to Kensington of £570 rateable value. 
The statements of the Hammersmith 
Vestry that the Commissioners’ adjust- 
ment is materially different from the old 
one, and is unjust to Hammersmith as 
transferring to that borough property of 
a much inferior class, in an insanitary 
condition, with a congested low class 
population, and with roads in a_ bad 
state of repair, are, I am instructed to 
say, either exaggerated or incorrect. — It 
was recognised by the vestries of both 
parishes that the old boundary between 
Bramley road and Silchester road could 
not be perpetuated and no adjustment 
could be agreed on. But as the con- 


/ clusions of the Commissioners show that 


the representations of the two vestries 
received careful consideration, and were 
only departed from in order to uphold a 
general rule laid down for the metropolis 


jas regards boundaries along streets, the 
fo) o ’ 


parish of Kensington accepted the 
decision, and I therefore appeal to the 


| House to reject the motion of my hon. 


and gallant friend. 


*EARL PERCY (Kensington, 8.) also 
opposed the motion. There might be an 
impression in the House that Kensington 
was acting a selfish part in the matter. 
Of course that was not so. At the time 
of the inquiry the two parishes put for- 
ward a joint scheme which, if approved, 
would have resulted in a pecuniary loss 
to Kensington. 


THe PRESIDENT or tHE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. Cuap- 
LIN, Lincolnshire, Sleaford) said the 
Commissioners in their Report stated 
that they found the existing boundaries 
as bad asthey could be. The Com- 
missioners substituted for an inconvenient 


3H 





1379 Adjournment of 
boundary one which was in almost all 

cases a road or street. He could not 

pretend to the same local knowledge as 

his hon. and gallant friend, but the senior | 
Commissioner and his assistant had 

reported on the matter, and he had looked 

into it as far as it was possible for him to 
do so, and he was bound to say that the 

present boundaries seemed to him to be 
infinitely better than those that existed 
before. ‘The Commissioners were abso- 
lutely impartial men, with no object 
whatever except to arrive at the best and 
most fitting solution of the matter. With 
regard to the question as to who should 
certify the maps, there was, he thought, 
something to be said ; but to substitute 
“town clerk” for “clerk of the county 
council” would altogether destroy the 
Order, and it would be necessary to pro- 
duce another Order to lie on the Table 
for thirty days. As soon as the present 
Order was confirmed by Parliament, these 
schemes would have to be made. Under 
these schemes the town clerk might be 
added tothe clerk of the county council 
for the purpose suggested. He would 
inquire into this subject more fully and 
ascertain what could be done without 
injury or prejudice to the purposes of the 
Order. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


LONDON GOVERNMENT (BOROUGH OF 


ISLINGTON ORDER IN COUNCIL). 


*Sir ALBERT ROLLIT, in moving an 


{COMMONS} 
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expensive litigation had at times to be 
carried on as to liability for repair of 
sewers, roads, and the like. 


Mr. COHEN (Islington, E.) seconded 


the resolution. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That an humble Address be presented 
to Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty to 
withhold Her Assent to the Draft Order 
in Council of the 13th day of March, 
1900, for the establishment of the Metro- 
politan Borough of Islington, the incor- 
poration thereof, and for other purposes 
connected therewith, unless amendments 
are made therein (1) to substitute the 
words ‘'Town Clerk of the Borough’ for 
the words ‘Clerk of the County Council’ 
throughout Clause 3, Sub-section (4), and 
to substitute the word ‘Borough’ for 
‘County’ in the last line of such sub- 
section ; (2) to enlarge the scale of the 
maps referred to in the Draft Note, or to 
attach an itinerary to such maps, so that 
the dotted line indicating the boundary 
may enable it to be ascertained by mea- 
surement or description on which side of 
the boundary sewers, gas mains, water 
mains, electric mains, and the like are 
situated, and to facilitate many other 
purposes connected with local — govern- 
ment.” —(Sir Albert Rollit.) 


Mr. CHAPLIN said there were no 
maps made on a larger scale anywhere. 
He could not conceive any purpose for 
which these maps were not altogether 
suflicient. 





Address, praying Her Majesty to with- 
hold her assent to the Draft Order in | 
Council of the 13th day of March, 1900, 
for the establishment of the Metropolitan 
Borough of Islington, said he thought the 
arrangement proposed by the right hon. 
Gentleman the President of the Local 
Government Board was in the circum- 
stances satisfactory. But he found that | 
the maps attached to these Orders were | 
too small, and the result was that very 


Mr. COHEN thought they might be 
contented with what the right hon. 
Gentleman had said about the maps. 


Motion, by leave, withdrawn. 


Adjourned at five minutes 
before One of the clock. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, 6th April, 1900, 
APPEAL COMMITTEE. 
First Report from; read, and agreed 
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to 
SAT FIRST. 
The Lord Mendip (V/. Clifden) sat first 
in Parliament after the death of his 
kinsman. 





PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


The Lorp CHANCELLOR acquainted the 
House that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
had laid upon the Table the Certificates 
from the Examiners that the further 
Standing Orders applicable to the follow- 
ing Bills have been complied with— 


Airdrie, Coatbridge, and District Water | 


Trust. 
Cheshire Lines Committee. 
Great Eastern Railway. 
Spalding Urban District 
(Water). 


The same were ordered to lie upon the 
Table. 


Council 


HEMPSTEAD CORPORATION 
(WATER) BILL [H.1.]. 

Reported from the Select Committee 
with Amendments. 


HEMEL 


IPSWICH CORPORATION TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1.]. 


Reported with Amendments. 


PONTEFRACT PARK. BILL. 
Reported without Amendment. 


WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 
SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
BILL [H.1L.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selection 
that the Five Lords appointed a Select 
Committee on the North Eastern Railway 
sill [H.L.] and other Bills, do form the 
Select Committee for the consideration of 


the Walsall Corporation Bill [H.L.j and | 


the South Staffordshire Tramways Bill 
[H.L.]; read, and agreed to ; all petitions 
referred to the Committee, with ieave to 
the petitioners praying to be heard by 
counsel against the Bills to be heard as 
desired, as also counsel for the Bills. 
VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH SErtEs.] 


{6 AprRIL 1900} 
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NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY BILL 


| [H.1. ]. 
| NORTH-EASTERN RAILWAY (STEAM 
VESSELS) BILL [H.L.]. 
The order made on Tuesday last 


appointing certain Lords the Select Com- 
mittee to consider the Bills, discharged. 
HARTLEPOOL GAS AND WATER BILL. 
tead 2%, and committed. 
EXTENSION AND TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
Read 2% and committed: The Com- 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee 
of Selection. 


SOUTHPORT 


STOCKPORT CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 
CITY AND SOUTH LONDON RAILWAY 
BILL. 


Read 2¢, and committed. 


GLASGOW DISTRICT TRAMWAYS BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


Read 2 (according to order). 


RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL 
[H.L. ]. 


MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 
Hens, 

MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [H.1.}. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 
EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
[H.L.]. 

BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [1.1.]. 
BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL [H.1.]. 
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES GAS BILL 
[H.L. }. 

Read 3, and passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 
GREAT YARMOUTH PORT AND 
HAVEN BILL. 

READING CORPORATION (TRAM- 
WAYS) BILL. 
SOUTHPORT WATER BILL. 

Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 
RAILWAYS (LRELAND) AMALGAMA- 
TION BILLS. 


Message from the Commons that they 
coneur in the Resolution of this House 
communicated to them on the 30th of 
March last, that it is desirable that the 


3uL 
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Great Southern and Western and Water- | 
ford and Central Ireland Railway Com- | 
panies Amalgamation Bill [H.L.], the | 
Great Southern and Western and Water- | 
ford, Limerick, and Western Railway | 
Companies Amalgamation Bill [H.L.], and 
the Midland Great Western Railway of | 
Ireland Bill [u.1.], be referred to a Joint | 
Committee of both Houses of Parliament 
as desired by this House. 


DUBLIN CORPORATION BILL. 


CLONTARF URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 

Message from the Commons that they 
have appointed a Committee, to consist 
of Four Members, to join with a Com- | 
mittee of this House, to consider the 
said Bills, and request this House to 
appoint an equal number of Lords to be 
joined with the Members of their House. 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION (ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOLS). 
Minute, dated 6th April, 1900, estab- 
lishing higher elementary schools. 


SOUTH AFRICA. 

Proclamation issued by the High Com- 
missioner for South Africa, on 19th 
March, 1900, relating to alienations of 
property by the Government of the South 
African Republic or of the Orange Free 
State made subsequently to the date of 
the Proclamation. 


EXPLOSIVES (EXPLOSION AT NEW 
HARBOUR WORKS, DOVER). 

Report to the Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, by Captain M. B. 
Lloyd, Her Majesty’s Inspector of Explo- 
sives, on the circumstances attending an 
explosion of gunpowder on the works of 
the New Admiralty Harbour at East 
Cliff, near Dover, on the 14th January, 
1900. 


Presented (by Command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 
ANNUITIES. 

Account of all moneys received on) 
account of contracts for the grant of 
deferred life annuities, and for payments | 
on death, under the provisions of the | 


{LORDS} 
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Acts 27th and 28th Victoria, chap. 43, 
45th and 46th Victoria, chap. 51, and 
50th and 51st Victoria, chap. 40, and of 
the disposal thereof, and of the contracts 
made, for the year ended 3ist December, 
1899. Laid before the House (pursuant 
to Act), and ordered to lie on the 
Table. 


MUNICIPAL TRADING. 
Message from the Commons that they 


have appointed a Committee, to consist of 


five Members, to join with a Committee 


'of this House, to consider and report as 


to the principles which should govern 
powers given by Bills and Provisional 
Orders to municipal and other local 
authorities for industrial enterprise within 
or without the area of their jurisdiction, 
and to request that this House appoint an 
equal number of Lords to be joined with 
the Members of their House. 


ARKMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
[SECOND READING. } 


Order of the Day for the Second 
Reading read. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
WAR (The Marquess of LANSDOWNE) : 
My Lords, the fourth and fifth sections of 
this Bill introduce two Amendments of 
the Army (Annual) Act of 1881. Under 
the present regulations a soldier can only 
extend his engagement so as to complete 


'the period of twelve years altogether. 


Now, your Lordships are aware that we 
have lately, as an emergency measure, 
enlisted a very considerable number of 
men in Reserve battalions upon a one 
year engagement. It is quite likely that 
some of these men may desire to extend 
their period of service. Under the law 
as it stands they can only extend it 
so as to complete the full period 
of twelve years; that is to say, 
a man having engaged for one year 


can only extend so as to complete the full 


period of twelve years. We think it 
likely that many of these men may desire 
to extend for a shorter term, and an 
Amendment is introduced authorising 


| extensions of service for a shorter period 


than the full twelve years. The other 
Amendment is of a comparatively trivial 
character. There is a _ discrepancy 
between the 79th and the 161st Sections. 
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of the Act. The 79th Section provides | 
for the restoration by the Secretary of | 
State of all or part of the service of a | 
soldier which has been forfeited for | 
desertion or fraudulent enlistment. Under | 
the 161st Section the power of restoring | 
service forfeited for fraudulent enlistment | 
is apparently excluded. The object of | 
the Amendment is to reconcile the two 
sections. 

Moved, That the Bill be now read a} 
second time.—(The Marquess of Lans- 
downe. ) 


! 
| 

On Question, agreed to; Bill read 2¢ 
accordingly ; Committee negatived ; Bill 
to be read 3¢ on Monday next. 


PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [H.1.}. 
[THIRD READING. ] 


Order of the Day for the Third Read- | 


ing read. 


Lorp WINDSOR: I have just had a 
communication from the Charity Com- | 
missioners stating that they adhere to | 
their objection to Sub-section 2 of Clause | 
5, and they desire that it should be 
omitted. As I have not been able to 
print any Amendment, I imagine that I | 
must postpone the Third Reading of the | 
Bill. The Amendment would also entail | 
the omission from the schedule of Section 
16 of the Public Libraries Act, 1892, 
which I wished to repeal, beeause Clause 5 
of this Bill practically transferred the 
powers given to the Charity Commis- | 
sioners under the Act of 1892. I must 
ask the House to allow me to postpone 
the Third Reading of the Bill till Mon- 
day next at 12.30. 


Third Reading (by leave of the House) | 
put off to Monday next. | 


CENSUS (IRELAND) BILL. | 

Read 2¢ (according to order); Com- | 

mittee negatived ; and Bill to be read 3¢ 
on Monday next. 


YESTERDAY'S ADJOURNMENT OF) 


THE HOUSE—PERSONAL EXPLANA- 

TION. 

On the motion that the House ee 
during pleasure— 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR (The | 
Earl of HAtspury): My Lords, I would | 
like to refer to an absurd statement that | 
appeared in the newspapers with regard | 


{6 APRIL 1900} 


' to the business last night. 


ito be read 2¢ 


| HOYLAKE 
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It is said that 
the Prime Minister and myself, being 
| engaged in conversation, forgot there was 
|any public business to be done. The 
entire statement is a fiction. There was 
no public business to be done, and the 
House adjourned in the ordinary way. 


Business. 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed by the Earl of Morley. 


FINANCE BILL. 
3rought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
on Monday next (the 
Marquess of Salisbury); and Standing 
Order No. XXXIX. to be considered 
in order to its being dispensed with. 


POLICE RESERVISTS (ALLOWANCES) 


sILL. 


Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢; 
| and to be printed. (No. 50.) 


House adjourned at Eleven of 
the Cloek, to Monday 
next half: -past Twelve 
of the Clock. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 


Friday, 6th April, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


tead the third time, and passed. 


AIRDRIE 


AND WEST KIRBY IM- 
PROVEMENT BILL. 


Queen’s consent signified ; read the third 
| time, and passed. 


WIDNES AND RUNCORN BRIDGE BILL. 
Queen’s consent signified ; read the thirél 


| time, and passed. 


HASTINGS TRAMWAYS BILL. 


As amended, considered; to be read 
the third time. 


HUDDERSFIELD CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


As amended, to be considered upon 
Monday next. 


312 
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WOLVERHAMPTON, ESSINGTON, AND 
CANNOCK CHASE JUNCTION RAIL- 
WAY BILL. 
As amended, considered ; Amendments 
made ; Bill to be read the third time. 


MANCHESTER AND LIVERPOOL ELEC- 
TRIC EXPRESS RAILWAY BILL. 
Petition for additional Provision ; re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4). 
Bill to contirm certain Provisional 


Orders made by the Board of Trade 
under the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 
and 1888, relating to Bredbury and 
Romiley, Bridlington, Cheadle and Gat- 
ley, Hebburn, Kendal, Long Eaton, 
Lytham, Ormesby, Sleaford, and Tunstall 
(with Goldenhill and Chell), ordered to be 


brought in by Mr. Ritchie and Mr. 
Hanbury. 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Bredbury and Romiley, Brid- 
lington, Cheadle and Gatley, Hebburn, 
Kendal, Long Eaton, Lytham, Ormesby, 
Sleaford, and Tunstall (with Goldenhill 
and Chell),” presented, and read the first 
time ; to be referred to the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, and to be 


printed. [Bill 171.] 
ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5). 
Bill to confirm certain Provisional 


Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
the Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 
1888, relating to Bishop Auckland, Cater- 
ham (with Warlingham), Co-pen, 
Grantham, Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, 
Ogmore Valley, Redruth, St. Helens (Isle 
of Wight), South Blyth, and Weybridge, 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. Ritchie 
and Mr. Hanbury. 


ELECTRIC LIGHTING PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 5) BILL. 

“ To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
made by the Board of Trade under the 
Electric Lighting Acts, 1882 and 1888, 
relating to Bishop Auckland, Caterham 
(with Warlingham), Cowpen, Grantham, 
Nuneaton and Chilvers Coton, Ogmore 
Valley, Redruth, St. Helens (Isle of 


MONS} 1388 


Wight), South Blyth, and Weybridge.” 

| presented, and read the first time : to he 

referred to the Examiners of Petitions 

im} Bills, and to be printed. [Bill 
(Z. 


Business. 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROYVISIONAI 
ORDERS (No. 3). ; 

Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Aberavon, Burslem, the Ches- 
terfield Gas and Water Board District 
Colne, Fenton, and Kendal, ordered to he 
brought in by Mr. T. W. Russell and Mr 
Chaplin. on 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAI 
ORDERS (No. 3) BILL. 5 
“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 

of the Local Government Board relating 
to Aberavon, Burslem, the Chesterfield 
Gas and Water Board District, Colne 
Fenton, and Kendal,” presented, and read 
the first time; to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills 
and to be printed. [Bill 173 } 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 
ORDERS (No. 4). ; 
3ill_ to confirm certain Provisional 


Orders of the Local Government Board 
relating to Barnsley (Rural), Featherstone 
Hambledon (Rural), Lutterworth (Rural), 
Ossett (Rural), St. Helens, Wigan, and 
the Wirral Joint Hospital District 
ordered to be brought in by Mr. T, W. 
Russell and Mr. Chaplin. ~ 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROVISIONAL 


ORDERS (No. 4) BILL. 

“To confirm certain Provisional Orders 
of the Local Government Board relating to 
Barnsley (Rural), Featherstone, Hamble- 
don (Rural), Lutterworth (Rural), Ossett 
(Rural), St. Helens, Wigan, and the Wirral 
Joint Hospital District,” presented, and 
read the first time: to be referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills, 

| and to be printed. [Bill 174.] 


PRIVATE BILLS (GROUP B). 

Mr. OLDROYD reported from the Com- 
mittee on Group B of Private Bills, That 
the parties opposing the Gas Light and 
Coke, Commercial Gas, and South Metro- 
politan Gas Companies Bill had stated 
that the evidence of Professor Vivian 
Lewes was essential to their ease ; and it 
having been proved that his attendance 
could not be procured without the inter- 
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vention of the House, he had been{ Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
instructed to move that the said Professor | authorise the Paignton Urban District 
Vivian Lewes, of 18, Lower Whitecross | Council to construct additional water- 
Street, London, do attend the said Com- | works ; and for other purposes.” Paign- 


Business. 





mittee To-day, at Three of the clock. | 

Ordered, That Professor Vivian Lewes 
do attend the Committee on Group B of 
Private Bills this day, at Three of the 
clock. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (GENERAL 
POWERS) BILL. 


CITY OF LONDON (VARIOUS POWERS) 


LL. 

GREAT WESTERN RAILWAY BILL. 
ABERDEEN CORPORATION TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

Reported, with Amendments ; Reports 
to lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL (SPITAL- | 


FIELDS MARKET) BILL. 
Reported, with Amendments ; Report 
to lie upon the Table. 


PRIVATE BILL (GROUP A). 

Sir WiLtLtAM HovuLpswortH reported 
from the Committee on Group A of 
Private Bills, That, for the convenience 
of parties, the Committee had adjourned 
till Wednesday, the 2nd May, at half-past 
Eleven of the clock. 

Report to lie upon the Table. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 


That they have agreed to— 
Colonial Bank Bill, without Amend- 


ment. | to empower 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to empower the Eastern District 
Committee of the County Council of the 
county of Stirling to construct water- 
works and to supply water within their 
district ; to authorise the County Council 
of the county of Stirling to acquire lands | 
and servitudes for the purposes of such 
water supply ; to authorise and require 
the said County Council to levy assess- 
ments and to borrow money; and for 
other purposes.” Last Stirlingshire 
Water Bill | Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to con- | 
fer further powers upon the Mayor, | 
Aldermen, and Burgesses of the Borough | 
of Newport for the construction of a| 
bridge over the River Usk, and of tram- | 
ways and other works; and for other 
purposes.” Newport Corporation Bill | 
| Lords]. | 


ton Urban District Water Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to con- 
fer further 


powers on the London, 
Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Company; and for other purposes. 


London, Brighton, and South Coast Rail- 
way Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
empower the Urban District Council of 
‘the Urban District of Newtown and 
| Llanllwchaiarn to supply gas, and to 
'purchase the undertaking of the New- 
town and Llanllwchaiarn Gas and 
Coke Company, Limited ; and for other 
| purposes.” Newtown and Llanllwchaiarn 
Urban District Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
/empower the Cork, Bandon, and South 
Coast Railway Company to stop up 
certain level crossings and _ substitute 
| bridges; to divert and alter certain 
roads ; to construct an aerial ropeway ; 
to acquire additional lands; to consoli- 
date their debenture stocks and amend 
their Act of 1888 as to the consolidation 
| of preference stocks ; to subscribe to the 
| Bantry Bay Steamship Company, Limited ; 
to confer further powers upon the Com- 
/pany ; and for other purposes.” Cork, 
| Bandon, and South Coast Railway Bill 
| [Lords]. 

And also a Bill intituled, “An Act 
the Great Southern and 
Western Railway Company to construct 
a pier at Valencia; to abstract water 
from the River Suir and lay pipes to 
their Thurles station ; to acquire addi- 
tional lands; to vest in the Company 
the undertaking of the Mitchelstown and 
Fermoy Light Railway Company ; to 
subscribe further sums to the Southern 
Hotels, Limited; to raise additional 
capital ; and for other purposes.” Great 
Southern and Western Railway Bill 


[Lords]. 


EAST STIRLINGSHIRE WATER 
[Lords]. 
NEWPORT CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
PAIGNTON URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL {Lords}. 

LONDON, BRIGHTON, AND SOUTH 
COAST RALLWAY BILL [Lords]. 

Read the first time ; and referred to the 
Examiners of Petitions for Private Bills. 


BILL 
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NEWTOWN AND LLANLLWCHAIARN | 


URBAN DISTRICT GAS BILL [Lords]. 
CORK, BANDON, AND SOUTH COAST 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 

GREAT SOUTHERN AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY BILL [Lords]. 


{COMMONS} 


Questions. 1392 


RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
RIFLE RANGES. 


Return presented, relative 
[Address 12th March — Mr. 


thereto 
Radcliffe 


Read the first time; and referred to | Cooke]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 
PETITIONS. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Edinburgh, against ; to 
lie upon the Table. 


ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS 
(SCOTLAND) BILL. 

Petition from Auchterarder, in favour ; 
to lie upon the Table. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ 

SUPERANNUATION BILL. 

Petition from Liverpool, in favour ; to 

lie upon the Table. 


LUNACY BILL. 


Petition of the Metropolitan Relieving | 
Officers’ Association, for alteration ; to lie | 


upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING 
ON SUNDAY BILL. 


LIQUORS 


| printed. [No. 129.] 
|GOVERNMENT INSURANCES AND 
| ANNUITIES. 
| Account presented, of all Moneys 
| received and of the disposal thereof, and 
' of all Contracts for the grant of Deferred 
Life Annuities and for Payments on 
| Death made, during the year 1899 [by 
| Act]; to lie upon the Table, and to be 
printed. [No. 130.] 
| 

SOUTH AFRICA. 
| Copy presented, of Proclamation issued 
'by the High Commissioner for South 
| Africa on 19th March, 1900, relating to 
Alienations of Property by the Govern- 
‘ment of the South African Republic or 
Orange Free State made subsequently to 
| the date of the Proclamation [by Com- 
'mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


BOARD OF EDUCATION. 

| Copy presented, of Minute of the 
| Board of Education, dated 6th April, 
| 1900, establishing Higher Elementary 
Schools [by Command]; tolie upon the 


| Table. 


Petition from West Kirby, in favour; | 


to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 


CHILDREN BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Coventry ; 
London ; Prestatyn ; Wakefield ; Hartle- 


pool (two) ; West Hartlepool ; and Blair- 


gowrie ; to lie upon the Table. 


SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS TO 
CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Tynemouth ; | 


Uxbridge ; Swansea ; Swalwell; Sheffield 
(five) ; 
Street ; Sleaford ; South Benwell ; Corn- 
wall; Meigle ; and Wallasey ; to lie upon 


the Table. 


SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL. 


Petitions in favour, from Chester-le- | 


Street ; Messingham ; East Butterwick ; 


Sleaford ; Wakefield; Cornwall ; Swan- 
sea; and Bradford ; to lie upon the 
Table. 


| TECHNICAL INSTRUCTION ACT, 1889. 
Copies presented, of Minutes sanction- 
ing the subjects to be taught under 
Clause 8 of The Technical Instruction 
' Act, 1889, for the following county and 
| district :— 


County of Buckingham (Kighth 
| Minute), dated 23rd February, 
| 1900; 


District of Beckenham, dated 13th 
March, 1900 
[by Act]; to lie upon the Table. 


Willington-on-Tyne ; Chester-le- | 


QUESTIONS. 

| SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER 

| PRISONERS—PLACE OF CUSTODY. 
CapTAIN DONELAN (Cork, E.): On 

behalf of the hon. Member for East Mayo 


iI beg to ask the First Lord of the 
' Treasury whether he will state the 


grounds on which it has been decided to 


| 5 
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Boer prisoners to St. Helena ; what is the 


will lay upon the Table of the House any 
correspondence which has passed between 
Mr. Schreiner and the High Commis- 
sioner, or with Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment, on this subject. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFour, Manchester, 
E.): The grounds for the removal of the 
prisoners were based on the question of 
safe custody. 


moving them to St. Helena. No corre- 
spondence between Mr. Schreiner and the 
High Commissioner has as yet reached 
this country. 


CAPTAIN DONELAN: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for East Mayo, I beg to 
ask the First Lord of the Treasury 
whether he can state the number of cases 
of illness amongst the Boer prisoners in 
Simons Town, and the number of deaths ; 
whether any inspection of the prisoners 
and their quarters has been made by inde- 
pendent medical men ; and, if so, whether 
he will lay their reports upon the Table 
of the House ; and why the Boer prisoners 
have been kept on board ship instead of 
being kept under conditions similar to 
those enjoyed by the British prisoners in 
the Transvaal. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
tion asked for in the first paragraph was 
given in full detail by my hon. friend the 


I am not aware that any | 
special legal sanction is required in re- | 
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remove General Cronje and a number of | 
‘and British forces respectively ; 
legal sanction for keeping these men in| 
custody in St. Helena: and whether he | 


1394 


of prisoners of war held by the Transvaal 
and say 
whether, in the interest alike of the 
prisoners on both sides, the Government 
would consent to an exchange of 


Questions. 


prisoners. 


*THE UNDERSECRETARYor STATE 
rok WAR (Mr. WynpuaM, Dover): The 
total of Transvaal and Orange Free State 
prisoners on the 23rd March was 5,000. 
The total of British prisoners cannot be 
accurately ascertained, but the total of 
missing and prisoners up to the 31st 
March was 3,466. It is not considered 
that the time has come for raising the 
question of an exchange of prisoners. 


BOER PRISONERS AT SIMONS TOWN. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether any instructions 
have been, or are to be, sent to the 


‘military authorities at Simons Town as to 


The informa- | 


Under Secretary yesterday.* We have no | 


information about the second paragraph, 
but I may state to the House—what | am 
sure the hon. Gentleman is aware of 
already—that no distinction is drawn 
between Boer and Briton in the matter of 
medical treatment. 


Captain DONELAN: Is there an 
abundance of pure spring water at Simons 
Town ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
reason to doubt that there is. 


I have no 


PRISONERS OF WAR-STATISTICS— 
SUGGESTED EXCHANGE. 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN (Kilkenny) : 


] beg to ask the Under Secretary of State | 


for W: ar whether he can give the number 





* See page 1254 of this volume. 


any change of treatment of the Boer 
prisoners which may become necessary 
owing to the outbreak of fever among 
the prisoners ; and whether a portion or 
the whole of them can be transferred to 
quarters on the mainland; and what 
arrangements are being made at St. 
Helena for adequate medical treatment in 
case of further serious extension of fever 
among the prisoners to be transferred to 
St. Helena. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The Boer prisoners 
who are suffering from enteric fever have 
been transferred from the ships to 
quarters on shore. Every arrangement 
has been made for adequate medical 
treatment at St. Helena. 


DURBAN NAVAL VOLUNTEERS. 

*Sir JOHN COLOMB (Great Yar- 
mouth): I beg to ask the First Lord of 
the Admiralty what, if any, is the official 
relationship between the Durban Naval 
Volunteers and the Royal Navy; and 
whether this force has any recognised 
status under the Admiralty ; and, if so, 


_why the names of the officers of this force 


do not appear in the Navy List. I beg 
also to ask the First Lord whether his 
attention has been drawn to the fact that 
while General Buller’s despatch, dated 
17th December last, relating to the action 
fought the previous day, “makes special 
‘mention of the admirable manner in 
which the naval guns were served by the 
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Naval Brigade and Durban Naval Volun- and customs of civilised warfare, will be 
teers, under Captain E. P. Jones, Royal held responsible in their persons and 
Navy, this officer in his despatch to the | property for all such wanton destruction 
Admiral reporting in detail and at length and damage.” 
proceedings on that occasion omits any . 
mention of the Durban Naval Volunteers ; WAR MEDALS. 
and what is the explanation of this| Carrain JESSEL (St. Pancras, 8.) : I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
3 ane tes ms for War, with regard to soldiers dying in 
A THE FIRST LORD oF THE ADMI- | South Africa in the course of the present 
RALTY (Mr. Ge — St. George s, }ecampaign, who, if they had survived, 
Hanover Square): The Volunteers in} would have been entitled to a medal, 
question, though called naval, are, 1b | whether it is the custom of the War Office 
appears, trained as garrison artillery, and | t9 forward such medals to the soldiers’ 
are practically for military rather than | next of kin; and whether this course of 
naval defence. They donot form part of | procedure will be adopted in the case of 
the naval defences, and thus do not appear | Volunteers and Colonial troops, and 
in the Navy List. I was glad to notice | whether this custom is optional or is laid 
the paragraph in General Buller’s despatch | down in any of the Regulations for the 
in which he refers to the good services | Army. , = 
rendered by these Volunteers, who were i 
serving under the orders of the General) *Mr. WYNDHAM: Yes, Sir. The 
Commanding in the Field. :I cannot | reply to both questions is in the affirma- 
undertake to say why Captain Jones' tive. There are, however, considerable 
omitted any mention of these Volunteers | difficulties in tracing the relatives of 
in the Report alluded to. In a later | colonial soldiers. The custom has always 
Report he has referred to them as having been followed, but has not hitherto been 
been attached to 4°7-in. guns, and to the embodied in any Regulation. The new 
officers as being efficient. — ; Queen’s Regulations will contain diree- 
tions on the subject. 


omission. 





So neeeeraesim | Mane vetceeeeey Deeantecenr 
Mr. KIMBER (Wandsworth): I beg | CARTAN Jeers: | bes to ask the 
to ask the Secretary of State for the, i cere. ia eae fade" hoy 
Rapes : Pin . whether the questions in the examination 
Colonies what are wer —_ of the Pro- of officers of the Army Veterinary Depart- 
clamation which Lord Roberts is under- ment for promotion to the ‘rank of 
stood to have issued under the mr ae- veterinary lieutenant-colonel are both 
tions of Her Majesty's _ Government framed and also looked over by the 
——, wanton destruction of property 1M | Director General ; and whether this is the 
the South African Republic and the | only branch of the service in which an 
Orange Free State. ‘independent board is not assembled for 
Tur SECRETARY or STATE ror. the purpose of examination. 
tO VTES ° Ee N. | TXTAT + “ye m 
oaleeing Way Tae tdiowe enc ins | — ee ee 
~ erg aA aes 5), | examinations are carried out by a board 
terms of the Proclamation issued by Lord | of veterinary officers ‘ 
Roberts on 26th March :—“ Whereas it | ani: ii 
is necessary that all State and private) Caprain JESSEL: I beg to ask the 
property in the South African Republic} Under Secretary of State for War 
and Orange Free State shall be protected | whether the Director General, Army 
from wanton destruction and damage. | Veterinary Department, forwards his re- 
Now therefore I hereby give notice that | commendations for promotion to the War 
all persons who within the territories of | Office on the result of the examination ; 
the South African Republic or Orange | and whether he is aware that, at the last 
Free State shall authorise or be guilty of | examination, no questions were asked on 
the wanton destruction or damage, or | subjects connected with administrative 
the counselling, aiding, or assisting in the | duties, although it is laid down in the 
wanton destruction or damage of public | veterinary regulations that the questions 
or private property, such destruction or should be chiefly based on administrative 
damage not being justified by the usages , duties. 
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*Mr. WYNDHAM: The reply to the 
first paragraph is in the affirmative. As re- 
gards the last examination, my hon. and 
gallant friend has been misinformed ; some 
of the questions dealt with important 
administrative subjects. 


CapTain JESSEL: I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether his attention has been drawn to 
recent statements as to the loss of horses 
in South Africa owing to the insufficient 
number of Army veterinary surgeons 
employed, and that these officers are 
everywhere overworked and not able to 
attend to more than a small proportion of 
the cases of sickness ; and whether any 
retired ofticers of the Department, who 
are still available for service through not 
having reached the age limit, have been 
employed either at home or in South 
Africa ; if so, could he state the numbers 
employed at home and abroad, and also 
how many civilian veterinary surgeons 
are employed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: We have no infor- 
mation confirming the statement referred 
toin the first paragraph. In regard to 
the second paragraph, twelve retired vete- 
rinary officers are being employed. There 
are forty-six officers of the Army Vete- 
rnary Department in South Africa, five 
abroad assisting in the purchasing of 
animals, and thirteen at home. There 
are eighty-nine civilian veterinary sur- 
geons in South Africa and nine abroad 
assisting in the purchase of animals, 
Twenty-one Yeomanry and Volunteer 
veterinary officers are also in South 


Africa. 


TRANSPORT—HAULAGE 
MACHINERY. 

Mr. WARR (Liverpool, East Toxteth): 
Ibeg to ask the Financial Secretary to 
the War Office whether, in view of the 
losses which have recently taken place in 
the animals of the transport service in 
South Africa, the War Office are providing 
any of the modern forms of steam or 
mechanical haulage engines, so as to test 
whether they can supplement or super- 
sede animal haulage for military transport 
service. 


MILITARY 


*THE FINANCIAL SECRETARY to 
THE WAR OFFICE (Mr. J. PowEtt- 
WILtiAMs, Birmingham, 8.) : The impor- 
tance of mechanical haulage has not been 
lost sight of, and there are more than | 
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twenty traction engines now successfully 
employed on transport purposes in South 
Africa. Lord Roberts will consider to 
what extent additional means of traction 
of this character can be usefully adopted, 
regard being had to the nature of the 
country. 


INDIAN ARMY CAMP FOLLOWERS. 
Captain NORTON (Newington, W.) : 


I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
India whether he is now in a position to 
state the result of his inquiries as to the 
camp followers in the late Indian frontier 
campaign having been deprived at the 
close of the campaign of the warm 
clothing issued to them; and whether, 
inasmuch as this clothing was sold for 


‘small sums, these men, many of whom 


are now serving in South Africa, will be 
allowed in future to retain it. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitron, Middlesex, 
Ealing): The Government of India have 
reported that, under the rules in force 
during the frontier campaign of 1897-8, 
followers who served until the end of the 


campaign were allowed to retain 
their field service clothing, except 
leather belts, haversacks, water-bottles, 


and waterproof sheets. But for the 
future the Government of India have 
decided that they shall be allowed to 
retain their clothing, with the exception 
of leather belts and waterproof sheets 
only. 


ROYAL MARINE ARTILLERY AT THE 
FRONT. 

*Srr JOHAN COLOMB: I beg to ask 
the First Lord of the Admiralty will he 
explain why the Royal Marine Artillery 
serving in Naval Brigades in South 
Africa are employed as infantry escorts 
to naval guns, for the service of which 
they have been specially trained. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: The responsibility 
for the distribution and allocation of the 
duties to be performed by the several 
sections of the forces in South Africa 
must rest with the officers, whether naval 
or military, who have to conduct the 
operations, and the Admiralty are not 
prepared to interfere with the arrange- 


'ments made on the spot to meet the 


conditions of the moment. 
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Questions. 


MILITARY TRAINING—THE AUTUMN | 
MAN(CEUVRES. 

Captain NORTON : I beg to ask the 
Under Secretary of State for War 
whether, seeing the importance of train- 
ing troops for home defence upon 
enclosed and dificult country, the 
Government purpose taking immediate 
steps to obtain suitable ground for the 
training of small bodies of troops during 
the proposed manceuvres for the present 
year. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: This question is 


now receiving careful consideration. 


VOLUNTEER “ WAITING COMPANIES.” 
Mr. RADCLIFFE COOKE (Hereford): 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether, having reference to 
Army Order 29, of 1900, paragraphs 14 
and 15, men of Volunteer “ waiting com- 
panies,” who have been passed to the 
Reserve, are supernumerary to the estab- 
lishment of their Volunteer battalions 
during the period prior to calling up for 
service and departure from England, or 
whether during such period they are to 
be included in such establishment ; 
whether, with reference to paragraph 12a 
of the said Army Order, arms are to be 
issued to men of waiting companies when 
in waiting or only when called up for, 
service; whether it is intended that 
Volunteer commanding officers should 
clothe and equip the men of waiting com- 
panies when called up for service ; and 
whether it is intended that men of 
waiting companies should drill with the 
battalions until called up for service. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: The waiting com- 
panies are not supernumerary to the es- 
tablishment until actually called up. Like 
other Reservists, they will not have arms 
issued to them until called up; arms are 
lent to Reservists to do their drill or 
training. When called up they will be 
equipped in the same way as the service 
companies. As regards drill, they may 
be considered as Volunteers for all pur- 
poses and may drill with their battalions, 
but they incur the ordinary liabilities of 
a Reservist. 

VOLUNTEER 


TRAINING GRANTS. 


Mr. BRYCE (Aberdeen, 8.): I beg 
to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War whether arrangements can be 
made whereby the special grant of two 
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guineas will be allowed to any Volunteer 


Questions. 


battalion, one-half of the total strength of 


which are present in the camp at Alder- 
shot or on Salisbury Plain for fourteen 
days by separate composite companies of 
over eighty rank and file each, attached 
for training with Regular troops; and 
whether, if this cannot be done, any 
special. grant will be allowed per man; 
and whether, in any event, the actual 
cost of travelling to and from the camp of 
training will be allowed. 


*Mr. WYNDHAM: In view of the 
necessity of giving the Volunteers a train- 
ing in battalions, and not in detached 
companies, the rules laid down in the 
Army Order must be adhered to. If 
there is anything in the circumstances of 
any particular corps to justify special 
treatment, application should be made by 
the commanding officer, through the 
general officer commanding the district, 
to the adjutant general. 


VOLUNTEERS—POST OFFICE 
SERVANTS. 

Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, if the concessions granted 
to civil servants volunteering for the 
front in the way of granting them the 
difference between their pay and the cost 
of providing a substitute and handing it 
over to their dependent relatives at home, 
will also be extended to unmarried Army 
Reserve men called from the Postal service 
to rejoin their old regiments for active 
service. 


THESECRETARY To THE TREASURY 
(Mr. Hansury, Preston) : The concession 
applies to the unmarried Army Reservists 
as well as to the Militia and Volunteers. 


CIVIL SERVANTS AND VOLUNTEER 
TRAINING. 

Lorp BALCARRES (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury whether those civil ser- 
vants who, being Volunteers, respond to 
the invitation of the War Office and 
spend three or four weeks in camp will 
be obliged to count the whole period as 
part of their ordinary annual leave ; or 
whether under the special circumstances 
they may be allowed not to deduct trom 
their leave more than the usual period of 
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seven to ten days during which Volunteer | by mail steamer. 


regiments are normally encamped. 


Mr. HANBURY: Subject to the dis- | 


cretion of the heads of Departments, 


special leave will be given for the whole | 


period that a Volunteer may spend in 
camp. Those spending a full month in 


time, and military pay for the remaining 
half. Those who spend less than a 


month will receive military pay only. | 


Volunteers who prefer to take the whole 
or part of their ordinary leave in camp 


will receive full civil and military pay | 
for the period corresponding to such | / ; . 
| if any, are being taken with reference to 


ordinary leave, and for the remainder of 
the time spent in camp will receive half 
civil and half military pay if they spend 
a full month in camp, but military pay 
only if the period is less than a month. 


RIFLE RANGES IN: HEREFORDSHIRE. 

Sirk JAMES RANKIN (Herefordshire, 
Leominster): I beg to ask the Under 
Secretary of State for War whether he is 
aware that excellent rifle ranges exist at 
Leominster and Ross, in the county of 
Hereford ; and whether any regiments of 


Regulars or Militia are to be sent to either | 
of the above-mentioned places for training | 


during the coming spring and summer. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: The Secretary of 
State is aware that there are excellent 
ranges there, but no regiments will be 
sent there this year, as the intention is to 
assemble the troops in large camps. 

THE LATE FIELD MARSHAL 
DONALD STEWART. 
Mr. FABER (York) : I beg to ask the 

First Lord of the Admiralty whether the 

remains of the late Field Marshal Sir 

Donald Stewart were transported in one 

of Her Majesty’s ships from Algiers, 
where he died, to Gibraltar, for the pur- 


SIR 


pose of being brought to England ; and | 
'ralty is there any lecturer on naval 


whether the coffin was disembarked at 
Gibraltar ; and, if so, where was it de- 
posited ; and whether arrangements have 
heen made for one of Her Majesty’s ships 
to bring the body of the deceased Field 
Marshal to England. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Yes; the remains of 
the late Field Marshal Sir Donald Stewart 
were carried by Her Majesty’s ship 
“Juno” from Algiers to Gibraltar for the 
purpose of their conveyance to England 


{6 ApriL 1900} 


Questions. 1402 
No information has 
reached the Admiralty with regard to the 
arrangements carried out by the military 
authorities in the reception and custody 
of the coffin. It was not considered ad- 
vantageous for the public service to 


| specially detach one of the ships of the 
: a | Squadron to convey the body of the late 
camp will receive civil pay for half the | ee ee 


Field Marshal to England, a question of a 


| public funeral having, so far as I am aware, 


not been mooted. 


SUBMARINE TORPEDO BOATS. 


Captain NORTON: I beg to ask the 
First Lord of the Admiralty what steps, 


submarine torpedo boats, seeing that 

other maritime countries are devoting in- 

creased attention to this question, and 
that America, after long experiment, is 

| said to have an efficient boat of this type 
in the “ Holland.” 


Mr. GOSCHEN : Close attention has 
been given by the Admiralty to the sub- 
ject of submarine boats. The submarine 
boat, even if the practical difficulties 
attending its use can be overcome, 
would seem, so far as the immediate 
future is concerned, to be essentially a 
weapon for maritime Powers on the 
defensive, and it is natural that those 
nations which anticipate holding that 
position should endeavour to develop it, 
The question of the best way of meeting 
its attack is receiving much consideration, 
and it is in this direction that practical 
suggestions would be valuable. — It seems 
‘certain that the reply to this weapon 
must be looked for in other directions 
than in building submarine boats our- 
selves, for it is clear that one submarine 
boat cannot fight another. 


ROYAL NAVAL COLLEGE, GREEN WICH 
—NAVAL HISTORY LECTURES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 

I beg to ask the First Lord of the Admi- 


history at the Royal Naval College, 
Greenwich ; and, if so, what salary or fee 
does he receive: and how many lectures 
on naval history have been given at the 
College in each of the last ten years, and 
does he propose to make any alteration in 
the arrangements for these lectures. 

Mr. GOSCHEN : Professor Laughton 
has been engaged to deliver eight 
lectures on naval history in the course 
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of the present session, for which he will | 


receive fees at the rate of £5 a lecture. 


No such lectures were given between | 


1889 and 1899. 


ENGINEER OFFICERS TO THE 
ACCOUNTANT BRANCH ROYAL NAVY. 
Captain DONELAN: I beg to ask 


the First Lord of the Treasury whether | 
it is in contemplation to extend the con- , 


cessions recently granted to Engineer 
officers to the Accountant branch of the 
Royal Navy. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: [ am unable at pre- 
sent to answer the question of the hon. 
and gallant Gentleman. 

BRITISH GUIANA—BANK NOTE 

ISSUES. 

Mr. BRODIE HOARE (Hampstead) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies by whom and under what 
restrictions and conditions bank notes 
are issued in British Guiana, and whether 
those conditions have been complied with 
in all cases ; and, if not, whether he will 
take steps to have them immediately 
enforced. 

Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : Bank notes 
are at present issued in British Guiana by 
the Colonial Bank (under Imperial Charter 
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and Imperial Acts of Parliamant) and by | 


the British Guiana Bank under certain 
local ordinances. The Colonial Bank may 
issue notes in British Guiana and the 
West Indies up to £500,000, or, if the 
Bill now before Parliament receives Her 
Majesty’s assent, up to £600,000, and is 
required within six months from date of 
Act to deposit as security a sum in coin 
or securities equal to 25 per cent. of its 
note issue and to pledge its uncalled 
capital as further security. The British 
Guiana Bank under existing ordinances 
may issue notes to three times the value 
of its paid-up capital, without further 
restrictions. I have no reason to believe 
that these conditions have been infringed. 
A new ordinance for the British Guiana 
Bank is now under consideration. 


' rights ; 
' recently obtained substantial concessions 


CABLE COMMUNICATION WITH THE | 
CAPE. 


*Smr CHARLES DILKE (Gloucester- 
shire, Forest of Dean): I beg to ask Mr. 
Chancellor of the Exchequer will he ex- 
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Town by Gibraltar and Sierra Leone for 
a subsidy of £20,000 a year, to connect 
with the Cape Town-Australia cable, to 
be laid without subsidy, has been refused 
by the Government, with the result of 
the cable now being taken by a route 
passing through two Portuguese stations ; 


Questions. 


whether the company which made the 


offer was requested by the Government to 
lay, maintain, and work a strategic spur 
cable between Ascension and Sierra Leone 
at an estimated cost of £150,000, in con- 
sideration only of the Treasury finding it 
unnecessary to oppose the grant of land- 
ing rights in Cornwall at a spot where 
other cables of the same company are 
already landed with Board of Trade per- 
mission ; and what precedent there is for 
refusing landing rights in the United 
Kingdom to British cable companies. 


THE CHANCELLOR or tHE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks Beacu, Bristol, 
W.): I cannot give a full answer to the 
first paragraph (which does not, I think, 
state the position quite accurately) with- 
out going into the history of negotiations, 
extending over several years and involving 
other questions besides this, between the 
Governments of the United Kingdom, 
the Cape, and Australia and the cable 
company. But I may say that one reason 
for refusing the subsidy of £20,000 a year 
was that another company had applied 
for landing rights for a cable to be laid by 
the all-British route without a subsidy. I 
think there is now ground for supposing 
that an all-British communication with 
the Cape will be obtained in another way. 
The statement in the second paragraph is 
correct. So far as I know, no steps have 
hitherto been taken by Government in 
this country to obtain any return from 
telegraph companies seeking landing 
but the Cape Government have 


as the price of landing rights for this new 
cable, and it seemed to me that the grant 
of new landing rights in this country was 
a valuable concession, for which it was my 
duty, in the public interest, to try and 
obtain in this and other instances some 
return in such a form as the circumstances 
might indicate to be most desirable. 


BUDGET FIGURES—THE YEAR'S 
REVENUE. 
Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): I beg 


plain on what grounds the offer to lay an | to ask Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer 
all-British cable from England to Cape | whether the total revenue of the year 
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ending the 3lst March, returned at/ 


£119,839,905, includes all the receipts of | 


the last week of the year, or whether 
several items have been taken at the 
same amount as shown for the weeks up 
to and ending the 24th March; and 
whether the total revenue included for 
the week ending 31st March was only 
£1,626,000 against £4,124,000 in the 
week ending 24th March; and, if so, 
how he accounts for this difference. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: The total of 
£119,839,905 includes all the receipts of 
the last week of the financial year just 
closed. ‘Two consecutive weeks are not 
in the least comparable with one another. 
The receipts of the week ended 24th 
March included a payment into the 
Exchequer by the Post Office of 14 
million, while in the following week 
there was no payment on that account. 
The receipts for the week ended 31st 
March, 1900, are more than the receipts 
of the corresponding week of the previous 
year, Which were £1,217,000. 


Mr. LOUGH: Was there any pay- 
ment whatever made through the Post 
Office or Telegraph service in the last 
week? Is it not true the last week is 
generally the largest week for paymeuts ? 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: No, Sir; it 


is not true. 


MERCANTILE MARINE OFFICERS’ 
CERTIFICATES. 

Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade 
whether he is aware that the chief officer 
of the steamship “Daniel” (which 
stranded at Mosquito Grove, Nova Scotia, 
on Ist November last), whose certificate 
was suspended by the Court of Inquiry 
for three months from 7th December, 
which three months expired on 7th March 
last, has been and still is unable to obtain 
the restoration of this certificate ; whether 
the officer in question was entitled to 
have this certificate restored to him on 
ith March; whether he has considered 
the hardship inflicted on this officer by 
the delay in returning his certificate, the 
effect of which is that, in addition to the 
enforced three months idleness caused by 
the sentence of the Court, he has been 
since 7th March and still is deprived 
through the want of his certificate from 
obtaining employment ; whether the 
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failure of the Board of Trade to return 
the certificate on the 7th March has 
arisen through delay arising in Canada, 
or through other causes beyond the con- 
trol of the Board of Trade ; if so, whether 
he will at once issue to this officer either 
a duplicate certificate or a provisional 
certificate such as will enable him to 
resume his calling ; and whether he will 
consider what provision can be made for 


Questions. 


| dealing with cases of a similar nature that 


may arise in future. 


*THE PRESIDENT or tHe BOARD 
or TRADE (Mr. Ritcuiz, Croydon) : 
The facts of the case are as stated in the 
question, except that the certificate was 
suspended for three months from the 
commencement of the inquiry—namely, 
27th November last. Although applica- 
tion was made to, and a promise given by, 
the Canadian authorities that the certifi- 
cate should be sent to this country, it has 
not yet been received. In the meantime, 
in order to avoid any possible inconveni- 
ence, the Board of Trade issued instruc- 
tions that the officer in question might be 
allowed to sign articles without producing 
his certificate. There is some objection 
to issuing duplicate or provisional certifi- 
cates except in cases of great urgency; 
but, in all the circumstances of this case, 
I have given instructions for one to be at 
once issued to Mr. Milne, and I will con- 
sider whether any steps can be taken to 
avoid in future the delay that has arisen 
in Canada in this instance. 

ROYAL COMMISSION ON 

FISHERIES. 
Sir JAMES RANKIN: I beg to ask 
the President of the Board of Trade if the 
Royal Commission on Salmon Fishery is 
finally appointed ; and, if not, whether he 
would consider the advisability of appoint- 
ing on that Commission a water engineer. 


*Mr. RITCHIE: The Commission has 
been appointed and has already met. 


SALMON 


DOG LICENCES—CASE OF ARIES. 

Mr. ORR-EWING (Ayr Burghs): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether his attention 
has been called to the case of a working 
man named Aries, who had taken into 
his house a dog which had been run over 
in the street and had its leg broken, and 
who after curing the dog in five weeks 
found a home for it, but was fined 10s. 
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and 2s. costs for not having a licence by 
the magistrate, who remarked that Aries 


should have turned the dog out; and. 


whether he can see his way to recom- 
mend a modification of this sentence. 


THe UNDER SECRETARY 
STATE ror THE HOME DEPART- 
MENT (Mr. Jesse CoLiines, Birming- 
ham, Bordesley) : The Secretary of State 
is informed by the magistrate that the 
defendant stated that he had taken the 
dog in with a broken leg and had refused 
to take out a licence because he thought 
it hard on him to be required to do so, 
and that on being pressed to take out a 
licence he got rid of the dog, which gave 
rise to the remark of the magistrate that 
he should have got rid of it before. The 
humane intention of the defendant is not 
disputed, but the penalty was the smallest 
that could reasonably be imposed, and it 
does not seem to be a case for advising 
the remission of the penalty. 


INSPECTORS OF TELEGRAPH 
MESSENGERS AT LIVERPOOL. 


Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the— 


Secretary to the Treasury, as represent- 
ing the Postmaster General, will he ex- 
plain why, in the recent appointment of 
six inspectors of telegraph messengers at 
Liverpool, no fewer than fifty men, well 
qualified and of good character, in the 
postmen’s department, were passed over. 


Mr. HANBURY: It is in contem- 
plation to create six appointments to the 
class of inspectors of telegraph messengers 
at Liverpool. The duties are being per- 
formed temporarily by six postmen who 
have been selected as best qualified for 
them. As the appointments do not yet 
exist, the question of filling them by pro- 
motion has not arisen. 

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT AND 
FREE POSTAGE. 

CoLtoneL WELBY (Taunton): I beg 
to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, having regard to the great and 
increasing expense entailed upon Mem- 
bers of the House of Commons in reply- 
ing through the post to communications 
on political affairs, he can see his way to 
letters in envelopes embossed with the 
badge of the House of Commons, 
addressed and signed in the left lower 
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| corner in the handwriting of a’Member, 
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and handed in by him at the post office 
in the Lobby, whilst the House is sitting, 
being stamped “Official Paid,” as in 
public offices, and thus passing post free 
throughout the United Kingdom. 


OF | 


Mr. HANBURY: My hon. and gal- 
lant friend’s suggestion goes a good deal 
beyond the practice of the public offices 
which he quotes. Letters sent out from 
the public Departments only pass free 
when they refer to the public business of 
the Department. The privilege of frank- 
ing which Members of both Houses had 
previously enjoyed was _ expressly 
abolished by Act of Parliament in 1840, 
There is nothing in my hon. friend’s 
suggestion which would obviate the 
undoubted abuses to which such a system 
is necessarily liable. 


RECOGNITION OF POSTAL 
ORGANISATIONS. 

Mr. WOODS (Essex, Walthamstow) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether his attention has been 
called to a memorial, dated 16th Feb- 
ruary, 1900, and signed by Messrs. 
Lickford, Ray, Nevill, and Smith, 
officially docketed Mem. 1/6/288, in 
which it was intimated to these officers 
‘that the Postmaster General declined to 
receive them on the grounds that they 
did not appear to be directly interested 
in the matter on which they desired to 
be recived as a deputation ; whether the 
Postmaster General was aware that these 
officers are now in the service, and were 
representatives of the Sorters’ Trade 
Union (the Fawcett Association), duly 
elected for the purpose of the interview 
in question ; and whether such refusal is 
not at variance with the assurance given 
by the Postmaster General in the official 
document known as Registered No. 
234,768/99, which states that in future 
he would receive delegates of Postal 
Trade Unions, provided they were in the 
service of the Post Office. 


OFFICIAL 


Mr. HANBURY: The course adopted 
was strictly in accordance with the recent 
assurance given by the Postmaster 

|General. Deputations must consist only 


| of those who are themselves affected by 
the question at issue 
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BOARD OF EDUCATION—DEPART- ; Mr. HANBURY: The reason why 
| MENTAL COMMITTEE. Mr. Manturin could not pass the efficiency 
| Mr. BRYCE: I beg to ask the Vice- bar was that he was unable to perform 
| President of the Committee of Councilon the highest duties of his class—a condi- 
_ | Education when the Report of the De- tion specially prescribed by the Tweed- 
partmental Committee regarding the mouth Committee. No further report 
work of the Board of Education will be has been received concerning him, and the 


presented to Parliament. question of his ability to pass the bar 
noe _ ppRramren ~— would not—under the regulations—be 
| i Bid sompage = ~ again considered until twelve months 


4 cs f ‘ from the previous report-—namely, in 
1 | EDUCATION (Sir J. Gorst, Cam- | a youst can P y 
bridge University): I am sorry I 

f | cannot answer the question to-day, as eoypENSATION TO* INJURED IRISH 


my noble friend the President of the POLICEMEN. 

Council is in attendance on the Queen. Caprain DONELAN: I beg to ask 
| Mr. BRYCE: May I take it that the Mr. Attorney General for Ireland whether 
. | Report will be presented ? it is in the discretion of the Treasury to 
4 ; compensate policemen who may be injured 
. Sir J. GORST: I cannot say without when on duty ; and, if so, why are Irish 
| consulting my noble friend. ratepayers saddled with a burden in this 


Lorp BALCARRES: Has the final T@SPe¢t which is not cast upon English 
) See ) ratepayers. 
teport yet been finished ! ‘ ee ee oe 
L ; THe ATTORNEY GENERAL ror 
Sir J. GORST: Yes, it has. IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): Every policeman injured in the dis- 
MONAGHAN POST OFFICE, charge of his duty is entitled, irrespective 
Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan) : I beg of the length of his service, to a pension, 
toask the Secretary to the Treasury, as the amount of which is determined by the 
representing the Postmaster General, has Treasury according to the character and 
the tender of a suitable site for the erec- degree of the injury, in conformity with 
,, | tion of the proposed new post office in the scale prescribed by the Act 46 and 47 
1 | Monaghan been received by the Depart- Vict., cap. 14. As regards the second 
ment ; and, if so, will it be accepted ; and part of the question, the reason why Irish 


rs : Bs : : 
9 | When may the erection of the new building ratepayers are liable to pay compensation 
.y | be expected to commence. in such cases is that an Act of Parliament, 
3 sixty-four years old, expressly re-enacted 
dd TANBURY : Sever: ers : ’ : d 

_Mr. HANBURY: Several offers of in the year 1898, and extended at the 
t0 [sites have been received and are under 


suggestion of several Nationalist Members 


. consideration ; but it cannot yet be said 4 Belfast and Dublin, makes them so 
‘¢ | whether any of them are suitable. liable 

re i , 

de BELFAST TELEGRAPH OFFICE— EVICTED FARM AT ERRIGAL 

ly MANTURIN’S CASE. TRUAGH. 

4 Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Ks ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as Attorney General for Ireland, as repre- 
* representing the Postmaster General, will senting the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
The explain why a telegraphist in the Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he is 
ei Belfast office named Manturin has been aware that much excitement has been 
il stopped at the efficiency barrier, and why, caused in the parish of Errigal Truagh by 


“wi seeing that on his appeal to the secretary the alleged renting by the Protestant 
it was decided that he should have oppor-. rector of that parish, as a site for a 
tunities for attaining proficiency in national school, of a portion of an evicted 
several duties which had previously been farm; and whether application has been 
ed [denied him, the local authorities have made to the Commissioners of National 
nt J since made a practice of placing him upon Education, or any of them, for the eus- 
ter the hardest instrument duties in the tomary grant and sanction for the erec- 
ily | Belfast office; and whether the Post- tion and maintenance of this proposed 
by | master General will investigate the cir- school, and are the Commissioners aware 
cumstances of this case. that the site chosen is on an evicted 
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farm ; and, if so, what reply have they 
given to the application. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The police report 
that Lord Rathdonnell has given to the 
Protestant rector of this parish a free site 
on an evicted farm for the erection of a 
Protestant national school. Thishascaused 


someirritation notamongst the Protestants, | 


but apparently amongst those who have 
either entered into an illegal or possibly 
criminal conspiracy to boycott this evicted 
farm, or who approve of the action of 
such a conspiracy, and 1s, it would seem, 
due to the apprehension that the rector 
and Commissioners will act in such a way 
as to defeat to some extent the object of 
the conspiracy. ‘The Commissioners re- 
port that the usual application has been 
made, but they have no information as to 
whether the farm is boycotted or not. 
They have not yet replied, but it is to be 
presumed that they will take such action 
as becomes public officials of the State in 
such circumstances. 


CapTain DONELAN: What steps ha‘ 
the right hon, Gentleman taken to satisfy 
himself that this is a criminal conspiracy 4 


Mr. ATKINSON : I take it from the 
police report that it is a conspiracy to 
prevent by intimidation the exercise of a 
legal right. 


BELFAST POOR LAW MEDICAL 
OFFICER. 

Mr. MACALEESE: I beg to ask Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland, as repre- 
senting the Chief Secretary to the Lord 
Tyieutenant of Ireland, if he is aware that 
the medical officer of health under the 
poor law guardians of Belfast Union is 
an alderman of the Belfast County 
Borough, and in the latter capacity is 
also a member of the board having 
control over the asylum management ; 
and is it consistent with the rules of the 
Local Government Board that ofticers of 


the ratepayers in any capacity in receipt | 


of salary should be permitted to act as 
honorary representatives of the same 
ratepayers, and take an active part in 
advocating and supporting increase of 
official salaries. 


Mr. ATKINSON : The facts appear to 
be correctly stated in the first paragraph. 
As regards the second paragraph, the 
gentleman in question being a paid 
oiticer of the hoard ef guardians would 
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the House. 
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| seem to be disqualified by the terms of 
the Local Government Board’s Order of 
ithe 17th January, 1899, but the question 
is one to be decided in a court of law 
| upon the validity and construction of the 
Order, and is not a matter for the 
decision of the Executive. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 

Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
(Stirling Burghs): I beg to ask the First 
_Lord of the Treasury what will be the 
business before the House during the 
first few days after Easter. Perhaps I 
may ask a further question with regard 
to one of the motions standing in the 
name of the right hon. Gentleman. I 
presume that when he refers to the 
‘‘Proceedingson the Agricultural Holdings 
Bill” he meant the proceedings on Mon- 
day only. The motion does not say so. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: The right hon. 
Gentleman is correct in supposing that 
the notice refers to what we do on Mon- 
day. We propose before separating for 
the Easter recess to take the Second 
Reading of that Bill, and to refer it to the 
Grand Committee. With regard to the 
question on the Paper, I may say we hope 
to be able on Thursday, the 26th, to take 
the Votes in Class 3, and on Friday, the 
27th, the Revenue Department Votes. 
In the unavoidable absence of the Home 
Secretary I cannot give a definite pledge 
as to Class 3. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN: 


And as to the following Monday ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I can say 
nothing as to that. Perhaps the right 
hon. Gentleman will ask again on 
Monday next. 


Sim HENRY FOWLER (Wolver- 
hampton) : Will the Revenue Department 
Votes include the Post Office ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 
I presume the right hon. Gentleman will 
not take the Irish Estimates without due 
notice to the Irish Members, and that at 
any rate during the first few days after 
the holidays he will not take either of the 
_ two Bills—the Tithes Bill and_ the 
| Charitable Loans Bill—in which the hon. 
; Member for East Mayo takes interest. 
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Mr. 


South African 
GIBSON BOWLES: Will the 


right hon. Gentleman also undertake not | 


to y put down the Undersized Fish Bill ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
Bill has wholly disappeared, and that in 


its place we have another Bill, called the | 


Sea Fisheries Bill. I am afraid I cannot 


enter into the pledge asked for by my | 
friend, for there is a limit to the | 


hon. 
number of pledges I am able to give. In 
reply to the hon. Member for Waterford, 
I may say I shall certainly desire to con- 
sult the convenience of hon. Gentlemen 
from Ireland with regard to the day on 
which Irish Estimates are to be taken. 
The two Bills to which he referred will 
certainly not be put down until the 
Monday after the holidays. 


CapraAin SINCLAIR (Forfarshire) : 
Will the right hon. Gentleman extend 
the same consideration to Scotch Members 
with regard to the Votes in Class 3? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am always 
glad to consult the convenience of Mem- 
bers from both Ireland and Scotland, 
and if hon. Members object to the 
Scottish Votes being taken immediately 
after the holidays, I will accede to their 
wish. 


RAILWAYS (PREVENTION OF 
DENTS) [EXPENSES]. 

Committee to consider of authorising 
the payment, out of moneys to be pro- 
vided by Parliament, of the remuneration 
of any persons employ ed by the Board of 
Trade, under any Act of the present 
Session for the better Prevention of 
Accidents on Railways, and of the Ex- 
penses incurred by the Board under such 
Act (Queen’s Recommendation signified), 
upon Monday next. — (Sir /Villiam 
Walrond.) 


ACCI- 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE (SUPPLY). 

Ordered, That the other Government 
business have precedence this day of the 
Committee of Supply. — (Mr. A. J. 
Balfour). 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE 
(EASTER). 

Motion made, and Question proposed, 

“That this House at its rising on Monday 

do adjourn till " 

that at the conclusion of the proceedings 

on the Agricultural Holdings Bill Mr. 


VOL. LXXXT. — [Fourra Sertes.] 
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I believe that | 


‘aursday, 26th April, and | 
'to the subject on 
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| Speaker do adjourn the House without 


Question put.”—(Mr. A. J. Balfour.) 


SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—TERMS OF 
SETTLEMENT—TREATMENT OF PRI- 


SONERS—MARTIAL LAW—CHARGES 
AGAINST BRITISH TROOPS. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
The motion just moved by my right hon. 
friend covers an unusually long period of 


time, for the House is about to separate 


under circumstances of a very serious and 
even unprecedented character. It appears 
to me, therefore, that the time is not un- 
fitting to enter into a discussion, which 
may be conducted without exciting heat or 
feeling or party passion, on the situation 
in South Africa, and on the possible con- 
ditions under which the warmay be brought 
toa close. [“Oh!”] Lam quite aware, 
from the sounds that are being emitted 
around me, that there are dangers attend- 
ing such a discussion. I should not have 
proposed to enter upon it without very 
grave consideration, and I hope I shall 
conduct it ina manner not to prejudice 
any of the interests of the country, and 
not to excite any feeling derogatory to 
the traditions and character of the 
House. I am well aware of the perils of 
the subject. I should have thought that 
in the present situation anyone who is 
conscious of the dignity and responsi- 
bilities of Parliament and his own posi- 
tion as a Member of Parliament would 
not have thought it unbecoming to have 
entered on a discussion such as that which 
I have described. But I find I am de- 
barred from entering on the main purpose 
of the speech which I had contemplated 
delivering to the House. An hon. Mem- 
ber in the exercise of his privileges has 
put down a motion for an Address to the 
Crown praying that no conditions of peace 
shall be agreed upon which do not satisfy 
certain conditions set forth in the notice. 
The notice was given for an early but 
indefinite day, and probably I am not 
very far wrong in thinking the hon. 
Member was not very eager to bring it 
on. At any rate, the result is that even 
the House itself, if it desires by a majority 
beyond computation to enter on the dis- 
cussion of this subject, which must be ad- 

mitted to ve one of paramount import- 
ance, is absolutely debarred from con- 
sidering the question. The notice of 
motion” prevents attention being called 
any day “of this 
session, and this deprives hon. Members 


3K 
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of an opportunity of fulfilling the duty 

they are sent here to perform. It is 

especially unfortunate that this should 

happen at the present time, when this | 
House is regarded as the single refuge 

where free speech can be possibly 

relied upon. The press is in great 
measure closed—{ “ No!” |—the fact cannot 
be denied—to the minority, in some 
places a considerable minority, who hold 
views which are opposed to those of the 
majority. The power of assembly in 
public halls even for private discussion 
after notice given is practically interfered 
with and taken away in many parts of the 
country. It becomes of all the greater | 
importance, therefore, that in this House 
the privilege of free speech should be 
maintained—that the House should not | 
be debarred from the possibility of ex- 
pressing its opinion on the most important 

question of the day. I have nothing to do 
but to submit ; but I am not sorry that, 
attention should thus be called to what 
has frequently been described by the 
right hon. Member for Thanet as “an 
injurious exercise of the irresponsible 
power of a single Member.” There are, 
however, two matters of subsidiary im- 
portance on which I will crave 
leave to speak for a few minutes. 
One has been the subject of a question 
and answer to-day, and I will say at the 
outset I was rejoiced to hear the answer 
given by the Under Secretary for War 
with respect to the treatment of sick Boer 
prisoners. I am sure nobody wishes to 
add to the horrors of the war which is 
being waged in South Africa by any un- 
necessary infliction of sickness on the un- 
fortunate prisoners who have fallen into 
our hands. It is not surprising they 
should develop a great amount of fever, 
especially enteric fever. Those who have 
realised the horrible pit in which Cronje 
and his men were placed before they were 
driven at last to surrender, and who under- 
stand the conditions of life to which they 
are accustomed, cannot be surprised to 
find that a large number of the prisoners 
who were brought down to Cape Town 
are suffering from fever. But they have | 
been dying of late at a rate which will 

become serious if the present conditions 
are permitted to be maintained. I am, 

therefore, glad to hear from the Under 
Secretary that steps have been taken to 
prevent the further development of the 
sickness. So far as [I know, no sickness 
has arisen among our own prisoners at. 


Mr, Courtney. 
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War. 


Pretoria or elsewhere, though comparisons 
have been made between the treatment 
of colonial prisoners and the treatment of 
prisoners belonging to the Regular Army, 
Those comparisons do not seem to me of 
great importance, but they have been 
made. But there has been no suggestion 
whatever as to neglect being in any way 
found in the treatment of our prisoners, 
On the contrary, there is very consider- 
able evidence to show that care and kind 
attention has been paid to their wants. 
My hon. friend has treated the cases 
among the Boers as cases of enteric fever 
only, but everyone knows how easy it is 
for fevers which are infectious to be con- 
founded with those which are not. | 
assume that the greatest precautions have 
been taken to prevent any such confusion, 


-and I hope that before the prisoners are 


landed care will be taken to see that no 
other infectious disease is developing 
itself. The other subject to which I 


‘wish to call attention is one in which, 


perhaps, there is not the same spon- 


taneous interest which has been developed 


in the case of the sick prisoners; I refer 
to what has been done in the northern 
portion of Cape Colony and the colony of 
Natal in the way of the proclamation of 
martial law and the action thereunder. 
Very little is known as to what martial 
law is. One of the highest authorities, 
the late Lord Chief Justice, in a celebrated 
charge, practically declared that there was 
no such thing, that it was a negation of 
the law, which cannot be recognised as 
law at all. Of course, [ am not prepared 
to deny that necessity might arise for 
action which might be roughly described 
as putting martial law in force, but | 
would suggest with reference to what is 
taking place in South Africa that the 
zone within which it should have foree 
should be very largely decreased. It 
surely cannot be necessary for the assist- 
ance of the army in the field that martial 
law shall be carried down te Durban. 
The extension of the zone of martial law, 
an extension into which it is easy for an 
Administration to lapse, ought to be 
watched with the greatest jealousy. 
There is some reason to fear that the 
steps taken under martial law have not 
always been carefully instituted. There 
is the case im which three farmers were 
arrested in a district near the seat of war. 
They were taken to Cape Town, and there 
application was made to the court on 
their behalf, and after that application 
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had been made they were moved back | 


D 


into the district into which they were 
arrested and in which martial law had 
been proclaimed, so as to escape from 
the jurisdiction of the civil court. 
The farmers have since been released, but 
I must sav that the spirit which animated 
the military authorities in taking these 
men from Cape Town to the seat of war 
after an inquiry had been ordered by 
the High Court must be condemned. 
These men were in custody for a con- 
siderable period, and in the end they 
were discharged, because there was no 
evidence against them. ‘And that case 
does not stand alone. A gentleman in 
Kimberley was kept in custody for three 
months and then discharged because there 
was no evidence against him. We all 
have experience of the way in which 
prisoners get lost sight of. The late Mr. 
Roebuck once drew attention to the case 
of a man who had been in custody in 
Ireland for years, and whose case had 
been lost sight of. It requires great 
attention to prevent such abuses. In 
some cases, too, the punishment inflicted 
seems to have been excessive, the evi- 
dence against the prisoners being unsub- 
stantial in character and resting entirely 
on two or three native servants, who 
produce nothing which would be admis- 
sible in a court of law. If the records 
are true, this is a matter which requires 
serious attention. I would suggest that 
care be taken that no one shall be 
detained under martial law beyond a 
short time without his case being in- 
quired into, and that no — sentence 
extending beyond a certain period 
shall be inflicted by a court consti- 
tuted under martial law without 
heing subject automatically to revision 
by a court of civil jurisdiction. Some 
such safeguards as these would, I believe, 
be acceptable to the officers administering 
martial law, as likely to prevent the risk 
of injustice, to which they themselves 
would be the first to acknowledge they 
are liable. Now I come to another 
question. As everyone knows, there is a 
censorship established at the Cape. I 
have heard of perfectly innocent com- 
munications being stopped by the censor. 
A resolution arrived at by a committee 
here in Westminster was communicated 
to a gentleman in Cape Town. A com- 
mittee with which I am _ not myself 
associated passed a resolution of sympathy 
with the Dutch in South Africa. 
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was sent out to Cape Town. Large 
sums were paid for the cost of transmission, 
and a fortnight afterwards the telegraph 
company returned the message to the 
person who sent it. [An Hon. MEMBER : 
A good thing, too.] It is the hon. Mem- 
ber’s opinion that it isa good thing to pre- 
vent people in Westminster telling people 
in Cape Town that they have their sym- 
pathy. But is it a good thing that a 
message to a gentleman in Cape Town 
which involves no conceivable danger to 
the public interest should be stopped by 
the censor, the irresponsible censor ? For 
to whom is the censor responsible? I 

have said all I have to say.  Icould 

have spoken at greater length if I had 

had the freedom I desired, but, under the 

operation of the rule to which I have 

referred, [ have been stopped from pur- 

suing a course which I believe I could 

have pursued without injury to the public 

interest. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN  (Kil- 
kenny): Upon a point of order I desire 
to say that the notice of motion to which 
the right hon. Gentleman the Member 
for Bodmin has referred stands on the 
Order Paper in the name of the hon. and 
gallant Member for West Cumberland. 
In view cf the fact, which is now notorious, 
that the hon. and gallant Member sailed 
from England more than a week ago for 
South Africa to engage in service at the 
front, I wish to know whether this notice 
of motion placed on the Paper by the 
hon. and gallant Member precludes this 
House from discussing certain phases of 
the war until he comes back. Suppose 
he never comes back at all. [ assume that 
[am correct in saying that the House 
has power to order the discharge of a 
Bill, and I wish to ask if there is a similar 


| power to order the discharge of a motion 


from the Order Book which is plainly 
there for blocking discussion and for a 
mischievous purpose, and which cannot 
be moved. The notice on the Paper is 
in the following terms— 


“That an humble address be presented to 
Her Majesty, praying Her Majesty not to 
make terms of peace with the Presidents of 
the South African Republics on any terms 
waich donot provide for the annexarion of the 
two Republics to Her Majesty's dominions.” 


I also wish to ask to what extent a 
motion of that kind can prevent debates 
in this House on the question of the 


It | settlement of this war. 


3K2 
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Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 


I wish to ask whether it is not an anciert 
rule of this House that hon. Members 
who leave this country for a lengthened 
period have to obtain the leave of this 
House ; and whether, on such leave being 
obtained, all the motions in their name 
do not necessarily lapse. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know of 
any such rule as that to which the hon. 
Member has just referred. It might, or 
it might not, be a reasonable course, but 
there is no rule to that effect. As 
regards the question of the hon. Gentle- 
man the Member for Kilkenny, I cannot 
take any notice of whether an_ hon. 
Member who has set down a notice of 
motion is in South Africa, or Scotland, or 
England. Then as regards the question 
which he asked me as to whether there 
is power in this House to discharge a 
notice of motion, I can only speak from 
precedent, and I am not aware that such 
power in a case like this has ever been 
exercised. I do not know whether the 
hon. Member can show me any precedent. 
As to the extent to which a debate is 
limited, I can only say that it is im- 
possible for me to give an exhaustive 
definition beforehand. If an hon. Member 
trespass upon the ground covered by a 
notice of motion it is my duty to call him 
to order. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN : Will it be 
open to me, in face of this motion, to 
argue that the British Government, in 
case they get the power to do so, ought 
to give back the independence of these 
States? Can I go that length ? 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Certainly not. 


*Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): I do not propose to 
enter into the questions which my right 
hon. friend the Member for Bodmin has 
raised in the latter part of his speech, but 
I would ask the leave of the House to say 
a word on the subject which he dealt 
with at the commencement of his speech 
—the difficulties placed in the way of the 
action of this House by the rule, Mr. 
Speaker, which you have just laid down. 
I can give an example of the operation of 
this rule, as it happened when I was 
responsible for the conduct of the Opposi- 
tion some years ago. There were then 
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very serious questions affecting the policy 
of the Government in Crete, and [ 
always, as I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man the Leader of the House will 
acknowledge, abstained from bringing on 
a motion which might be detrimental to 
the public interest at that period and on 
this subject. I came to an understanding 
with the right hon. Gentleman the Leader 
of the House that it was expedient and 
proper that that question should he 
brought on, by leave, on a motion for 
adjournment. With the consent of both 
sides of the House I came down to make 
that motion, and I found that there was a 
motion on the Paper, put down by the hon. 
Member for East Mayo, who wished the 
motion to come on, and who had no idea 
that his notice would obstruct it. He 
desired to withdraw the notice that day, 
but he was told that it was impossible, 
and the whole object of both sides of the 
House was defeated by the operation of 
this rule in a matter of very great public 
importance affecting the interests of the 
country generally. | We had a discussion 
at that time upon the subject.* I re- 
member the right hon. Gentleman the 
Leader of the House was as anxious as | 
was that the matter should come on, and 
we were absolutely defeated by the 
operation of a rule which, I venture to 
say, in the manner in which it operates, 
makes this House absolutely impotent. 
It may be that some very great public 
crisis has arisen, and there may happen 
to be, accidentally or intentionally, a 
notice of motion upon the Paper of this 
House, and though it may be the highest 
duty of the House to discuss that subject, 
though the Government desired it and 
the Opposition desired it, yet you have a 
rule which reduces you absolutely to im- 
potence. A man may have a Bill intro- 
duced in the earliest days of the session 
without the smallest chance or intention 
of ever prosecuting it, and if that Bill 
refers to a subject which may be of the 
greatest possible importance, by no possi- 
bility can a motion be brought on in refer- 
ence to that subject. Now, Sir, that isa 
situation which [ think the House ought 
not to allow to continue. It does not de- 
pend upon any Standing Order of the 
House at all. It has grown up quite 
recently within my own memory. It was 
originally what may be called an obiter 

* Ist March, 1897 (See Zhe Parliamentary 
Debates [Fourth Series}, Vol. xlvi., page 1,347). 
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dictum of Mr. Speaker Peel,* and no 
doubt the original intention was to prevent 
aman, when there was a genuine motion 


intended to come on, and which should | 


come on, from taking advantage of a 
motion for adjournment in order to anti- 
cipate that motion. It has now grown 
up into a totally different thing. It has 
grown up into a system of blocking public 
business, of excluding matters of the 
highest possible importance, and of 
making this assembly ridiculous. — It 
leaves it in the power of any single man 
to defeat the whole House of Commons 
by the operation of this rule. The cir- 
cumstances of to-day add to the ridicule, 
as was stated by the hon. Member behind 
me. A Member puts down a motion—I 
dare say in perfectly good faith. He goes 
abroad, and we may not see him again 
this session, or after this session, and yet 
by the mere fact of his having put down 
that motion on the Paper the whole 
question of the settlement of South Africa 
is excluded from the consideration of this 
House. It is intolerable that such an 
absurdity can be allowed to continue in 
the House of Commons. [| know it has 
heen called common law of the House of 
Commons, but it is common law of very 
recent origin, and though it was very 
good in its intention originally, it has 
been abused to such an extent that I 
think we ought to take notice of it. By 
resolution, at any moment, this practice 
can be abolished, and I do hope that some 
measure will be taken at a very early 
period to deliver the House of Commons 
from this ridiculous restraint upon its 
freedom of speech. 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
Thanet): I think the right hon. Gentle 
man opposite is mistaken in speaking of 


In May's Parliamentary Practice (Tenth 
Edition, page 264), references are given to many 
decisions on this point ; but the earliest definite 
pronouncement under the present Rules of 
Procedure is not noted. On the 17th Febrnary, 
1887 (see The Parliamentary Debates [Third 
Series], Vol. ecex., page 1,777), Mr. Speaker 
Peel gave a very distinct ruling, which he 
expressly founded on a ruling of his predecessor 
in 1882. The latter is reported in Vol. eelxxv 
of the Debates, at page 26. Mr. Speaker 
Brand said: “An hon. Member is debarred 
from discussing on a Motion for adjournment 
a Motion which stands on the Order-book of 
the House.” 
reference to the (then) new Rules, for Mr. 
Speaker Brand proceeds : 
blished and fundamental Rule of Debate.” 
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This, apparently, has no specific | 


“That is an esta- | 


War, 


| this rule as a rule of the House. When 
'the subject arose in connection with 
Crete a question was put to the Chair, I 
think by myself, as to whether it was in 
the power of a Member by putting down 
a motion of this kind to restrain the 
House from exercising the right which 
any Member possesses under Standing 
'Order No. 17, to which the right hon. 
Gentleman just now referred—namely, 
in regard to motions for adjournment at 
the end of questions having precedence. I 
remember that the Leader of the House 
took part in that discussion. That was 
not a question of the rule of the House, 
but it was a ruling of the Chair in the 
time of your predecessor, which I am 
bound to say was a ruling in which a 
good many hon. Members of the House 
‘well versed in the usages of Parliament 
were not able to concur. I remember 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for Wolverhampton cast some doubts 
upon that ruling. What took place upon 
the occasion I am now referring to was 
that the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for West Monmouthshire on the Ist 
of March, 1897, told the House that he 
found himself precluded from bringing 
on a motion for adjournment upon the 
question of Crete. I then asked the 

Leader of the House— 

“Whether it would not be the more con- 
venient course that the House should modify 
the Standing Order which applies to cases of 
this kind. Because [ would remind my right 
hon. friend that I, for one, have a perfect right, 
if I think fit, to put down a notice on all fours 
with the notice of the hon. Member for Mayo, 
which would land the House in the same fix as 
to-day. Therefore, I venture to ask whether 
it would not be desirable that some modifica- 
tion of this rule should be adopted, whereby if, 
in the opinion of the Chair, any question arises 
which he considers of sufficient urgency, it 
might be brought forward, notwithstanding 

| the interposition of any motion of the kind 
referred to.” 

The Leader of the House expressed sym- 
pathy with my suggestion, and went on 
to say — 

“We have not in practice found that much 
difficulty arises, for the good sense of Members 
on both sides of the House has hitherto, in my 
experience, always sage > ae any such impasse, 
or such insuperable difficulty as in _ theory 
undoubtedly might arise at present, although 
in*practice it has not arisen.” 

In reply to that I went on to say— 

“Tam afraid I cannot associate myself with 
my right hon. friend’s experience as to no in- 
convenience having occurred in the past. I 
have known cases of considerable import- 


” 
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Here Mr. Speaker called me to order, as 
there was no question before the House, 
and I proceeded— 

“T will then ask a question. Do I under- 
stand that my right hon. friend will take steps 
with a view to the modification of the rule, 
because, if not, I must consider whether 
another object lesson should not be forthcom- 
ing?” 


Then, on another point of order, the 
Speaker said— 

“The ordinary rule of the House is that 
when a motien such as that of the hon. Mem- 
ber has been put on the Paper it operates, so 
far as the question of antic ipation g goes, until it 
ceases to appear on the Paper.’ 


Then the right hon. Gentleman the Mem- 
ber for East Wolverhampton asked, on a 
question of order, whether there was any 
Standing Order of the House that laid 
down this rule, or whether it was not the 
practice that had grown up without any 
sanction from the House. ‘The Speaker 


said, I think, “There is the Standing 
Order.” 
*Mr. SPEAKER: It must be a mis- 


print if the report states that I said, 
‘There is a Standing Order.” What I said 
was, “ There is no Standing Order.” 


Mr. JAMES LOWTHER: J assume it 
must be a misprint. The Speaker then 
proceeds— 

“Tt is a practice of the House which has 
been acted upon, and the practice of the 
House, as the right hon. Gentleman knows, 
when acted upon for years is as binding upon 
the House as a Standing Order.” 


Then the Speaker also proceeded to say— 


“Of course it is obvious that there are 
occasions when the practice would operate in- 
conveniently. It is not for me to say whether, 
on the whole, it operates inconveniently or not. 
Certainly it the House thinks fit to alter the 
rule I shall not offer any advice to the 
contrary.” 


Then I asked— 


‘What course can the House adopt? 
Would it be by way of resolution to move a 
modification, or by Standing Order ?” 


To which the Speaker replied— 

‘*Where you want to alter the practice of 
the House, it would be more convenient to 
do so by Standing Order. At the same 
time, the House has sometimes acted upon 
resolutions. It isa matter for consideration 
what course should be followed.” 


Whereupon I said— 


‘* As faras I am personally concerned, having 
regard t» the assurance that the matter shall 


Mr. James Lowther. 
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receive consideration, I shall not take action 
in the direction of an object lesson.” 


It was upon that distinct assurance that 
I refrained from putting on the Notice 
Paper that very night a motion which 
would stop throughout the whole of the 
session anything being said about Crete, 
and I shall be quite prepared to 
take the responsibility of putting down 
one of these sham blocking notices 
with a view to exposing the 
outrageous character of our system. 
It seems to me perfectly preposterous 
when a2 subject is brought forward which 
in the opinion of the speaker is a definite 
matter of urgent public importance, that 
the House should be precluded from 
discussing it because some individual 
Member who may be in South Africa or 
elsewhere had put down a motion, and 
that our privileges should be interfered 
with by an absurd system of this sort. | 
believe the original ruling to have been 
wrong. That is, of course, a matter with 
which I cannot deal now, but I venture to 
hope that my right hon. friend will give 
us an assurance that this matter shall be 
seriously considered by the Government, 
and that he will propose such a modification, 
whether by Standing Order or resolution, 
in the practice and procedure of this 
House as will restore to the House that 
freedom of debate it has always freely 
exercised. 


THe FIRST LORD or tHE TREA- 
SURY (Mr. A. J. BALFouR, Manchester, 
E.): The debate on the adjournment for 
the holidays has taken a somewhat un- 
expected turn owing to the difficulty in 
which my right hon. friend the Member 
for Bodmin finds himself by being pre- 
cluded by a motion on the Paper from 
making a speech he intended to deliver 
upon the terms of peace, or Lord Salis- 
bury’s message to the two Presidents, or 
some analogous subject. While I always 
listen to the right hon. Gentleman with 
the greatest pleasure, I am not sure that 
this is a very convenient time or a 
suitable occasion on which to discuss the 
settlement which will have to be made at 
the conclusion of the war, which, I am 
afraid, has some length to run before that 
happy termination is reached. Without 
going into the propriety of a discussion 
such as my right hon. friend wishes to 
initiate, | suppose the Honse desires that 
I should express an opinion on_ the 
more abstract and general question 
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which has arisen on the present occasion. | hon. Gentleman was Chief Secretary for 
The right hon. Gentleman the Member for | Ireland when discussion on the conduct 


West Monmouth and my right hon. | 
friend the Member for the Isle of | 
Thanet have, not for the first time, | 
called attention to the inconvenience the | 
House is put under by having its freedom | 
of debate, so to speak, limited by its. 
own rule or, at all events, by its own 
practice in this matter. Ido not feel at | 
all disposed to minimise that inconveni- 
ence, but at the same time I do not 
remember that in fact, during the last 
few years, it has produced any serious 
limitation of the power of debate. My 
right hon. friend has mentioned an in- 
stance, the only case apparently that 
occurs to his memory, in which a debate 
upon Cretan affairs was prevented from 
coming on on a certain afternoon. No 
doubt, at the time, the inconvenience was 
felt to be considerable, but no one who 
remembers the events of that session can 
assert that the affairs of Crete were in- 
adequately discussed during its progress, 
nor can any Member of the House recall 
a single case in which any question of 
public policy interesting to any large 
section of the House was prevented from 
coming on by the operation of this prac- | 
tice or rule. 


Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): There 
was the instance, the other day, with | 
reference to the employment of foreign 
seamen aboard British ships.* 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I do not think 
there can be a better illustration of what | 
Imean. I do not think that anybody 
can pretend that that particular subject 
was not adequately discussed. 


of the Royal Irish Constabulary and other 
questions was prevented. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: My right hon. 
friend’s appetite for discussion must in- 
deed be great if he thinks that the con- 
duct of the Royal Irish Constabulary was 
not sutticiently discussed at that period. J 
really think that a less fortunate instance 
of the gagging of the House could hardly 
be mentioned than that my right hon. 
friend has happened to hit upon. — I was 


_about to say, when my right hon. friend 


threw in his pointless interruption, that 
if Members like the right hon. Member 
for the Isle of Thanet are going about on 
a kind of piratical expedition to prevent 
any subject in which the House is 
interested being discussed, by means of 
bogus notices of motion, I do not for a 
moment doubt that serious public incon- 
veniences might arise. Let me point out 
that the Standing Orders, at all events, 
provide an outlet—I do not think a 
sutlicient one—even from that serious 
state of affairs. Nothing can prevent 
discussion on the Estimates, on the sala- 
ries of Ministers, or any relevant point 
on any Vote ; and especially I will venture 
to say, under the new rules of Supply, 
any considerable demand for the discussion 
of a particular matter at a particular time 
is always agreed to by the Government. 


|T have admitted that there is undoubted 


difficulty, though it has been accentuated 
and exaggerated ; and let me now only 
ask the House not to rush tvo hastily to 
the conclusion that the whole of that 
inconvenience can be abolished by a 


resolution such as has been suggested 


_ without danger of some other difficulty, 


Mr. LOUGH: The 


was removed. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; the 
motion was taken off and did not operate 
to prevent discussion. The statement I 
ventured to make was that in the recol- | 
lection of the House no question of public 
policy had in fact been precluded from 
discussion by the operation of this prac- 
tice, and the only case the hon. Member 
can call to mind proves to be an illustra- 
tion of the very proposition I am making. 


blocking motion | 


Mr. COURTNEY : There were several | 
cases during the period when the right | 


* See page 680 of this Volume. | 


perhaps not so serious, but not to be 


lightly disposed of, arising in __ its 
‘place. It has been pointed out that 


it may be impossible to avoid drag- 
ging the House into a double discussion, 
under most inconvenient circumstances, 
and it has been suggested by my right 
hon. friend that it should be left to the 
Speaker to decide whether a matter is of 
urgent importance. That may be the 
proper course, but it will be throwing a 
new burden on the Speaker, who as I 
understand, has not now to decide 
whether a matter is one of immediate 
public importance. That has to be deter- 
mined by the fact that forty hon. Mem- 
bers rise in their places. [Several Hon. 
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MEMBERS: No, no!]} 
the Speaker judges of the definiteness, 
but the urgency 
decided by the House. Perhaps it 
would be for the convenience of the 
House if we know how the matter stands, 
and on a point of order I would appeal 
to you, Sir, for a ruling as to how we 
stand and what are the duties thrown 
upon the Chair by the Standing Order 
in relation to motions for adjournment. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: The Standing Order 
presents some difficulty in interpretation. 
When I came to the Chair I found the 
practice of the Speaker had been to deal 
with the question of definiteness himself, 
but as regards the urgency and public 
importance of the subject they have prac- 
tically always been left to the decision of 
the House by the rising of at least forty 
Members in their places. I say “ prac- 
tically,” for certainly I do not understand 
that the Speaker is bound to put a ques- 
tion as one of urgency and public import- 
ance if it is obviously ridiculous or 
frivolous, or so obviously unimportant 
that the Speaker ought not to put it. 
Subject to that limitation, that the ques- 
tion is obviously one that the Speaker 
ought not to submit to the House, the 
practice has been to leave the question of 
urgency and public importance to the 
House in the manner prescribed by the 
Standing Order. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: In order to 
clear our ideas on this matter, let me take 
a concrete case. Let us suppose there 
was some very important question of 
foreign policy about which some Gentle- 
man had put a notice on the Paper, and 
upon which, by common expectation, a 
discussion of importance must arise. 
Suppose that a few days before that some 
private Member got up, with the assent 
of forty of his friends, and called the 
attention of the House to the subject as a 
matter of definite and urgent public im- 
portance. The whole arrangements of 
the House would be upset by this pre- 
mature discussion, by the action of a 
small minority. I am disposed to say that 
that is not the least of two evils. I only 
mention this because we ought not to 
interfere with our practice in these 
matters without considering the pros and 
cons of the policy we pursue. We ought 
not to fly from evils that we know to 
evils that we know not of. Iam not sure , 


Mr, A. J. Balfour. 
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it might not be a good plan to refer this 
matter to the Committee on Procedure, 
which will have to sit later in the session 
—soon after Easter—and they may per- 
haps give the House some counsel in the 
matter. In the meanwhile, I hope my 
right hon. friend will abstain from putting 
down a series of burking resolutions, and 
will be content to leave this discussion to 
bear its natural and legitimate fruit in 
the minds of Members. The case has 
been put before the House both by the 
right hon. Gentleman and my right hon. 
friend. I have endeavoured to set forth 
the pros and cous for the suggested altera- 
tion in our practice. If the general 
opinion of the House is that that altera- 
tion should take place, I do not desire to 
oppose it. 


Sr H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 
There is one re- 
spect in which I think the House has 
not yet fully sounded the extraordinary 
depths of this question, and I will en- 
deavour to explain it to the House. The 
origin of this practice was that, as has 
already been explained, in old days, which 
many of us remember, it was in the 
power of any Member of the House dur- 
ing Question time, or at the end of Ques- 
tion time, to proceed, founding himself 
possibly upon the reply to a question he 
had himself put, to deliver an address of 
any length he chose, and he could always 
say, “I will put myself in order by con- 
cluding with a motion for the adjourn- 
ment of the House.” The result was that 
in a most irregular and irresponsible way 
the time of the House was occupied some- 
times on the most trivial subjects. It 
was, I imagine, in order to prevent that 
abuse that the new rule was established, 
confining the power of moving the ad- 
journment of the House in this “irregular 
way to cases which had been formally sub- 
mitted to the Speaker for approval more or 
less, the Member also showing that he 
had support from a certain considerable 
contingent of Members of the House. I 
think that the object was to regularise 
that form of procedure. The object of 
the new rule was to prevent a man, from a 
good or bad motive, from jealousy or vanity, 
or from over eagerness or too great a 
desire to benefit the public, rushing in 
and taking the water, as it were, of some 
honest, hard working, thoughtful man of 
foresight and intelligence who had secured 
an opportunity some weeks in advance of 
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bringing forward a particular subject. 
That is an evil which must be guarded 
against. But let me point out to the 
House that, while the new arrangement 
was aimed at those more or less irregular 
adjournments of the House moved by in- 
dividual Members, that is not the case 
with us to-day. Miy right hon. friend did 
not rise to move the adjournment of the 
House. This is one of the stated occa- 
sions during the session when it has been 
hy immemorial practice considered the 
right and privilege of the House to 
discuss anything connected with the 
conduct of the Government. And _ that 
is why it is made such a formal business 
that it cannot be moved in an offhand way 
or at the end of a sitting. Notice has to 
be given, so that when it is done there 
shall be full opportunity for debate. The 
motion for adjournment for the Easter 
holidays has been made ata time of great 
public anxiety, and my right hon. friend 
is prevented from discussing a matter of 
the very gravest moment by the accident 
of an hon. Member having put down a 
motion. I venture to say this is a much 
more important thing than a mere ques- 
tion of a Member getting up with a few 
of his friends and throwing the whole of 
the business of the House into confusion 
in order to bring forward something in 
which he and they are interested. The 
new practice has come to be a direct in- 
fringement of the traditional privileges 
of the House on the motion for adjourn- 
ment for the holidays to discuss the 
whole gamut of public policy. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: [am sorry to 
interrupt the right hon. Gentleman, but 


he seems to think it is the invariable | 


practice to put down the motion for the 
adjournment for the holidays as the first 
Order, so that there can be a long dis- 
cussion. I assure him he is incorrect. It 
is not absolutely necessary to give notice 
at all. The motion has constantly been 
put at the end of the Government 
Orders of the Day, and not at the be- 
ginning, so that if a discussion were to 
take place at all it would be in the small 
hours of the morning. 


Sir H. CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN : 
I think the right hon. Gentleman and 
hon. Members generally will agree with | 
me, if they search their memories, that 
the making of the motion for adjourn- | 
ment for the holidays has always been | 
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regarded as an opportunity, not to appro- 
priate the whole sitting, but an oppor- 
tunity when anything urgent can be 
dealt with. It is such an opportunity 
that is being invaded at the present 
moment. My right hon. friend wished 
to call attention toa very delicate and 
difficult question. I havea high opinion 
of the sagacity of my right hon. friend, 
but, for my part, I should not have 
thought that the present is a very oppor- 
tune moment for any such discussion as 
he proposed to raise. But that is a matter 
of personal opinion. I do not complain 
because I have been shut out from making 
a speech. I can assure the right hon. 
Gentleman that that is not my motive. 
But I do think there is more involved 
than the mere preventing the abuse of an 
irregular mode of discussing matters by a 
spontaneous moving of the adjournment 
ot the House. What is involved is an 
invasion of an ancient privilege, which I 
think is one deserving of the respect of 
the House. 


Sir WILFRID LAWSON (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth): The proceedings 
to-night have taken a very extra- 
ordinary and, I think, a very unfortunate 
turn. We have been deprived of an 
opportunity which many of us wished to 
avail ourselves of, to discuss, as we have 
a right to do, the position in which we 
find ourselves in regard to the war. And 
now we discover we are unable to do so 
on account of a bogus motion put down 
by an hon. Member on the other side of 
the ilouse. I do not know whether even 
yet the Speaker might not exercise 
his authority. Look at the position. 
The blocking motion is for an “early 
day.” Now, how is it possible for an 
hon. Member who is now in South Africa 
to bring on his motion on an “early 
day”? Could you, Mr. Speaker, not 
rule that this is a bogus motion and 
enable us to go on in the usual way? It 
is a great pity if we cannot. My right 
hon. friend the Leader of the Opposition 
has said this is not an opportune time to 
discuss the South African position. I 
think it is an opportune time always to 
protest against the injustice and the 
wrong that is now going on. There is 
another point. What has become of free 
speech in this country ? We are driven 
about from pillar to post, unable to get 
a hearing, and we thought to find refuge 
in this House; but we are met by a bogus 
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motion even in this House. This question | be debated when its time comes on, and 


of free speech is becoming rather serious. | 
Some hon. Members may have observed | 


that we managed to have a dinner the 
other night in a certain place of resort in 
London. But what do we see to-day? 
Why, that the man who holds the esta- 
blishment says that he did not know 
what our dinner was about, and if he had 
known he would have swept us out. I 
point out that as a proof of the ditticulty 
of getting free discussion now. Another 
incident has happened. My hon. friend 
the Member for Carnarvon Boroughs is 
going down next week to address his con- 
stituents, and what is the intimation that 
he has got? He is told by his agent that 
the speakers at his meeting will not be 
interfered with except by the missiles 
which will be thrown at them as 
they enter and leave the hall. That 
is a pretty sort of thing: we are to 
travel out of England before we can 
obtain the right of free speech. An hon. 
Gentleman just said tome, “ If you want 
to speak against the war come over to 
Ireland.” 
House of Commons, the old home of free 
speech, and being obliged to go to 
Ireland for the purpose of making a 
speech against the war. It is a sad state 
of things, and all arising out of the 
spirit of militarism which is becoming 
predominant in this country, and which, 
if not checked very shortly, will deprive 
us of many of the rights and privileges 
we so highly value. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: May I 
suggest to the right hon. Gentleman 
opposite that this Conciliation Committee 
is a little misplaced, and that if he wants 
to produce any effect with it he should 
transfer it to the Transvaal, and see if 
he could get any terms of conciliation 
from the Boers out there? I am not 
surprised that the constituents of the 
hon. Member for Carnarvon Boroughs 
should promise him a warm reception, 
becanse he went down to my constituency 
to speak against me. Now I want to say 
a word with regard to the rival claims— 
the urgent motion for an early day for 
the discussion of this war, and the motion 
which is blocked by that motion. My 
suggestion is that both the urgent motion 
and this motion should be allowed to go 
on, and I submit that to the considera- 
tion of the First Lord of the Treasury. 
The settled and considered motion can 

Sir Wilfrid Lawson. 


‘hon. Members leave to serve 


Fancy being driven out of the : 


this motion can be debated now. These 
blocking motions have taken upon them- 
selves a very formidable character. We 
have thirty-three Members of this House 
away without leave soldiering in South 
Africa. [An Hon. Member: Ask for a 


-call.] Yes, but the time has gone by for 


calls of this House, otherwise I, for one, 
should be very glad to see a call. Now 
one of those hon. Members before he 
went put a blocking motion on the Paper, 
and the subject cannot be debated in his 
absence. It is an abuse of the privileges 
of this House to put down such a motion, 
and it only arises from the fact of right 
hon. Members on the front bench giving 
in South 
Africa. If hon. Members had to 
obtain leave of the House before they 
went, then motions standing in their 
names would lapse, so that it is entirely 
in consequence of the irregularity of hon. 
Members going away without obtaining 
leave of absence that this unfortunate 
state of things has arisen. My right hon. 
friend the First Lord of the Treasury 
tells us that there is to be a Committee 
appointed to consider the procedure 
ot this House. It is not before it is 
wanted. There are some Standing Orders 
which most urgently require amending, 
and I hope those Standing Orders will be 
referred to that Committee. Am I to 
understand from my right hon. friend 
that they will be referred to the Com- 
mittee ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No; my hon. 
friend is not to understand anything of 
the kind. I am not at all sure that there 
ought not to be a Committee appointed 
to revise the Standing Orders, but that 
is a very big order, and I certainly must 
not be taken to make any proposal on so 
large a scale. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I think if 
the right hon. Gentleman would consult 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer he would 
find that there are several which very 
much require to be amended. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
If the hon. Gentleman proposes to take 
action on this matter, I suggest that he 
might do so by opposing the adjournment 
for the holidays, on the ground that 
we ought not to leave here until we have 
discussed this motion. If the hon. Gentle- 
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man will do that I will tell with him. 
would also venture to suggest to the 
right hon. Gentleman the First Lord of 
the Treasury that there is a way, to a 
certain extent, of meeting this matter. 
In olden days when Bills were blocked 
by a notice, the notice once put down 
lasted the whole session; that was subse- 
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I | were outside the jurisdiction of martial 


law, and that they were then 
sent back to the place from which 
they came, where martial law did 
exist, where they were _ released 
without trial. I think that we should 
-know something about this. I have 


quently modified by the hon. Member | 


who put the notice down being obliged to 
renew his notice every week. It seems 
to me that we might meet a motion of 
this kind by laying it down that a motion 
does not hold good unless the hon. 
Gentleman who puts it down is in his 
place to renew it every week. Then if 
one hon. Gentleman went away and 
another hon. Gentleman desired to move 
a similar motion, we could deal with it. 
We have to deal with the fact that an 
hon, Gentleman who has gone abroad 
has put down a motion, and this prevents 
us discussing what is best to be done 
under the circumstances of this war. 
That cannot be fair or proper, and we 
want to do something. My right hon. 
friend the Member for Bodmin asked two 
or three questions which have not yet 
been answered. 
the hon. Gentleman the Under Sec- 
retary of State for War is going to 
answer them or not, and [ call attention 
to the fact that they are questions which 
demand an answer. One is with regard 
to the Transvaal prisoners; we have a 
large number of prisoners, and as the 
right hon. Gentleman pointed out, our 
prisoners are well treated in the Trans- 
vaal, and the Boers are under the impres- 
sion, rightly or wrongly, that the pri- 
soners we have taken are not so well 
treated. I asked the hon. Gentleman 
yesterday,* and he told me that there 
were some cases of illness, and some 
deaths. We want thoroughly to under- 
stand that something is being done and 
some care is being taken in order to 
mitigate and improve the position in 
which these unfortunate men are placed. 
There was another question which was 
pressed by the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bodmin; he asked what 
the law was, or what was our action 
with regard to martial law at the Cape. 
He pointed out that three men who were 
taken under martial law were sent down 
to the Cape, and when they arrived at 


always urged that it is difficult to say 
whether in a self-zoverning colony the 
military commander has a right to 
administer martial law without the con- 
sent of the governor of the colony. I do 
not think he has. There is another point 
that I should like to have some under- 
standing about, and that is with reference 
to the proclamation read by the right 
hon. Gentleman the Colonial Secretary. 
As I understood it, anybody who wantonly 


‘damaged property is to be held responsible 


I do not know whether | 


the Cape it was discovered that they , 





*See page 1253 of this volume. 


for such damage in his person and his 
goods. Ido not think that we had any 
right to issue such a proclamation ; our 
being at war with the Transvaal does not 
give us a right to interfere with its laws, 
unless we are in military occupation of 
the country. Then there is another pro- 
clamation issued by Sir Alfred Milner 
himself that we shall not recognise any 
transfer of property, though carried out 
with the full concurrence of the courts, 
after the war is over. We have no right 
to issue such a proclamation as_ that. 
A third thing which I should like to 


know is, what is the status of a 
Free Stater in that part of the 
Free State occupied by our troops. 


What are the Free Staters at the present 
moment? Are they Free Staters or are 
they British subjects? I cannot make 
out myself. I presume that in the view 
of Lord Roberts they are British subjects, 
because he has, without any right or 
authority what-oever, deposed, as you may 
call it, the President of the Free State 
Republic. President Steyn he spoke of as 
“ ex-President Steyn,” and I saw here yes- 
terday that there was a question put by 
an hon. Gentleman on that side to a 
Gentleman on the front bench asking 
something—I forget exactly what it was, 
but the words used were “ ex-President 
Steyn.” I would ask the First Lord of 
the Treasury or the Under Secretary 


for War whether we do __ recognise 
President Steyn as the President of 


the Free State or not, and whether we 
still recognise the authority of the Orange 
Free State as an independent Republic at 
present. I am not questioning as to 
whether there is to be annexation or not. 
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I wish to know what is the status of the 
Orange Free State at present inter- 
nationally, and what is the status of the | 
inhabitants of the Free State toward us. | 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, | 
E.): The First Lord of the Treasury | 
suggests that the main difficulty occupy- 
ing vs this afternoon would be to some 
extent met by referring this matter to a | 
Committee of Procedure. Well, of | 
course, even this method of inquiry will | 
take time, and probably will not result in 
the mitigation of the situation in which | 
we are placed for some time. Therefore, 
unless some practical step is taken the | 
suggestion of the First Lord of the Trea- | 
sury will not relieve the House from the 
difficulty of dealing with the question at 
all for a very long time. The question I 
have to ask the First Lord of the Trea- 
sury is whether he will not communicate 
with his hon. friend who has this motion 
on the Paper, and take such steps as may | 
be desirable, and communicate also with 
other Members who may wish to place 
similar motions on the Paper, so that 
when reasonable occasion does arise in 
the course of the present session for 
dealing with this question the House 
may be able to discuss it. 1 think after 
the discussion we have had to-day we 
ought to have some assurance from the 
First Lord of the Treasury that he will 
make an effort to free the House from 
the difficulty of discussing a question 
which up to the present moment may not 
be ripe for discussion, but which within a 
few weeks may become eminently ripe for 
discussion. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR : I will telegraph. 


THE UNDERSECRETARY or STATE 
FoR WAR (Mr. WyNpDHAM, Dover): The 
hon. Member for Northampton referred to 
two subjects which were raised in the first 
place by the right hon. Gentleman the | 
Member for Bodmin. The hon. Gentle- 
man put the case in such a pointed 
manner as to require an answer from me 
with reference to the prisoners of the 
South African Republic, and also on the 


subject of the administration of martial | 


law. In regard to the case of the Boer 
prisoners in our hands and the treatment 


of the sick and wounded I have given a | 


certain amount of information to the 
House, and I think all I ean add to 
that information is that no distinction 


Mr. Labouchere. 
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whatever is drawn in South Africa be- 
tween the wounded and sick of the 
enemy and the wounded and _ sick 
of our own men. A sick or wounded 
Boer, like a sick or wounded English- 
man, is carried into one of our hospitals, 
field or stationary, and is treated without 
any kind of discrimination, just in the 
same way as any person run over in the 
streets of London would be treated if 
carried into a hospital. All that can be 
done to alleviate the necessary horrors 
and distresses of war is done, and I may 
say always has been done. I say with 
confidence, that one of the outcomes of 
war has often been the touching com- 
miseration shown for the victims of war, 
and that has always been characteristic 
of the officers who have commanded in 
the British Army. Now I pass to the 
question of the procedure under martial 
law. 


Mr. LABOUCHERE: What I wanted 
to know was whether it was consistent 
with the health of these prisoners that 
they should all be shut wp together in the 


hulks. 
Mr. WYNDHAM: The hon. Member 


is aware that we have made arrangements 
for their removal from the hulks, and 
either confining them on shore at the 
Cape or sending them to St. Helena. 
Prisoners who were taken at the 
earlier stages of the war expressed a 
preference to go to St. Helena. The 
question of the safety of the prisoners 
must be paramount. The right hon. 
Gentleman the Member for Bodmin 
quoted a definition of martial law as no 
law at all. I think that goes a great 
deal too far. There is some confusion in 
the minds of hon. Members as to the 
difference between martial law and mili- 
tary law. Military law only applies to 
soldiers and to persons amenable to Army 
discipline. Martial law is a wholly dis- 
tinct matter. It is the best substitute 
which can be contrived by those com- 
manding an army of occupation for the 
civil law which has been dislocated and 


‘impaired by the very fact that warlike 


operations are being prosecuted, and it is 
in that spirit that martial law is adminis 
tered. That general statement, I think, 
completely answers the criticisms the 
right hon. Gentleman has offered. The 
hon. Member for Northampton has asked 
| what is the status of the Free Staters in 
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the portions of the Free State occupied | with mercy than we are, and that he will 
by ourArmy. The Free Staters have the | lose no opportunity of doing so. 


status that the French had when the army | 


of Germany occupied a portion of France, | 


and that the Turks had when the army of 
Russia occupied a portion of the Turkish 
Empire—that is to say, they are persons 
living in an area occupied by a pre- 
ponderating military force. The duty of 
the officer commanding that force is two- 
fold. He must, by the immemorial con- 
sent of nations, take all necessary steps 
for the safety of his force, and he is ex- 
pected to take all the steps he can to 
provide a substitute for the civil law 
which has been destroyed owing to the 
fact that the army is there. Take the 
other case referred to by the hon. Mem- 
ber. Take the case of a portion of Cape 
Colony where martial law has been pro- 
claimed. We have been reading in the 
newspapers that magistrates have in 
some cases been prisoners for weeks and 
months surrounded by rebels in arms. 
That is an illustration of my point. 
Civil law has become impossible, and in 
such a case the military commander is 
the only one who can supply a substitute. 
Lately detailed instructions have been 
issued to guide officers who administer 
martial law. They are instructed to 
follow as far as possible the rules of 
evidence and to model their proceedings 
on the proceedings of civil tribunals, and 
their attention has been specially directed 
to any charges, the presumption of which 
might not be well founded, urged against 
persons of Dutch nationality ; and in 
respect of the more serious charges of 
high treason, which would carry -with 
them the extreme penalty of the law, 
it has been provided that a judge of the 
Supreme Court of Cape Colony shall pre- 
side over the trials, although conducted 
under the provisions of martial law. 
Beyond that I do not think it is possible 
to go. The best guarantee that we can 
have in this House is in the character 
and record of the officer who, in the last 
resort, administers this law in South 
Africa—Field Marshal Lord Roberts. As 
far as I am aware, the only scandals 
which have occurred under martial 
law were when the personal character 
of some commander—I am speaking of 
centuries ago—was such as to make him 
negligent of the duties falling upon him. 
Under such circumstances I am convinced 
that Lord Roberts, with all the facts 
before him, is better able to temper justice 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS (Carnarvon- 
shire, Eifion) : The only rule of the House 


' with respect to the point in dispute is 


that which was announced in 1897. Prac- 
tically, the House has no option in the 
matter. If at that time the Speaker 
misconstrued a rule, and adopted one for 
which there is no warrant in the Stand- 
ing Orders, the House has practically no 
means whatever of disagreeing with that 
ruling. Therefore it is rather hard to say 
that the practice of the House has fol- 
lowed that. It is not the practice of the 
House, but the practice of the Speaker 
who gave the ruling. I wish to ask asa 
question of order whether the rule obtains 
in this House which obtains in courts of 
law, that every Speaker is bound to follow 
the ruling of every previous Speaker as to 
the meaning of any particular Standing 
Order. If that be the case, it seems to 
me that the House is absolutely at 
the mercy of any Speaker who may be 
in the chair at the moment-—that he 
may give a ruling on a Standing Order 
which every subsequent Speaker will be 
bound to follow, as it is practically im- 
possible for the House to reseind it. The 
only way in which it could be rescinded, 
so far as private Members are concerned, 
is by balloting, but according to my 
experience you may ballot for years and 


years without success. If you do succeed 


in gaining a chance it is probably taken 
away from you. The result is most 
deplorable. Free debate on the part of 
private Members has been completely 
abolished within the last twelve or fifteen 
years, not by the action of the House, 
except in a very slight degree, but by 
rulings from the Chair, over which the 
House has absolutely no control what- 
ever. 


*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
hon. Member will not be in order in dis- 
cussing the rulings of the Chair. More- 
over, he is altogether wrong in saying the 
House has no remedy. The House can 
always deal with such rulings by a sub- 
stantive motion. 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS : I will not 
proceed any further with the subject. 
What I meant by saying the House had 
no remedy was that the private Members 


| have practically no remedy, because it is 
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absolutely useless, unless the Government | conviction. There are not merely one or 


take the matter up, to endeavour to obtain 
by ballot any change in the Standing 
Orders of the House. With regard 
to the position of the Government, the 
fact is that no matter who, whether the 
Conservatives or whether the Liberals, 
are in power, they are always in favour 
of the restriction of the rights of private 
Members, and therefore they will never 
move in the matter. They can always— 
and properly—count on the support of 
the Chair in the carrying on of business, 
and therefore they never take any steps 
for the purpose of recovering the lost 
liberties of the House in respect of 
debate. I hope that private Members 
will take this into consideration, and 
that, irrespective of party-—and I may 
now appeal to the Conservatives—they 
will put pressure on the Government in 
order that some of this lost liberty of 
debate may be recovered. To pass to 
the other matters which have been dis- 
cussed, I think the hon. Gentleman the 
Under Secretary of State for War has 
rather misapprehended the complaint in 


regard to the exercise of martial law, It is | 


not that the ultimate decisions have been 
unjust. I have been carefully through 
the newspapers, and I do not find any 
great complaint of the ultimate decisions. 
As arule the cases in which complaints 
have been made are cases in which 
persons have been kept under martial law 
for long periods without examination or 
trial, or even the formulation of charges 
against them, and when charges have 
been formulated they have been proved 
to be unfounded. Our suspicion is that 
under martial law private individuals are 
enabled to wreak their vengeance upon 
other private individuals in the district. 
That is an evil which obtains in all 
countries in times of agitation and 
especially in times of panic. It was soin 
France at the time of the 1870 war. At 
that time it was dangerous for almost 
any foreigner to travel in France, for fear 
of being denounced as a spy. I am 
afraid there is a similar danger now with 
regard to the state of affairs in South 
Africa in the districts in which military 
operations have taken place, especially 
in Cape Colony, where we find that 
respectable Dutch people have been in- 


carcerated for weeks, many of them being 


subjected to the same rules of imprison- 
ment and diet as are imposed upon con- 
victs, and afterwards liberated without 


Mr. Bryn Roberts. 


two, but a large number of these cases, 
and they lead us to believe that there has 
been a gross abuse of this power, not in 
the higher officers who decide these 
matters, but in the underlings. There 
certainly ought to be some investigation 
of this matter, as there is great danger 
that feelings will be emibittered and the 
pacification of the districts made more 
‘difficult if such injustices are perpetrated, 
I wish also to refer to the treatment of 
the Boer prisoners. The complaint is not 
that the wounded are not properly 
treated. We know that our medical men 
are absolutely above any petty revenge 
of that kind. There has never been the 
slightest hint or suspicion that they were 
in the least degree tainted by any par- 
tiality in their treatment of the wounded. 
But there certainly has been some feeling 
with respect to the treatment of the un- 
wounded prisoners. That has now been 
recognised, and we are told that they are 
to be brought ashore. It is humiliating 
enough for Englishmen to be beaten in 
the field by our enemies, but it is more 
humiliating to be beaten by the Boers in 
magnanimity of conduct towards oppo- 
nents. We certainly have been beaten 
in that respect. [**No!”] How have 
they treated prisoners? They might 
have sent them to underground mines 
under the pretence of securing safety, 
especially as they had the excuse that 
several prisoners have escaped, and that 
they have very few men to guard the 
remainder, practically all the able-bodied 
men being at the front. But they did 
nothing of the kind. On the other hand, 
we have thousands and thousandsof men in 
South Africa who could without difficulty 
be put in charge of the Boer prisoners on 
shore, but instead of that the prisoners 
are being sent to St. Helena. The two 
newspaper correspondents—Mr. Winston 
Churchill and another—who have been 
taken prisoners have been most strongly 
impressed by the Boer conduct in this 
respect. It seems that as soon as corre- 
spondents come into personal contact with 
the Boers, their sense of honour, honesty 
and truth obliges them to give our 
opponents the highest character. The 
Boers have also beaten us in maguanimity 
to helpless men and men erying for 
quarter. There has not been a_ single 
| complaint against the Boers of having re- 
fused to give quarter when asked. On 
| the contrary, they have gone further 
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than the rules of warfare and the practice | due. 


of soldiers demanded. On the other 
hand, we have correspondents and privates 
writing home after the battles of the 
Modder, Elandslaagte, and _ others, 
priding themselves on the fact that the 
Boers were falling on their knees 
praying for mercy, and _ receiving 


the reply, ‘Remember Majuba Hill,” | 


and then being bayonetted or shot. 
I am eager and willing to believe that 
these stories are somewhat exaggerated, 
and [ cannot believe that there are many 
men in our Army who have fallen so low ; 
but the fact that these reports were sent 
home by soldiers and newspaper corre- 
spondents shows that among a section of 
them, at any rate, a depraved state of 
things exists in respect to this matter. 
It is not a noble and manly or a soldier- 
like thing to killa man who is begging 
for mercy, and I wish that our com- 
manders would take care that a proper 
feeling should be cultivated amongst the 
troops, although I believe that that feeling 
animates a large majority of our men. 
We should also see that that feeling 
extends to this base minority who have 


{6 APRIL 1900} 


not acted according to the rules of war, | 
and have evidently declined to give | 
quarter to the enemy when asked to do | 


so. [Cries of ‘ Divide!”] This is a matter 
of great importance, and this is the only 


opportunity we shall have of discussing | 


it, so I do not see why hon. Members 
should be in such a hurry to divide. I 
think some trouble should be taken by 
those in charge of our troops to see 
that the laws of warfare are not abused 
by our troops. 


*Sm HOWARD VINCENT (Sheftield, 
Central): I am astonished at the speech 
of the hon. Member for the Eifion Divi- 
sion. It seems to me that the hon. 
Member is willing to believe every story 
against our Army—— 


Mr. BRYN ROBERTS: I desire to 
say that—— 
*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! 
hon. Member has no right to interrupt 
unless the hon. Gentleman who is in pos 
session of the House gives way. 


*Sir HOWARD VINCENT : It appears 
to me that the hon. Member is 
ready to credit every possible story 
against our own troops, and to give credit 


to the Boers where no credit whatever is 
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I was present at the capitulation at 
Paardeberg, and I can tell the hon. Mem- 
ber that the treatment of the Boer 
prisoners by the English soldiers was 
admirable to see. Our soldiers did every- 
thing they could to relieve the distress of 
the Boers. The hon. Member complains 
that our men did not give them water. I 
can assure him that our soldiers went 
amongst the prisoners, giving them both: 
food and water, not only after the capitu- 
lation, but also on their way to the 
Modder. I had no intention of speak- 
ing, but I could not possibly sit and listen 
to a statement of this kind and not say a 
word in refutation of it. Something has 
been said about the treatment of the 
Boer wounded. I have ‘seen a great 
many Boer wounded in a great many 
hospitals in different parts of South 
Africa, and I can bear testimony to the 
most undoubted fact which was stated 
by the Under Secretary for War that no 
difference whatever has been made in the 
treatment of the Boer wounded and the 
English wounded. In the hospital at 
Wynberg I conversed with many Boer 
prisoners, and I also spoke to Com- 
mandant Pretorius, and | asked him if 
they had any complaint to make or any 
suggestion for better treatment. Com- 
mandant Pretorius said that nothing 


War. 


‘could exceed the kindness of our troops 


and the Army Medical Corps to the 
Boer prisoners, and gratitude was de- 
picted on the face of every Boer prisoner 
I saw. I desire to say one word in regard 
to the admirable work which has been done 
by the Royal Army Metical Department 
in Cape Colony, Natal, at the front, at 


|the stationary hospital, and at the hase 


| hospital. 


Nothing could possibly exceed. 


| the kindness, the skill, and the zeal with 


which they have done their work, and 
one is gratified to know that the recent 
changes made in the Royal Army Medical 


| Department have not only been a great 


litself. I 
The | 


improvement, but they have given great 
satisfaction to the officers of the Army 
should like to thank Her 


Majesty’s Government for having 


| appointed some of the leading surgeons of 
_ the day to proceed to the seat of war, and 


I also desire to thank those eminent 
surgeons who have sacrificed their prac- 
tice and gone out to the front in order 
to render the best possible service to our 
troops. The hon. Member opposite and 
the hon. Member for Northampton have 
spoken of the treatment of unwounded 
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Boer prisoners. I saw the Boer prisoners 
at Simons Town, and I saw them in camp 
myself. 
exactly the sme principles as the camp 
of a British regiment. 
divided into battalions, they are fed in 
the same way, and are tended and camped 
in exactly the same way as our own men. 
When, scarcely four weeks ago, I was in 
the Boer prisoners’ camp at Simons Town, 
it was a pleasure to me to see how happy 
and merry the Boer prisoners were, 
playing football and other games, and to 
see what sources of recreation were 
provided for them. I think I should 
add a word or two about the 
administration of martial law. I have 
been in Natal, as also in frontier pro- 
vinces, and from no source have I[ 
been able to obtain any evidence that 
martial law is administered in a rigorous 
or harsh way. On the contrary, in 
Durban, for example, under the ad- 
ministration of martial law by Cap- 
tain Percy Scott, many of the inhabi- 
tants said to me that they had 
never seen the town so quiet and so well 
ordered, or so much peace and liberty 
prevailing. The only other matter I 
desire to allude to is as to Lord Roberts. 
My hon. friend the Under Secretary of 
State for War stated that he was quite 
sure that it was the desire of Lord 
Roberts to do everything that was 
possible to minimise the racial feeling 
which, unfortunately, undoubtedly exists 
in South Africa. It is impossible to 
exaggerate the extraordinary tact with 
which Lord Roberts has acted throughout 
this campaign, not alone concerning our 
own Army, but concerning the adminis- 
tration of the occupied districts. There 
are many people who, without knowledge 
of the facts, think that Lord Roberts may 
have gone too far in his desire to extend 
sympathy to those who have now been 
placed in an unfortunate position in the 
occupied districts. I was present when 
Lord Roberts received General Cronje, 
and I was cognisant of all the arrange- 
ments he made for the conveyance of the 
prisoners to Simons Town, and I can say 
that there is no single Dutchman in Cape 
Colony, or in Natal, or in the occupied 
districts, or in any district in which 


martial law prevails, who does not realise 
thatthe Commander-in-Chieft of the British 
troops in South Africa is not only doing 
all that he possibly can to bring the 
campaign to a successful conclusion, but 


Sir Howard Vincent. 


{COMMONS} 


| he is also doing all he can to minimise 
| those horrors of war which are absolutely 
Their camp is organised on | 


The prisoners are | 
/made by the hon. Member for the Eifion 
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inevitable from its pursuit. I will not 
detain the House further, but I could not 
remain seated and hear the statements 


Division, which are calculated to do great 
harm to Her Majesty’s forces, who are 
doing their very best in South Africa for 
their Queen and country. Such a state- 
ment cannot fail to cause pain to honour- 
able and gallant officers, who are doing 
their utmost to administer the law and 
the responsibilities confided to them in 
the most humane and admirable manner. 


Mr. BARTLEY (Islington, N.): I only 
wish to say one word on this subject in 
regard to the rule which has hampered 
the House. No doubt there is a great 
deal to be said from the standpoint of 
inconvenience ; but, I think, we ought to 
remember also that this much-abused 
rule has its advantages. This rule has 
prevented to-day a debate which I con- 
sider would have done a good deal of 
harm in South Africa, because any re- 
marks made by the hon. Member for 
the Eifion Division would have been tele- 
graphed over to South Africa and they 
would have done a great deal of mis- 
chief. Therefore, this rule has tended to 
save us from having a debate upon the 
arrangement of the terms of peace, upon 
which question the expression of the 
views of the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Bodmin and others would 
have done immense mischief at the 
present time. In altering this rule we 
must remember that there is a good side 
to it, and no stronger instance of its 
utility can be found than the proceedings 
of this afternoon, whereby this rule has 
prevented a most mischievous and dan- 
gerous discussion, and one which, if it 
had taken place, would have done 
immense harm in this country. In 
regard to this war the time seems to 
have come when a certain number of 
hon. Members of this House do not mind 
what they say or how they abuse our own 
men. Not only this, but they seem to 
delight in believing everything that is 
said against us whether it is true or 
not. The hon. Member said with regard 
to one of the statements he made that 
he did not think it was true, and that 
it was mere hearsay, and yet he 
has repeated it in this House, and no 
doubt it will be telegraphed to South 
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Africa, where it may do incalculable mis- 
chief. I saw instances of this when I was 
in South Africa at the beginning of the 
war. 
opposite do not restrain themselves, and 
are inclined to think that the only nation 
in the world that is criminal to the root 
is our own country. 
thing that this rule has prevented a very 
mischievous debate from taking place. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON (Yorkshire, W.R., 


Holmfirth): I desire to make a_ protest 


against the hon. Member for Central | 


Shettield coming here and accusing my 
hon. friend of saying things which he 
never said. If the hon. Member had 
heen present during the whole of the 
speech of the hon. Member for the Eifion 
Division he would not have made those 
remarks, 


Sir HOWARD VINCENT: 1 
here the whole of the time. 


was 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: It is not fair to 
accuse my hon. friend of things which 
he did not say. The whole 
made by my hon. friend was with refer- 
ence to the prisoners on board ship, and 
if the hon. Member thinks he disputes 
that complaint by speaking of the camp, 
he is very much mistaken. Then the 
hon. Member for North Islington repeated 
similar slanders. 


Mr. BARTLEY: I rise to order, Mr. 
Speaker. Is the hon. Member in order 
in using such language ? 


*\Irn. SPEAKER: No; the hon. Member 
should withdraw that expression. 


Mr. H. J. WILSON: I beg leave to 
withdraw those words. 


*Mr. WEIR (Ross and Cromarty): | 
desire to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury what he intends to do in view 
of the Return which has just been issued 
in regard to the sea fisheries of the United 
Kingdom, which shows a falling off in 
the fishing population of Scotland of 25 
per cent. This is a very serious matter, 
for there is no such falling off either in 
England, Wales, or in Ireland. In the 
year 1894 the number of persons em- 
ployed in the fishing industry in Scotland 
was 50,589, but in 1898 it had fallen to 
38,508, or a decrease of 12,081. I wish 
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I am surprised that hon. Members | 


{6 Aprit 1900} 


I think it is a grand | 
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to know from the right hon. Gentleman 
whether the Government propose to take 
any steps to inquire into this matter. 
I have repeatedly brought the question 
of illegal trawling under the notice of the 
Lord Advocate. I have no doubt illegal 
trawling is largely responsible for this 
state of things, and is simply ruining the 
line fishing. As the hon. Member for 
Aberdeen stated the other night, fishermen 
are heing driven from the fishing villages 
into the large towns. The First Lord of 
the Admiralty knows what a fine body of 
men these Scotch fishermen are, and we 


Fisheries. 


,are fast losing a very valuable class from 


which the Naval and Marine services may 
be recruited. The Lord Advocate has 
treated this matter very lightly, and he 
has not the courtesy to come and take 
his seat while the subject is being dis 
cussed. The registered number of 
fishing boats in Seotland in 1894 was 
11,217, but in 1898 it had fallen to 10,485, 
or a fall of 732. There is no such fall 
in England, Wales, or in Ireland, where 
the number of fishermen are increasing, 


‘and it is only in Scotland that there is 
statement | 


diminution, which I 
attribute to illegal trawling. This subject 
does not receive the attention of the 
Government, and I would urge the First 
Lord of the Admiralty to see if he cannot 
send down some of the cruisers which are 
now lying idle to do police duty, so 
that this great Scottish industry may 
be protected, and not allowed to go 
to ruin. With regard to the unsatis- 
factory harbours we may be told that 
they were good enough fifty years ago, 
but they are unsuitable now owing to the 
increased size of fishing boats ; moreover, 
no fund is provided for their upkeep and 
extension. I should be glad to have the 
attention of the First Lord of the Treasury 
to these matters, seeing that they are 
treated with such indifference by the 
Lord Advocate. The First Lord of the 
Treasury claims to be a Scotsman, and I 
think he might show a little sympathy 
to those of his countrymen who are 
now in such a plight in regard to the 
fishing industry. I trust the right hon. 
Gentleman will give his attention to this 
subject, and not allow this terrible 
depopulation of the fishing villages in 
Scotland to go on. I am sorry to have to 
occupy the time of the House on such an 
occasion ; but it is a matter of very serious 
importance to the Scottish people, and [ 
deplore the want of courtesy shown by 


3.1L 


this tremendous 
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the Lord Advocate in failing to be in his | one 
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year over its 


place when such questions are laid before | happened before by the purely automatic 


the House. 


| 
F 
Question put, and agreed to. 


| 


NEW BILL. 
BANK HOLIDAY ACTS AMENDMENT. 
Bill to amend the Bank Holiday Acis, | 
1871 and 1874, and to make provision for | 
an additional Bank Holiday, to be called | 
Empire Day, ordered to be brought in by | 
Mr. Faithfull Begg, Sir Howard Vincent, 
Lieutenant-Colonel Pryce-Jones, — Mr. | 
Hedderwick, Mr. Scott Montagu, Mr. | 
William Johnston, Mr. Bainbridge, and 
Mr. Price. 


| effect of taxation. 


'increase of existing taxation. 
| should like for a few minutes to detain 


I think that out of 
the revenue of the year only £800,000: 
was due to increased taxes, and therefore 
practically the House will see that the 
revenue of last year increased by no less 
than £10,700,000 over the revenue of its 
predecessor purely by the automatic 
Now, I 


the House by an inquiry as to how that 
extraordinary increase has accrued. Hon. 
Members will recollect that in forming 
my estimate of the yield of the revenue 
for the year just closed, when I intro 
duced the Budget on March 5th,* | 


stated that my _ calculations were 
based on figures arrived at a few 
days before I spoke, and __ that 
‘since then there had been remarkable 


BANK HOLIDAY “ei AMENDMENT 
“To amend the Bank Holiday Acts, 
1871 and 1874, and to make provision for | 
an additional Bank Holiday, to be called 
Empire Day,” presented accordingly, and | 
read the first time; to be read a second | 
time upon Wednesday, 23rd May, and to | 

be printed. {Bill 175.| 


FINANCE BILL. 
[THIRD READING. | 
Order for Third Reading read. 


*TueE CHANCELLOR or THE EX- 
CHEQUER (Sir M. Hicks  BEacu, | 
Bristol, W.): I undertook, in moving the 
Third Reading, to give to the House some 
information with regard to the details of 
the revenue and expenditure of last year, 
and the influence which the great increase 
in the revenue last year may have upon 
the revenue receipt of the year in which 
we now stand. Hon. Members will see 
from the Paper which has been pre- | 
sented* that the total receipt from taxa- 
tion in the past vear amounted to as much 
as £129,757,000, or £11,900,000 in excess 
of the revenue of the previous year. Of 
this sum £9,917,000 went to the Local | 
Taxation Account, £396,000 more than 
the previous year ; and £119,840,000 | 
was received by the Exchequer, an 
increase of £11,504,000 over the receipts 
of the previous year. I do not suppose 
that so enormous an increase as that for | 


* See Appendix I. to this volume. 


Mr. MWeir. 


| March 5th was £22,130,000. 
|receipts were £2,950,000 in excess of 
the revenue of 1898-99. Such an increase 
obviously cannot be accounted for in any 
ordinary way. 
| increase was due to clearances in anticipa- 


clearances of dutiable articles by which 
those figures might be largely disturbed. 
As a matter of fact, the disturbance was 
very much larger than I had anticipated, 
and this will appear from a brief examina- 
tion of the receipts from Customs and 
Inland Revenue last year. The total 
receipts from the Customs revenue by the 
Exchequer last year were £23,800,000 ; 
my original estimate of these receipts had 
been £21,770,000, and my estimate of 
The actual 


The great bulk of this 


tion of increase of duty. Those began as 


far back as January 25th last, but they 


‘culminated on the two days after the 


announcement of the date when the 
Budget would be introduced, between 
March 3rd and 5th, and I may state that in 


| those two days there was an excess of 


receipt from Customs of as much as 
£1,975,000 over the receipt of the two 
corresponding days of the previous year. 


| £380,000 of that excess came from tea, 


£1,250,000 from tobacco, £245,000 from 
foreign spirits, and £100,000 from other 
dutiable articles. In the same way, 
between March Ist. and 5th, the excess of 
receipts from British spirits was £1,473,000 
above that of the corresponding days of 
the previous year. If I go into the details 
of the customs revenue I think this will 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 


| Series}, Vol. Ixxx., p. 53. 
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come out even more clearly. Foreign 
spirits were originally estimated to pro- 
duce £4,310,000 ; the estimate of March 5 
was £4,680,000, and the amount which 
was actually produced was £4,910,000. 
After carefully calculating how much of 
that revenue was really due to last year, 


{6 ApriL 1900} 


my advisers assured me that £240,000 of | 


it were receipts that ought to have come 


into the present year and had been a' 


wrongful gain to the year that has closed. 
My original estimate of receipts from tea 


was £3,970,000 ; on March 5th I estimated | 


them at £4,200,000, and they actually 
produced £4,750,000. My advisers con- 
sidered that out of that the sum of 
£625,000 was really due to this year, and 
ought to have come into this year’s 
accounts. Nearly as muchas one-seventh 
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£2,212,000 over my original estimate, 
and £1,132,000 over my estimate of 
March 5th. Spirits had begun to be cleared 
in anticipation of an increase of duty as 
soon asthe middle of January, and that 
culminated on the first five daysin March. 
The total result of the figures I have de- 
tailed to the House is this—that there 


| was something like £1,700,000 of Cus 


toms receipts gained to the year that has 


| passed at the expense of the present year, 
| ana £1,500,0000f Excise. There have been 


some other increases in the revenue 


'beyond my anticipations, due to other 


of the total consumption of tea for this | 


year is tea that paid duty last year, and 
the duty on it, therefore, does not come 
into this year at all. 


rather a failing revenue. My original 


estimate of the yield of tobacco last year | 


causes. Stamps produced £100,000 more 
than [expected on March 5th—£8,500,000 
in all. I stated then that as the income- 
tax was almost entirely paid in the 
current quarter it was too soon to tell 
how much the income tax was likely to 
yield. It actually did yield £150,000 


|more than I expected—-£18,750,000 in 


Tobacco has been | 


was £10,840,000 ; the estimate of March | 
5th was £10,700,000, and the actual re- | 
ceipts turned out to be £11,510,000. | 


That was solely due to the great clear- 
ances on the 3rd and 5th of March, as 
mucn as £760,000 of the proper revenue 
of this year being put into the revenue of 
last year. The original estimate of the 
receipts from wine was £1,680,000, and 
the actual amount produced 
£1,740,000, of which it is estimated that 


| yield for the year. 


all. But the death duties defeated me 
again. I put the death duties on March 


5th at £13,300,000 to the Exchequer, 
and £4,171,000 to the Local Taxation 
Fund — £17,471,000 in all. Then I 
remember there was some wonder at the 
extraordinary increase of the death duty 
But, as hon. Mem- 
bers will already have seen, their yield 


amounted to even more than that. A 
‘sum of £14,020,000 went to the Ex- 


was | 
‘from death duties. 


£80,000 properly belongs to the receipts | 


of the present year. Even 
cerned in dealing with dried fruits were 


so alarmed at a possibly increased taxa- | 


tion that as much as £20,000 was paid 
by them in anticipation of increased 
duties, which went wrongfully into the 
receipts of last year. The total Ex- 


rn) 


chequer receipts from Excise last year | 


those con- | 


chequer and a sum of £4,453,000 to the 
Local Taxation Fund—£18,473,000 in all 
There was a very 
great increase in the total amount both» 

realty and personalty that paid estate 
duty last year. In the previous year the 
amount of realty paying estate duty was 


| £49,395,000 ; the amount of realty pay- 


were £32,100,000, or £2,900,000 more | 


than the receipts for 1898-99 and 


£2,250,000 more than my original esti- | 


mate. Beer, of course, was not affected 
by anticipatory clearances, the duty being 
levied in a different way, and the receipts 


from beer amounting to £11,890,000, | 


were very slightly above what I had 
originally estimated them to be. 

Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT (Mon- 
mouthshire, W.): Can the right hon. 
Gentleman give the total figures 4 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: On spirits 


the total receipts were £19,632,000, or | 


ing estate duty last year was £57,760,000. 
The amount of personalty paymg estate 
duty in 1898-99 was £198,301,000 ; last 
year it was as much as £229,600,000. 
With regard to the yield of these duties, 
I may say that February had been a very 
good month, and it was considered, and [ 
think rightly considered at the time, 
that March was not likely also to be 
exceptionally good. But in March the 
personalty paying estate duty increased 


no less than 50 per cent. over the corre- 


spending month of last year. There 
seemed to be a sort of feeling during the 
last quarter on the part of solicitors that 
if wills were not brought in for payment 
during the quarter there might be some 
increased taxation, and during March no 
lessthan £440,000 wasreceived from estates 


3 L 2 
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paying high rates. 


death duties has been so much exceeded. 
With regard to expenditure, I have little 
variation to make from the Estimates 
which I gave on March 5th, but that varia- 
tion is on the right side. The ordinary 
expenditure of the year is £110,505,000 ; 
the war expenditure, £23,217,000 ; total, 
£133,722,000. Against this there is an 
Exchequer revenue of £119,840,000, 
leaving a deficit of £13,882,000—nearly 


four millions better than the Estimate I | 


present on March 5, when I stated to the 
House that there would probably bea 
deficit of over £17,770,000. That deficit 
is met by £8,000,000 of Treasury Bills, 
by £2,550,000 first instalment of the 
War Loan, and by a temporary draft on 
our balances of £3,332,000, which will be 
repaid on Tuesday next from the second 
instalment of the War Loan. There is 
only one matter with which I have now 
to detain the House, and that is a matter 
which concerns the future. What effeet 
is this illegitimate gain of nearly 
£4,000,000 in the receipts of last year 
likely to have on the probable receipts of 
the year that is beforeus? Iam afraid 
we shall lose in two ways. We shall lose, 
of course, to some extent by failing to 
receive from those goods that were 
cleared with such ardour on March 3rd and 
5th the increase of duty which the Com- 
mittee sanctioned on March 5th. I made 
allowance for that loss in my calculations 
on March 5th, because—I do not know 
whether it escaped the notice of hon. 
Members—-I took no credit at that time 
for the receipts from the increased duty 
between March 5th and 31st. I practically 
had put those receipts against the loss 
from anticipating clearances which I felt 
sure would occur, and I balanced one 
against the other. Now, owing to this 
great amount of clearances there has been 
a greater loss under that head than I ex- 
pected, and I think there will probably be 
a loss of Customs on the coming year, by 
reason of the increased duty having been 
escaped, of something like £215,000. 
But that is a small matter compared 
with the loss of the original duty 
which properly belcngs to the year and 
which has gone into the receipts of the 
previous year. The effect, of course, is 
to transfer the proper revenue of 1900-1 
to the revenue of the year 1899-1900, 
because a considerable part of the dutiable 
goods which will be consumed during the 


Sir M. Hicks Beach. 


{COMMONS} 


These are reasons | 
why my estimate of the total yield of the | produce any revenue this year. 
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year have already paid duty and will not 
On the 
other hand we may fairly consider that 
some gain may be expected from the in- 
creasing prosperity of the country. Every 
year that passes really seems to show a 
greater improvement in our trade and a 
greater power of consumption; and, 
although I have shown the House that we 
have practically lost for the year that is 
to come £1,700,000 from Customs and 
£1,500,000 from Excise — £3,200,000 
altogether—yet I do think we have in the 
reason to which I have just referred a 
set off against a considerable portion of 
that loss. I think, Sir, that if I reduce 
my estimated Customs receipts for the 
year in which we now are from 
£25,017,000, the estimate of March 5th, to 
£23,620,000, I shall make a fair estimate 
of the probable receipts from Customs in 
the year before us. The House must 
remember that the Customs revenue is not 
as growing a revenue as the revenue from 
3ritish spirits received by the Excise. 
In spite of these anticipations there has 
been a very considerable clearance of 
British spirits during March and up to 
the present time, and I think we may 
safely say that if we reduce the estimate 
of Excise revenue from £34,350,000 to 
£33,550,000 that will be a fair estimate 
of what we are likely to receive. 
Then I am bound to admit to the House 
that there is another matter in which I 
think it necessary to make a change. | 
think some surprise was expressed at my 
estimate of the receipts from the income 
tax, and [ have seen various calculations 
to prove that I have put them much too 
low. I think those calculations did not 
sufficiently take into account the certain 
effect of a large increase in the rate of 
income tax upon the receipts. In the 
first place, there is a much _— greater 
temptation to evasion and to the return 
of smaller profits than a man has actually 
received, when the tax is a_ shilling 
instead of eightpence in the £. In 
the second place, there is also a greater 
risk of bad debts owing to non-collection 
of income tax; and, further, there is a 
much greater tendency, when the income 
tax is high, and a very proper tendency, 
on the part of those entitled to exemption 
or abatement, to make claims for relief 
which they would not have thought of 
making if the tax stood at a lower level. 
For all these reasons I considered in 
March that a shilling tax would probably 





the 
ami 
for 
rep 
ter 
has 
to 
int 
tot: 
£2 
am 
of 
rey 
defi 
to 
Lili 
defi 
and 
Tre 
rem 
Loa 
the 
bala 
of ¢ 
of 
the 


52 
10t 
he 
lat 
in- 
Ty 
va 
a 
id, 
we 
is 
nd 
100 
the 
la 
of 
1ce 
the 
om 
, to 
ate 
in 
ust 
not 
‘om 
ise. 
has 
of 
to 
nay 
late 
. to 
late 
ive. 
use 
h I 
| 
my 
yme 
ons 
too 
not 
pain 
. of 
the 
ater 
urn 
ally 
ling 
In 
ater 
pion 
is a 
ome 
Icy, 
tion 
slief 
t of 
vel. 
in 
bly 





1453 Finance 


yield about £85,000 less for each penny | 
of the tax than it had yielded when at 8d. 
But, on the other hand, I have to consider | 
the fact, and it is a very gratifying fact, 
that the yield of the income tax at Xd. in- 
creased by £750,000 in 1898-99 over the 
previous year, and by £750,000 in 
1899-90, or £1,500,000 in two years ; and 
I think we may be confident that that 
increase is still going on. Therefore I 
propose to raise my _ estimate of 
the receipts from income tax from 
£25,300,000 to £25,800,000. I think, 
too, that the present aspect of the 
stamp revenue would justify an increase of 
£150,000 on my original estimate. Now 
I will give to the House the detailed 
figures of the probable revenue. I have 
explained that the receipts from the 
larger estates under the head of death 
duties during the year were entirely un- 
expected, and I do not think I should be 
justified in increasing that estimate. 
From Customs I expect £23,620,000, 
Excise  £33,550,000, estate duties 
£13,000,000, stamp duties £8,550,000, 
land tax £800,000, house duty 
£1,650,000, income tax £25,800,000, 
being a total of £106,970,000. Adding 
to that £20,550,000 of non-tax revenue, 
which I think should be left at the same 
figure I gave on March Sth, there is a 
total estimated revenue of £127,520,000. 
On the other hand, as to expenditure, 
there are Consolidated Fund charges, 
amounting to £21,360,000, after allowing 
for the suspension of £4,640,000, the 
repayment of capital wrapped up in 
terminable annuities, which the House 
has practically agreed to accept, and 
to that I have to add £619,000 for 
interest on the War Loan, making the 
total Consolidated Fund _ services 
£21,979,000. The Supply — services 
amount to £128,082,000, making a total 
of £150,061,000 expenditure. The 
revenue being deducted from that the 
deficit will work out at £22,541,000. Add 
to that the actual deficit of last year, 
£13,882,000, and there willbe an aggregate 
deficit for the two years of £36,423,000, 
and this will be provided for partly by | 
Treasury bills for £8,000,000, and the. 
remainder by the proceeds of the War 
Loan, which will leave, after replacing 
the amounts temporarily taken out of 
balances, a margin of £1,127,000, besides, 
of course, the further borrowing powers 
of £5,000,000 which are included in 
the War Loan Act, and which have not 
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yet been exercised. I stated on March 5th 
that we should no doubt require a con- 
siderable portion of that sum, quite apart 
from war expenditure, for the purpose of 
increasing military and naval reserves, of 
guns, ammunition, stores, and so forth. 
I have to thank the House for the 
patience with which they have listened to 
what I am afraid has been a dry _ state- 
ment; but I thought it right to put before 
the House, what I was unable to do on 


| March 5th, details of the actual receipts 


of the past year, and, of course, it was 
necessary that I should make the correc- 
tions which followed from the increased 
revenue we have received, both in the 
general financial situation and in the pro- 
hable result of the revenue of the year to 
come. I hope the House will consider 
that, as a whole, the result of last year 
has been most satisfactory, and that our 
prospects for the future are by no means 
bad. 


Motiou made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read the third 
time.” — (Mr. Chancellor of the Exchequer.) 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: The 
right hon. Gentleman has laid before 
the House with his usual frankness, 
clearness and ability the situation as it 
now stands; but I do not think we 
can possibly pass this occasion by 
without recognising, whether we look 
at expenditure, or whether we look at 
revenue or debt, that it is one of the 
most momentous financial events which 
has happened in the last half of this cen- 
tury. Ido not find fault with the right 
hon. Gentleman, because I know the cir- 
cumstances which have led him to make 
what would otherwise be regarded as a 
premature Budget statement; but the 
result has been that we have not been 
able to give to the actual financial situa- 
tion even the ordinary consideration 
which would be given at a time much less 
important than the present. We are now 
on the Third Reading of the Finance 
Bill, and for the first time we are receiving 
the true account of the condition of our 
monetary affairs in the past year and the 
estimate of what we are to expect in the 
feture; and that at a time when the 
revenue of the country has been beyond 
comparison greater than at any former 
period, when we are imposing taxes I 
think to a larger amount than any man 
now in this House has ever known, and 
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increasing the Debt by an amount which 
has not been known since the great war. 
That is a situation which certainly ought 
to demand from the House of Commons 
very mature consideration, as regards 
both the past and the future ; but we are 
not able—TI am not complaining of that— 
to give it the consideration we might expect 
it would receive, and which we ought to 
give to it, because it has always been a 
standing rule, founded on common sense, 
that when we hear the statement of the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer for the 
first time we must take time to 
consider the bearing of that state- 
ment on the finances of the future 
year. Therefore we have never hazarded 
an opinion on a statement such as we 
have just heard from the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer without taking some days 
to master the figures, but we are now 
going, practically speaking, to-night, after 
a discussion necessarily brief, to dis- 
pose of the greatest question of 
revenue, of expenditure, of taxation. 
and of debt that has ever been brought 
before the House certainly in my life 
time. That is a warning, | think, against 
early Budget statements, and I hope there 
will never again be occasion for it. Our 
minds have been very much perplexed by 
what is called the provisional Budget. 
We have just mastered that and now we 
find that the expectations formed by the 
authorities of what the revenue was 
likely to be were out to the amount of 
£4,000,000. We used to reckon in the 
old days that to be out a million in the 
year was rather bad, but when you come 
to have upon a single year a surplus of 
£9,500,000, you may call that a very 
large order indeed. I cannot help look 
ing at this matter as I have looked at it 
before, and asking myself what would 
have been the situation if there had been 
no war with a realised surplus of 
£9,500,000. What could you not have 
done with a surplus such as that. You 
are contemplating a mass of reforms 
in this country. Such a surplus might 
have given you old-age pensions or a 
system of secondary education. It might 
have given you many things for which 
money is sorely needed, but instead we 
have increased taxation and a great 
accumulation of debt. It is not only the 
mouth of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
that must water at such a prospect as that 
-a realised surplus of upwards of 
£9,000,000. 

Sir William Harcourt. 


{COMMONS} Bill. 
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*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: This sur- 


plus, to the extent of more than 
£3,000,000, is due to anticipatory clear- 
ances which would never have existed 
but for the necessity of increasing taxa- 
tion. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
only shows the difficulty created by being 
obliged to deal with these figures at a 
moment's notice. I had no idea until this 
moment that the right hon. Gentleman put 
the result of the anticipatory clearances at 
upwards of £3,000,000. At any rate, that 
would leave a surplus of £6,000,000, and 
that is a comfortable surplus which gives 
great hope for the future, because if you 
can get apart from these exceptional cir- 
cumstances a surplus of £6,000,000 you 
may expect an additional million from the 
increase in the population and in the 
ordinary contributions to the revenue. 
The £6,000,000 you have realised would 
have gone to the liquidation of the debt 
instead of their being an increase of debt. 
The surplus of £6,000,000 in the year 
that is past would have given you the 
expectation of a very large revenue in the 
next year—probably larger than the 
present. This would have been the 
prospect you would have had but for the 
war. The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
has admitted that, whereas he put the 
deficit on the past year, including the war 
expenditure, at £17,000,000, it will now be 
only £13,000,000. The consequence is 
that the resources he requires to meet the 
expenditure of the present year will be 
£4,000,000 less than he had anticipated 
in his provisional statement. Now, I 
desire to ask what is going to be done 
with those £4,000,000% Of course, what 
you are looking to is the operation of 
what would have been a surplus upon the 
debt, and I do not know whether [ am 
right in suggesting that, if you have a 
deficit of £4,000,000 less than was esti- 
mated, it would be reasonable to expect 
that you would require only half of eight 
millions of Treasury bills that you raised 
for the purposes of the year which is just 
concluded. If that be so, I would submit 
to the right. hon. Gentleman that it 
might be possible to diminish the addition 
to the Treasury bills which he has 
already proposed. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I intended 
to intimate that our position is better, no 


|doubt, though not to the extent which 
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{6 AprRIL 1900} 
] think the right hon. Gentleman sug- | 


gests, and I think that possibly I may | 


not require to raise some of the five 


millions of Treasury bills which I still, 


have in reserve. 
future, as the right hon. 
knows, is most uncertain. 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I am 


But, of course, the | 
Gentleman | 


speaking really from the final Paper of the | 


right hon. Gentleman where he puts it 
in figures that his deficit is now, according 
to present calculations, thirteen millions 
as against seventeen millions which 
appeared in the provisional Estimate. 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: But a con- 
siderable portion of that gain is a loss to 
the revenue of this year. 


*Str WILLIAM HARCOURT: After 
all, the foundation of all our finance is 
in dealing—whatever may be the causes 


of shifting revenue—with the actual ex- | 


penditure. The keystone of the whole 
is that each year should be complete in 
itself ; and that therefore you cannot, 
unless you go into that vicious system 


which in foreign countries goes by the 
name of virements, and transfer the 
revenue of one year to another. You. 


must treat the revenue and expenditure 
of one year as complete in itself. There- 
fore, I am looking at the present revenue 
of the year 11899-1900 by itself. 
right hon. Gentleman has so treated, and 
properly treated, the matter, and has 
given us the figures of the expenditure 


The | 


and revenue of that year; he has drawn | 


a balance and shown a deficit in his pro- 


visional statement of seventeen millicns, | 
but now, in the final account, it is reduced | 


thirteen millions. If it had been a surplus 
he would have been obliged to apply it 
to the National Debt; at any rate, 
the accounts must have been kept 
separate. I only say this by the way. 
What I was urging upon the right hon. 
Gentleman was that he must have bene- 


fited in some form or other by getting | 


£4,000,000 more of revenue in the past 
year than he expected ; and I venture to 


say that he had better apply those | 
£4,000,000, whether he has got them in | 


in meal or in malt, to the diminution of 
the Floating Debt, rather than to any 
other purpose. 


The figures of the whole | 


Bill. 


country should have developed itself in 
the degree it has done in the last two 
years. I only hope that we shall not 
abuse the willing horse by treating that 
revenue in the way that people do of 
whom it is said, ‘“‘ Money easily got is 
easily lost.” I come now to the question 
of what is going to happen in the year 
which is to come. I never venture to 
challenge the estimates of a Chancellor of 
the Exchequer. He has sources of infor- 
mation which are open to nobody else, 
but we cannot regard him as infallible. 
And certainly of late there has, it seems 
to me, been a very much greater difficulty 
in forming an opinion upon the probable 
revenue of the country than used to be 
the case. That may arise from various 
causes. It has happened, no doubt, in 
the present case to the exceptional condi- 
tions of this rush upon dutiable articles. 
But that is a thing to which you are always 
subject. E 
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Even without any war, there 
may be circumstances which suggest the 
necessity of increasing the revenue, and, 
remember, it was not only on March 2nd 
that this rush took place. The right hon. 
Gentleman has told us in his speech that 
it began as early as the middle of 
January. 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: On tea. 

*Sin WILLIAM HARCOURT: That 
is so, but people in the month of January 
begin to think of what the liabilities of 
the country are likely to be, and of the 
consequences which will follow from those 
liabilities. Therefore, this is an element 
which is not confined to the present year, 
though, certainly, it has probably never 
assumed the startling proportions it has 
done in this year of war. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, in the clear statement 
which he always gives to the House, has 
not given that which I should like to 
have seen—that is, his estimate of the 
revenue of the future upon the basis 
of existing taxation, because that is the 
real basis on which every estimate is, and 
ought to be, formed. First of all, 
knowing the revenue of the last year, you 
form your estimates upon what you 
expect to be the revenue of the next year 
on*the basis of the present taxation, and 
according as there is a deficit or 
a surplus you frame your taxation. The 


revenue are certainly most astounding. | right hon. Gentleman has not given us 
It is impossible that anybody could have | his estimate of Customs on the basis of 
apprehended that the wealth of the | the present taxation. This makes it an 
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extremely difficult thing for us to examine | 
his figures. The right hon. Gentleman | 
seems to have only a modified confidence | 
in the continued prosperity of the | 
country. I see he makes no alteration | 
in the death duties. He has put them | 
down at £13,000,000, which is lower | 
than the actual result of their yield | 
in the year which has just concluded by | 
something like £1,000,000. Has he put 
it down a million on account of one par- 
ticular death ! 

*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: I did not 


want to repeat myself. 


previous statement the very exceptional | way. 
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has had at his disposal, and I hope there 
may be happier times in which he may 
be able to dispose of a revenue equally 
great for what I will call happier ends. 


Mr. GIBSUN BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
I agree with many of the observations 
of the right hon. Member for West 
Monmouth, all the more as, as he says, 
that these figures are entirely new. They 


‘are the most serious figures ever put 
| before the House of Commons, and it is 
|impossible to 


deal immediately with 


them. Therefore, I am merely going to 


I explained in my | pass over them in the lightest possible 


The first thing that occurs to me 


amount we have derived from the estates | is the extraordinary increase in the error 


of millionaires, beyond the single one 


of calculation. Ii is sometimes called 


to which the right hon. Member refers. | a surplus, but whether it is a surplus 


‘or a deficit, it 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: [ know 
that the right hon. Gentleman talked of | 
a windfall that was not likely to be, 
repeated. I do not know, but there may | 
be a large quantity of east-windfalls in 
the present year. With reference to that | 
particular windfall of which the right | 
hon. Gentleman spoke, I think it is com- | 
mon knowledge that there accrue in| 
this year two of the greatest London | 
estates that have ever fallen or are likely | 
to fallin. No man can criticise the cal- 
culations upon which the finance for the | 
coming year is based upon a statement of | 
this character. I think this statement | 
and the conditions of its finance ought to 
have more mature consideration than we | 
can bestow upon it to-day. I was about 
to ask, What of the balances ? According 
to the last Return they are lower than | | 
have ever known them—three and a half | 
millions, 


*Sir_ M. HICKS BEACH: We shall | 
replenish them on Tuesday with four and 
a half millions from the War Loan. 


is always an_ error. 
The Budget estimate of revenue for the 
year 1899-1900 was £111,200,000 ; but 


/ the realised revenue was £119,800,000, 


so that the total error amounted to 
£8,600,000. That was the amount by 
which the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
was out in his calculations for the year 
1899-1900. The right hon. Gentleman 
has explained part of it; but the larger 
part of that error arose out of the miscal- 
culation of the death duties, in which there 
was a mistake of no less than three millions 
of money in a gross total of eighteen 
millions, or something between 25 and 
33 per cent. Upto 1894 there was no 
item of revenue that could be so closely 
calculated and which left so little margin 
of error as the death duties ; but from 
1894 there has been no item of revenue 
that has given rise to so many errors in 
calculation. There has never been a less 
mistake than a million, and this year it is 
three millions. 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: It is 


| an increase. 


*Sirk WILLIAM HARCOURT: Is, Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: I do not care 


that loan to be used to steady the | 


balances ? 


*Sir M. HICKS BEACH: Yes. 


whether it is an increase or a decrease. 
| When the right hon. Gentleman says that 
he is satisfied so long as it is an increase, 
and that so long as the Chancellor of the 


7 


| Exchequer under-estimates his revenue 


*Sir WILLIAM HARCOURT: I have | by three or five or eight millions, he is 


endeavoured to shorten the observations 


content, does he realise that it is quite 


I had to make on this complicated state-| possible that the error may be, one of 
ment, and I have endeavoured to deal | 
with it, | hope, in no captious spirit. I/| 
congratulate the right hon. Gentleman 
upon the magnificent revenue which he | 


Sir William Harcourt. 


these fine days, on the other side? I 
believe that it is just as likely that it may 


| be. The truth is that the death duties 


are placed on such a basis that you rel 
P ) 
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on a very small number of persons for a 
large amount of this revenue. That is a 
very dangerous basis, because if one or 


two of these persons fail to die within | 


the year you lose an enormous amount of 
revenue, and your calculation is thrown 
out. A tenth of the number of estates 
pay nine-tenths of the whole duties, and 
if that tenth failed the whole of your 
calculations would be thrown out. I 
must say that I think the right hon. 
Gentleman has under-estimated the pro- 
bable revenue from death duties next year. 
This year they produced fourteen millions 
payable into the Exchequer, besides four 
and a half millions payable to the Local 
Taxation Account. That is a_ total 
revenue of eighteen and a half millions. I 
cannot suppose myself that the death 
duties will show a diminution in the 
present financial year, as compared with 
the last, of so much as a million. It 
is perfectly true that the right hon. 
Gentleman had a considerable number 
of millionaires last year, but these 
millionaires are steadily on the increase. 
Moreover, there are two enormous estates 
that are going to be paid for this year, as 
is well known. In addition to that there 
is that great ally of the death duties, and 
of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, pro- 
bable disease. The right hon. Gentleman 
knows that in the influenza year his 
revenue went up enormously, and if we 
have another influenza year the revenue 
will grow up steadily. I cannot suppose 
any circumstances which will justify an 
anticipation that the death duties which 
gave us fourteen millions this year will 
only yield thirteen millions next year. 
This brings me to another point. I com- 
plain that the right hon. Gentleman 
is in the habit of under-estimating his 
revenue. 


Sir M. HICKS BEACH: A very 


good thing, too. 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES: My right 
hon. friend says, “ A very good thing.” I 
am not sure that it would not be a matter 
of consequence if you had a surplus of 
eight or nine millions which would go 
towards the diminution of the National 
Debt. But the right hon. Gentleman 
always lays his hand on the surplus, and 
puts it to something else. Therefore it 
amounts to this, that you are being taxed 
higher than you need be in order to give 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer more 
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‘than he actually requires. I want to call 
attention to the extraordinary falsifica- 
tion of the national accounts which re- 
sults from the habit of interception. If 
the intercepted amount had been added 
to the 148 millions, the nominal expendi- 
ture of last year, there would have been 
a total expenditure of 156 millions ; 
and if the expenditure of next 
year were treated in the same 
way it would amount to 173 millions. 
So that there is a gross total of 
£156,000,000 for the year that is past 
and of £170,000,000 for the year to come. 
'There was once a party in this House 
which made itself the apostle of peace, 
retrenchment, and reform; the derelicts 
‘of that party are still, cast up by the 
winds and waves, on the opposite side of 
the House, but they have given up their 
old ery. I do not know anybody now 
who is for. peace ; I do not know any party 
that is for retrenchment ; and those who 
are for reform are for Socialism. 1am 
glad to recognise that there is one con- 
sistent advocate for retrenchment, and 
that is the right hon. Gentleman the 
Member for West Monmouthshire, and 
as he is in earnest, I will tell him the 
only way, in my opinion, to insure re- 
trenchment in this country. It is a fact 
that at present the country is bursting 
with prosperity, and people do not care 
how much taxes they pay, or how those 
taxes are spent, or what is done with 
them. The reason is that the vast 
majority of voters who send represen- 
tatives to this House do not pay taxes at 
all, or they do not know that they pay 
them; and the way to raise in the 
country again a party interested in ex 
penditure, and anxious to bring about 
retrenchment, is to make people pay 
taxes and make them know that they 
pay them. ‘The incomes of this country 
amount to 1,600 millions, and a 4d. income 
tax upon that would give £26,000,000. 
‘If you leave out 800,000,000 of people 
‘who have less than £160 a year, 8d. on 
the remainder would give £26,000,000 
also ; but as you only levy income tax on 
500,000,000, you have to put on a Ils. 
tax and you get the less sum of 
£25,000,000. If you made every man 
feel that he was paying his quota 
of taxation, then you would be form- 
ing a force which would not be 
long before it would produce in this 
House a party in favour of retrenchment. 
That is a suggestion which I make to 
\ 
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hon. Gentlemen opposite who have no 
ery. This is the first real Budget that has 
been given to us, because the other was 
only a temporary Budget ; but, as we are 
told, the circumstances of this year are 
quite exceptional, and if the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has under-estimated the 
estate duties, and has not been quite 
sound in some of his financial calculations, 
we must forgive him, and we must take 
it that he is justified in taking exceptional 
measures to meet an emergency. Being 
above all anxious for retrenchment, I say, 
impose taxation all round in, the interests 


of the national Treasury and economy of | 


expenditure. 


*Mr. 
Thanet) : 


JAMES LOWTHER (Kent, 
I can cordially agree with 
what the hon. Gentleman said in 
concluding remarks, I being one of 
the only Members who, in season and out 


his | 


{COMMONS} 


of season, have protested against the want | 


of support this House now cffords to any 
suggestion of retrenchment. The present 
expenditure, of course, is distinctly ex- 


deal with it. It is the automatic and 
steady increase of expenditure which I 


think the House would do well to con- | 


sider. Of course, the 


supplemental | 


statement which my right hon. friend | 


has now made it is idle to criticise at 


figures, which we are hound to take as he 
gives us. But I think, as this House is 
about to part with this Finance Bill, 
I should be justified in drawing the atten- 


tion of hon. Gentlemen to the dangerously | 


narrow basis on which our financial sys- 
tem rests. [ do not wish to take this 
opportunity of putting forward any views 
which may be said to be of a pessimistic 
nature, and I am not going to suggest 
remedies of a protective character, but I 


my views on that subject. But without 


reference to any system of that kind, I | ; 
| of the Empire as such. 
, ° | us that this closer union can be most hopefully 
Exception has 


should like to see our financial system 
placed on a sounder basis. 
been taken to my speaking of this asa 
Little E 

it so, 


without having regard to, or any idea of 
meeting the wishes of, the other com- 
ponent parts of the Empire. 


| . ‘ 
slags ee ; | Colonial Secretary, too,” 
this final stage of his financial scheme. | 
No good can come of criticising the | 


Bill. 
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| time: after time, and have taken steps 
|recently in the direction of, preferential 
| treatment being accorded to trade within 
the limits of the Empire. It has not 
been put forward by persons without 
authority, because these steps were 
founded on resolutions passed at a con- 
ference held at Ottawa in 1894, to which 
representatives were accredited from all 
parts of the Empire, and which was pre- 


'sided over by a special representative of 


Her Majesty’s Government. The resolu- 
tions were adopted practically with 
unanimity, and are an index of the direc- 
tion in which colonial opinion has moved. 
This was the resolution- 

“That provision should be made by Imperial 
legislation enabling the Dependencies of the 
Empire to enter into agreements of commercial 
reciprocity, including the power of making 
differential tariffs with Great Britain and with 
one another.” 

The right hon. Gentleman the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer has, I am sorry to say, 
never concealed his dissent from those 
views, and has always adopted a frigid 


: i attitude with regard to them. 
ceptional, and that being so I shall not | 


Strr WILLIAM HARCOURT: And 


the Colonial Secretary, too. 


*\Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : The right 
hon. Gentleman opposite says, ‘And the 
by which he 
means, I take it, that he also has adopted 
the frigid attitude which the Chancellor 


| of the Exchequer has always displayed in 


the matter. We have heard a good 
deal from the Colonial Secretary of 
drawing closer the ties which connect 
the colonies with the mother country, 


/and I certainly think that the right hon. 
| Gentleman opposite is doing the Colonial 


Secretary an injustice if he says he sym- 


| pathises with the frigid attitude of the 


' Chancellor — of 


the Exchequer. The 


; : Colonial Secretary said— 
hope my not suggesting them will not be | 
taken as evidence that I have abandoned | 


England Budget; but I do call | 
It is a Budget framed by the | 
Chancellor of the Exchequer essentially | 


The great | 


“There is a universal desire amongst all 
parts of the Empire for a closer union between 
the several branches, and in their opinion it is 
desirable, nay, it is essential, for the existence 
Experience has taught 


approached in the first instance upon its com- 


mercial side.” 


Sm WILLIAM HARCOURT: You 
| should have heard what he said the other 
night. 


*Mr. JAMES LOWTHER : Then I 


self-governing colonies have suggested | presume the right hon. Gentleman means 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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that the Colonial Secretary has reversed 
his opinion on that subject, but I do not 


read theremarks of the Colonial Secretary | 
in the sense in which the right hon. | 


Gentleman has done. I rather under- 
stood him to express his idea of a system 
on which he was emphatic—the abolition 


of all duties between the various portions | 
conform to the resolution, were to be ad- 


of the Empire, but at the same time 
putting a tax upon all imports from 
countries not British. That, however, 
is altogether impracticable, because there 
is not a single colony which would 
fall in with such a system. The-colonies 
depend to too large an extent for their 
revenue upon the levying of customs 
and import duties, and therefore no 
colony would be likely to fall in with 
any such system. Now the Chancellor of 
the Exchequer ihe other day* took excep- 
tion to my referring to this subject in 
connection with the duty on tea, and my 
right hon. friend went so far as to say 
that there was not one of the self- 
governing colonies whose representatives 
had adopted the resolutions I quoted 
which was a producer of tea; but I took the 
liberty of correcting my right hon. friend, 
because, as a matter of fact, the tea- 
growing industry of Natal is one of which 
very great hopes are entertained, and one 
to which its Government attaches great 


importance. Now I might remind the 
House that the principles embodied 
in the resolutions of the Ottawa 


Conference were urged with still greater 
emphasis at a conference of the Colonial 
Premiers held in this country during the 
Jubilee celebrations in 1897. The 
Colonial Premiers in conference in June, 
1897, passed the following resolution—- 


“That in the hope of improving the trad 
relations between the Mother Country and th® 
Colonies, the Premiers present undertake to 
confer with their colleagues with the view of 
seeing whether such a result can be properly 
secured by a preference given by the Colonies 
to the products of the United Kingdom.” 


e 
2 


Notwithstanding my disclaimer in con- 


nection with direct taxation I might | 


remind the House that the colonies have 


in some instances given effect to this | 


resolution. One is the Government of 


Canada, the head of which within a few | 


days of the passing of the resolution was 
personally decorated with the gold medal 
of the Cobden Club; this recently de- 
corated gold medallist, who was a party 


* See page 387 of this volume 
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{to this resolution, who I believe in fact 
' took the chair at the meeting at which 


Bill. 1466 


that resolution was unanimously passed, 
has given effect to that resolution, the 
Finance Minister of Canada having this 
very year introduced a Budget under the 
provisions of which products of the 
United Kingdom, and of such colonies as 


mitted not only at an advantage of 25 
per cent. less than foreign goods, which 
advantage was accorded two years ago 
amidst lively demonstrations of patriotic 
feeling amongst all parties in Canada, 
but are from the present time to be 
admitted at an advantage of 334 per 


cent. For every two dollars paid on 
imported British goods three dollars 


would be paid on foreign. That is the 
Budget of the gold medallist of the 
Cobden Club, and I am bound to say 
from an Imperial standpoint that it is a 
very great improvement on the Budget 
of my right hon. friend, who might, | 
think, with advantage go to the shrine of 
the Cobden Club, and if he follows 
this example need not despair of 
being decorated with the gold medal. 
This is a question which has made 
enormous strides throughout the Empire 
during the last few years. When it was 
first brought forward in the Canadian 
Legislature it was a party matter: 
the Liberal party of that day did not 
identify themselves with it. What has 
happened since? All parties are so 
enthusiastic in its favour that when the 
recent Budget was brought in members 
of all parties rose in their places and 
joined in the National Anthem. More- 
over, the House must bear in mind that 
Canada is by no means alone in this 
patriotic financial action, as the principle 
in question was recognised by all the 
Premiers of the colonies assembled in 
London three years ago. During the 
same time the Government of this country 
have not been altogether inactive on the 
question, and I should be doing them a 
wrong if I did not remind the House that 
the Government have abolished thetreaties 
with Germany and Belgium which pre- 
cluded our entering into these reciprocal 
relations with our colonies. The Govern- 
ment has removed the shackles from our 
hands, and we are free to move, and my 
right hon. friend would find the whole of 
the Empire at his back if he were to 
make a step in this direction. It was 


unfortunately, as we know, not so long 








1467 


ago the fashion to treat the colonies as 
if they were no concern of ours ; we went 


Finance 


our way and left them to go theirs, and | 


if those ways led to different courses it 
did not matter. 
held now. When even gold medallists of 
the Cobden Club come forwardand identify 
themselves with this movement what 
ground can my right hon. friend have for 
holding aloof from it? It may be said 
that the exceptional circumstances of this 
year are not favourable to embarking in 
any departure from our financial system, 
but I cannot recognise that. I believe it 
would be well received throughout the 
Empire, and I hope further time will not 
be allowed to go by without some step 
being taken in regard to it. If further 
time is allowed to go by great disappoint- 
ment will be raised in the colonies, and 
great temptation offered by other com- 
munities who are notoriously desirous to 
enter into fiscal relations with portions 
of the colonial Empire, to the prejudice 
of the mother country. I hope that this 
niggling and peddling system of finance, 
without any reference to the promotion 
of trade between this country and its 
colonies, or the growth of food in this 
country, will be abolished in future. The 
present Budget is one without grasp ; the 
right hon. Gentleman has put burdens on 
the backs of the people, and is raising 
money in the old way without any regard 
to national opinion, and I hope that we 
have seen the last of these peddling 
Budgets. 


*Mr. LOUGH (Islington, W.): We can- 
not fail to recognise that we are in a 
most serious situation as regards the 
financial system of this country when 
such a statement as that presented to us 
to-night has to be made in a great hurry 
on the Third Reading of the Finance Bill. 
I am glad to see that a great many hon. 
Members have recognised what struck me 
at the commencement, that this Budget 
was brought in, and that great burdens 
were thrown on the public without due 
consideration. The Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer has made a greater under-estimate 
than has ever been made before. 1 think 
this is a very serious matter. One con- 
clusion that arises from it is that last 
year we had a peddling and unsatisfactory 
Budget, disturbing trade and imposing 
many fresh burdens; we had a number 
of new taxes raising about a million, 


and we now find that che revenue was | 


Mr. James Lowther. 


{COMMONS} 
| under-estimated by £6,000,000, and that 


That is not the view | 
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all the new taxes were unnecessary. 
I do not think that the figures we 
have had placed before us_ to-night 
really rest on a sound basis, and to 
illustrate that I point to one matter. 
The right hon. Gentleman has told us 
that these payments of duty commenced in 
the month of January, and he mentioned 
tea particularly. I wish to call attention 
to one incident which occurred in that 
business which really accounts for a large 
anticipatory payment, and at the same 
time does not justify the Chancellor in 
drawing the conclusion he has drawn. 
There is a fashion among certain tea 
companies of rivalling each other in regard 
to the amount of the duty cheques they 
paid on tea. One was £85,000 because 
a rival trader had paid £75,000 before. 
These large cheques were merely anticipa- 
tions, and this was done for the purpose 
of advertisement, although 1t seems to me 
a very foolish practice. The Chancellor 
of the Exchequer is, therefore, not justi- 
fied in saying that the payments were 
made merely to anticipate the Budget. 
When we compare the amount paid into 
the Exchequer in the last week of the year 
ending 31st March with the week before 
we cannot help being struck by the fact 
that a very much smaller amount was 
paid during the last week of the year. 
No money was paid in from the Post 
Office or the Telegraph Office, and a very 
small sum from Customs and Excise, while 
£4,750,000 was paid in the week before. 
That makes me think that we have carried 
over, from the year ending 31st March, 
quite as large an amount of revenue that 
will give benefit to the next year as any 
of the anticipatory payments of Customs 
and Excise to which the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer has alluded. If this be true, 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer is greatly 
miscalculating his revenue. 


Sm M. HICKS BEACH: It is not 
true. 
*Mr. LOUGH: I now come to 


a firmer basis of fact. We have 
had nearly £10,000,000, one way or 
another, of taxation revenue more than 
was expected in the year just closed. 
I have stated on this subject before that 
with such a gigantic revenue the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer might have been 
much more sparing in the imposition of 
new taxes. I said then that the only new 
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tax required was 2d. on the income tax. { 
No one made the slightest response to my | 
suggestion. I am strongly of the same 
opinion, that with such an excess revenue | 
the Chancellorshould have hesitated before 
imposing the new taxes he has imposed. | 
We can now see that we ended the 
past year with £10,000,000 available | 
for the war without a single new tax, 
and there would have been £11,000,000 
probably available next year, so that 
without any new taxes we might have 
£30,000,000 in three years available for | 
the war. What is the spirit animating | 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer in this | 
matter? The House appears to think 
that the taxpayer makes no sacrifice if he 
is not called upon to pay new taxes. 
This is a great fallacy. It is one of the 
many financial fallacies that have become 
common in this country. The taxpayer 
will in the first place have to sacrifice the 
relief to which he would have been 
entitled. The right hen. Gentleman the 
ex-Chancellor alluded to the splendid 
relief that might have been given if 
£6,000,000 or £9,000,000 had been 
applied to the relief of taxation. The 
taxpayer has lost that. Everybody has 
to make a great sacrifice in connection 
with the war. There have been large 
subscriptions to provide for the depen- 
dents of those who have been killed or 
wounded in the war. There has been a 
sacrifice of money in the country in the 
withdrawal of breadwinners who have 
fought the battles. There is scarcely a 
family in the land that has not made a 
sacrifice, and in such a year it would 
have been a far more excellent thing to 
have avoided an increase of taxation 
rather than add to the many burdens to 
which I have alluled. Practically every 
trade in the country from which revenue 
is raised has been disturbed by this 
Budget. The Chancellor has promised 
to take off these taxes as soon as he can. 
There is a great disturbance to trade in 
the way of taking off taxes—perhaps it is 
nearly as great as in putting them on. 
These important industries should, | 
think, receive more attention from the 
right hon. Gentleman than they have 
hitherto done. I desire to make a 
protest against the ready way in which 
the Chancellor has put heavy burdens 
on the country, when I think they might 
to a large extent have been avoided. I 
desire also to allude to the protest made 
by many of my hon. friends from Ireland. | 


{6 ApRIL 1900} 


on both sides 
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In regard to Ireland I think the protest 
made agairst every one of these taxes forms 
one of the most extraordinary incidents 
in the finance of this country. Nine- 
tenths of the hon. Members from Ireland 
opposed the imposition of any one of these 
taxes, and I think there is a great deal to 
be said for the contention that they are 


unnecessary. They protested, on grounds 


which seemed to them very good, against 
the imposition of these burdens. No 
British Member paid the least attention 
to the Irish Members. It is sometimes 
said that taxation without representation 
is a great evil; but there is a 
greater evil than that—and that is the 
paying no attet.tion to the constitutional 
complaint and protest of people who 
appear to enjoy constitutional and repre- 
sentative rights. All the hon. Members 
devoted their attention to was their own 
country, and their voice was not heard in 
regard to it. That is a very serious situa- 
tion. I would like to put this question: 
what do you think that, within the limits 
of the Constitution, Irishmen should do 
next? They practically represent the 
whole country unanimously, and no 
attention has been paid to them. I desire 
simply, for my own part, to protest in 
conclusion, as I did in the beginning, 
against this Budget. I think a great 
deal more money is to be raised than is 
necessary. It has caused a great dis- 
turbance of the commerce of this country, 
and I think it will prove very oppressive 
to many who have quite sufficient burdens 
to bear. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs): I rise to ask if the Govern- 
ment will consider the important ques- 
tion of the graduation of the income 
tax. I made a similar appeal some three 
years ago to the Chancellor, and_ it 
received a favourable response. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer extended 
the principle of graduation by exemption 
in a manner that gave satisfaction, I 
believe, to both sides of the House as far 
as it went. But now that the income tax 
has been raised to ls. in the £ the ques- 
tion has become more urgent than before. 


I have from time to time received a con- 


siderable number of letters on the subject 
from people all over the country who are 
interested in it. It has been stated 
over and over again by hon. Gentlemen 
of the House, and I 
make the same complaint, that the larger 
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incomes are not taxed in proportion to 
their ability to bear taxation. I admit 
that considerable steps in that direction 
have been taken within the last few 
years, but the disproportion still remains, 
and it is that disproportion which it is the 
duty of the Government to remove or 
minimise as far as possible. An in- 
come tax of ls. in the £ bears very 
hardly indeed upon persons with small 
incomes. I make that statement taking 
into account the deductions now allowed 
in respect of them. But there is a 
further question which affects the bulk 
of the nation. If a careful inquiry were 
made into the amount which a man 
receiving wages of £1 a week has to pay in 
taxation, and if what he has to pay were 
compared, let us say, with what is paid 
by persons receiving salaries of £100, 
£200, £300, and £500 a year, it would 
be found that the working man in pro- 
portion to the salary he receives, pays 
taxation enormously in excess of that 
which is paid by persons in a_ better 
financial position than himself. The 
Chancellor of the Exchequer has done 
a little to remedy these inequalities of 
taxation, and I am grateful to him for 


{COMMONS} 
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what little he has done, but there is still a 
vast field for the exercise of his reforming 
talent in that direction. I recognise that 
everything cannot be done at once in 
this regard, but I would appeal to the 
right hon. Gentleman, as I appealed to 
him on a former occasion, to consider 
whether, in the event of his being in the 
position in which he now finds himself 
twelve months hence, he will not propose 
to the House of Commons a very different 
system of taxation indeed from that 
which now prevails in regard to its inci- 
dence upon different classes of the com- 
munity. I would ask him to distribute 
the burden more equitably. I agree 
entirely with the principle that every 
class in the community ought to bear 
its full and equal share of taxation. All 
that I ask is that its incidence should be 
proportionate to the means of the tax- 
paver, and in making this appeal I 
believe I have, although I only speak as 
an individual, behind me a large body of 
opinion and sentiment. 
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Question put. 


The House divided:—Ayes, 103; 
Noes, 16. (Division List No. 99.) 


AYES. 


Arrol, Sir William 
Austin,Sir John (Yorkshire) 
Baker, Sir John 
Balfour, Rt. Hon. A.J.(Maneh’r | 
Barnes, Frederic Gorell 
Bayley, Thomas (Derbyshire) | 
Beach, Rt. Hn.SirM. H.( Bristol 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. 
Bond, Edward 

Bowles,Capt.H. F.(Middlesex 
Bowles, T.Gibson( King’sLynn 
Brodrick, Rt Hn. St. John 
Caldwell, James 
Cavendish, V.C. W(Derbyshire 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon.J. (Birm 
Chamberlain,J Austen (Wore’r 
Charrington, Spencer 

Clare, Octavius Leigh 
Coghill, Douglas Harry 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 


Heath, James 


Finch, George H. 

Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne 
| Fisher, William Hayes 
Fitzmaurice, Lord Edmond 
Foster Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8S. (Suffolk) 
| Garfit, William 

Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H(CityofLond. 

Giles, Charles Tyrrel 

Gilliat, John Saunders 

Goldsworthy, Major-General 

Gordon, Hon John Edward 

Gorst, Rt. Hon. Sir John E. 

Graham, Henry Robert 

Green, Walford D( Wednesbury 

Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord G. 

Hanbury, Rt. Hon. RobertWm. 
' Hazell, Walter 


Helder, Augustus 
Houston, RK. P. 
Hudson, George Bickersteth 


Monckton, Edward Philip 
Moore, William (Antrim, N.) 
More, Robt. Jasper(Shropshire 
Morton, ArthurH. A.( Depttord 
Marray,RtHnAGraham( Bute) 
Purvis, Robert 

Pym, C. Guy 

Renshaw, Charles Bine 
Ritchie, Kt. Hon. C. Thomson 
Robertson, He: bert( Hackney) 
Samuel, Harry 8. (Limehouse 
Schwann, Charles E. 
Sidebotham, J. W. (Cheshire) 
Sidebottom, Wm. (Derbysh.) 
Sinclair, Louis (Romford) 
Skewes-Cox, Thomas 

Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Steadman, William Charles 
Strauss, Arthur 

Thornton, Perey M. 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw. Murray 
Tritton, Charles Ernést 





Colville, John 

Cooke,CW Radclitfe( Hereford ) 
Cox,Irwin Edward Bainbridge 
Curzon, Viscount 
Davies, M. Vaughan-(Cardigan 
Dewar, Arthur 

Dickinson, Robert Edmond 
Donkin, Richard Sim 
Doughty, George 

Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Doxford, Sir Wm. Theodore 
Dyke, Rt Hon. Sir Wm. Hart 
Falher, George Denison 
Fellowes,Hon. Ailwyn Edward 


Mr. Herbert Lewis. 


Kay-Shuttleworth, Rt HnSirU 
Kimber, Henry 

Knowles, Lees 

Lawrence,SirE Durning- (Corn 
Lawson, John Grant (Yorks.) 
Lea, Sir Thos. (Londonderry) 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. W. (Liverpov!) 
Lonsdale, John Brownlee 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Macartney, W. G. Ellison 
M‘Killop, James 

Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Middlemore, J. Throgmorton 





Ure, Alexander 

Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Weir, James Galloway 
Whiteley, George (Stockport) 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Whittaker, Thomas Palmer 
Williams,J oseph Powell-(Birm 
Wyndham, George 


TELLERS FOR THE AYES— 
Sir William Walrond and 
Mr. Anstruther. 
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NOES. 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E.) | Molloy, Bernard Charles Wilson, Henry J. (York, W.R. y 
Austin, M. (Limerick, W.) O’Brien, James F. X. (Cork) Wilson, J.H. (Middlesbrough) 
Curran, Thomas B. (Donegal) | O’Connor, T. P. (Liverpool) 





Doogan, P. C. | O'Malley, William | TELLERS FOR THE Nors— 
Kilbride Denis Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Captain Donelan and Mr. 
Macaleese, Daniel Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) | James O’Connor. 
M‘Dermott, Patrick Tanner, Charles Kearns 





Bill read the third time, and passed. |The Bill had nothing to do with the 
/ annual drill and training, which were left 
POLICE RESERVISTS (ALLOWANCES) | entirely, as at present, to the Admiralty. 


BILL. The calling out of the Naval Reserve 

Read the third time, and passed. | Volunteers to actual service meant a con- 
siderable sacrifice to the men. It 

NAVAL RESERVE (MOBILISATION) | Wa @ great loss to wives and 
SILL. families, and, in many cases, the loss 


Order read, for resuming Adjourned | _ of permanent situations. The power ought 
Slate on Question (2nd April} “That not, therefore, to be lightly exercised. 
the Bill be now read a second time.” | By Section 4 of the Act of 1859, the sole 
power and prerogative of calling out the 
Naval Reserve Volunteers is vested in 
| Her Majesty, which, of course, means the 

Debate resumed. | Cabinet as a whole. Her Majesty may 

call out as many or such part of them as 
*Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) she may deem necessary. But before 
objected to the practice of the Govern- even Her Majesty may call them out, the 
ment moving important Bills after occasion must first be communicated to 
midnight, or as on a previous occasion Parliament if Parliament be sitting, or be 
with this Bill, within a few minutes of declared in Council and notified by Pro 
that hour, without offering any ex- clamation if Parliament be not sitting or 
planation or affording any opportunity in being. Once the Volunteers are so 
for discussion. Under the system of called out, the Act of 1859 devolves upon 
party Government, the duty of criticism the Lord High Admiral the duty of 
constitutionally devolved on the Opposi- making all the necessary arrangements for: 
tion, not in their own party interest, but collecting the men and_ utilising their 
in the interests of the country, so that services. The important point to observe 
no legislation should be passed which had | is that it is Her Majesty who fixes the 
not been well considered and carefully number which, in her opinion, is neces- 
criticised. The Bill had reference to the | sary to be called out for the particular: 
calling out into actual service of the | occasion, the Admiralty having no dis- 
volunteer forces of the Naval Reserve. | cretion but being bound to call out the 
By the Act of 1859, the number of such | number so fixed. If it should be neces- 
forces is not to exceed 30,000, whilst the sary to call out more Volunteers, the 
number actually authorised by Parlia- | same form has to be gone through, the 
ment for the year now current is 27,700, | prerogative of calling out and the duty 
being an increase of only fifty over the | and responsibility of fixing the number of 
past year, notwithstanding that the | the additional men to bec alled out resting 
number of officers and men of the Fleet | with Her Majesty. Nor is there any 
have been increased this year by 3,499, reason why the solemnity, publicity, and 
and now stands at 82,821. They were responsibility of calling out the additional 
thus dealing not only with a large body of | number should not be observed. Indeed, 
men, but with a body of men which had it was the more necessary in the case of 
not yet attained the maximum of forty- the additional number, as, obviously, the 
one years ago, which was not increasing crisis must have become more acute, 
proportionately to the increase of the whilst the country will be drawing more 
Fleet, and which was a force which largely on what is a force reserved for a 
should be strictly reserved for being time of national danger or great emer- 
called into actual service only at a time gency. Nor is there anything in 
of great emergency or national danger. the slightest degree cumbrous in the 


Question again proposed. 
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calling out the 
required. If Parliament is sitting, Parlia- 
ment has to be acquainted with the fast, 
an operation not only extremely simple 
in itself, and involving no unnecessary 
delay, but a most proper thing to do. _ If 
Parliament is not sitting, then the addi- 
tional number of men are declared by an 
Order in Council, very easily obtained, no 


matter where Her Majesty may be, and | 
is made publie by Proclamation. In fact, | 


so far as publicity and notice to the men 
are concerned, the Proclamation would 
appear in the press all over the country 


the next morning, before any call or) 


summons to the service by the Admiralty 
could possibly reach them. The present 
Act had been in operation for forty-one 
vears, and up to the present no difficulty 
had been felt, nor had any complaint 
been made with the existing law. The 
change proposed by the Bill would seem 
to have suggested itself owing to the fact 
that under. the Act of 1882 calling out 
the Army Reserves, Her Majesty has 
power by the Proclamation to order a 
Secretary of State— 

“From time to time to give, and when given 
to revoke or vary such directions as may seem 
necessary or proper for calling out the forces 
or torce mentioned in the Proclamation, or all 
or any of the men belonging thereto.” 


Finding this power of delegation in the 
case of the Army, the Admiralty evi- 
dently discover for the first time that 
they require this power in the case of the 
Navy, and that it is impossible longer to 
get on without it, although no difficulty 
has been known or felt during the last 
forty-one years. The Admiralty wish 
given to them the powers which are 
given tothe War Department ; but are the 
Admiralty willing to have the restrictions 
placed upon the calling out of the Naval 
Reserve Volunteers which are imposed in 
the case of the Army Reserves? Therein 
lies the difference between the two cases, 
sand accounts for the difference in powers. 
As he had pointed out, Her Majesty can 
all out the Naval Reserve Volunteers 
“on such occasions as she deems fit.” 
On the other hand, by Section 12 of the 
Reserve Forces Act, 1882, Her Majesty 
can only call out the Army Reserves “ in 
case of imminent national danger or of 
great emergency,” and the occasion must 
not only first be communicated to Parlia- 
ment if Parliament be sitting, or declared 
in Council and notified by Proclamation 
Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


additional number |if Parliament be not sitting, but by 
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| Section 13—- 
“ Whenever Hér Majesty orders the Army 
| Reserve and Militia Reserve, or either of 
| them, to be called out on permanent service, 
if Parliament be then separated by such 
| adjournment or prorogation as will not expire 
| within ten days, a Proclamation shall be 
issued for the meeting of Parliament within 
ten days, and Parliament shall accordingly 
meet and sit upon the day appointed by ma | 
Proclamation, and shall continue to sit and 
act in like manner as if it had stood adjourned 
or prorogued to the same day.” 


Obviously there is a great difference 
between the delegation to a Secretary of 
State to call out all or any of the Army 
Reserves called out by Royal Proclama- 
tion in a time “of imminent national 
danger or of great emergency,” and when, 
if Parliament be not then sitting, Parlia- 
ment must be called together within ten 
days, and the necessity for any such 
delegation in the case of the Naval 
Reserve Volunteers whom Her Majesty 
may call out, to whatever extent she 
pleases, ‘‘on such occasions as she deems 
fit,” without being limited to times “ of 
imminent national danger or great emer- 
gency,” and without being under any 
obligation to call Parliament together. 


Attention called to the fact that forty 
Members were not present (Mr. STEAD- 
MAN, Tower Hamlets, Stepney). House 
counted, and forty Members being found 
present, 


*Mr. CALDWELL (continuing) said it 
would be absurd to have to call Parlia- 
ment together every time that it might 
be found necessary to call out any 
additional number of men. Delegation 
as regards numbers, whilst thus appro- 
priate in the case of the Army Reserves 
is not appropriate to the case of the Navy 
Reserves, not fenced with the same 
restrictions, and under no necessity to 
call Parliament together. Parliament has 
wisely imposed upon Her Majesty the 
| prerogative, duty, and responsibility, not 
only of calling out the Naval Reserve 
Volunteers, but of fixing the number 
which should be called out from time to 
time, a new proclamation being required 
every time an additional number of men 
are called out. The calling out of any 
additional number by Her Majesty, how- 
ever, is encumbered with no unnecessary 
formalities, and produces no delay, whilst 
i it isbut rightand proper, wherever an addi- 
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tional number is called out, that the fact 
should be intimated to Parliament and to 
the country by Royal Proclamation, and 
not left to be carried into effect by any 


Naval Reserve 
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147¢, 


| keeping the power where it was. The 
'hon. Gentleman concluded by moving 
| that the Bill be read a second time this 
| day six months. 


(Mobilisation) Bill. 


secret orders from the Admiralty. At_ 


present no mere than the number 
which, in the opinion of Her Majesty, is 
actually required can be called out, and 


Mr. COLVILLE (Lanark, N.E.): 
_I beg leave to second my hon. friend’s 
| proposal. 


the Admiralty has no discretion but to | 


call them out. 


of the Naval Reserve Volunteers, or any 
large portion of them, even although the 
occasion might not require a call out of 
more than 5,000 or 1,000 men. 
It would always be explained that, 
although a larger number were 
nominally called out than might be 
deemed necessary at the time, yet it was 
not intended actually to call out the full 


number, but only a very restricted num-_ 


ber, which the Admiralty had power to 
do. What he feared might be done in 
practice was that the whole Naval Re- 
serve Volunteers might be called out in 
the Royal proclamation, even although a 
small number only were considered neces- 
sary, and that once sucha proclamation had 
been issued, the Admiralty would there- 
after have unlimited power from time to 
time to call out additional numbers as they 
might think fit without acquainting Parlia- 


ment or the country, thus depleting that | 
part of the naval defence of the country | 


which was intended to be used only in a 


time of imminent national danger or of | 


great emergency. He protested against 
giving such a power to a mere Depart- 
ment of the State. Circumstances of late 
years had shown that we ought not to 
give unlimited power to the Admiralty 
by, first of all, getting an order from the 


Queen to call out the Reserve forces, and | 
then allowing the Admiralty to call out, 


as many as they please, because the 
Fleet might at any time be used with- 
out the knowledge of Parliament for 
many purposes, and sometimes for making 
a demonstration. An Emperor might 
send a telegram, and then the fleet might 
be mobilised and the Volunteers called 


out ; something might take place in China, | 


and all the Admiralty would have to do 
would be to get a proclamation from the 
Queen, and then they would have the 


whole thing in their hands. It was in the | 
interests both of the Reserves and the | 


country that a check should be kept 


upon the Admiralty, and that is why he | 


objected to this Bill and insisted upon 
VOL. LXXXI. [FourtH SERIEs.] 


The Bill, however, would | 
enable Her Majesty to call out the whole | 


Amendment proposed— 


“To leave out the word ‘now,’ and at the 
end of the Question to add the words ‘ upon 
this day six months.’ ”—(Mr. Caldwell.) 


Question proposed, “That the word 
‘now’ stand part of the Question.” 


THE ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
R. Wesster, Isle of Wight): This Bill 
is brought forward in order to enable the 
Admiralty to call out such a number as 
they may require. The object of the 
Bill is precisely to prevent that which 
the hon. Gentleman supposes will be its 
result. This Bill is simply to give to the 
Admiralty the same power as is already 
possessed by the War Office in regard to 
the calling out of the Army Reserve. It 
is simply this, that after the Queen with 
all the responsibility provided by section 
|4 of the Act of 1859—not one jot of 
which responsibility will be removed by 
this Act—has directed the Naval Volun- 
teers to be called out, the Admiralty may 
give directions as to the number to be 
called out, so that it will not be necessary 
to bring all the Volunteers away from 
their work, and send them back again 
when they are not all required. I[ can 
assure the hon. Member that the Act ot 
| 1859 will not be abrogated by anything 
contained in the Bill before the House 
but it will apply in exactly the same way 
as before, the only difference being that 
the Admiralty will have discretion as to 
whether they will call out 10,000 or 
15,000 men. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee): [ am indebted to my hon. friend 
the Member for Mid Lanark for the 
industry and acumen he has brought to 
bear on the elucidation of this Bill. It 
appears to me that two points arise in 
connection with it ; firstly, the intention 
of the Bill; and secondly, whether the 
intention is expressed in the language of 


3M 
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the Bill. 
explained by the Attorney General corre- 
sponds very much with what was laid 
down by my hon. friend. The law 
according to the Act of 1859 is that the 
Queen after signifying her intention by 
message to Parliament or by proclama- 


tion may call into active service 
the whole or any portion of the 
Royal Naval Volunteers called in 
the Estimates the Naval Reserve. 


The Queen having called out the whole 
or any part of these Volunteers the 
Admiralty is then authorised by the Act 
of 1859 to call them into active service. 
What is intended now, I understand, is 
that instead of the present system the 
Admiralty are to be empowered within, I 
assume, the limits of the Queen’s procla- 
mation or message to Parliament to call 
into active service such portion of the 
Naval Volunteers as may seem to them to 
be required, and at a later period may 
eall, always within the limits of the 
proclamation or message, a further portion 
if required. So that instead of there 
being only one order and one proclama- 
tion declaring the number to be called 
into active service, there will be a 
governing order, which naturally will 
take the largest margin _ possible. 
In other words, instead of calling out 
20,000 men power may be taken to call 
out the whole of the Reserve, and then 
the Admiralty can call out 10,000 to-day 
and 5,000 or 10,000 six months later. 
That is the system now proposed instead 
of the system established by the Act of 
1859, which has remained unchanged and 
uncriticised all these years. What is 
the reason for this change ? We on this 
side are supposed to be a party favour- 
able to legislative change, but on this 
occasion we are opposed to a legislative 
change for which I am bound to say the 
Attorney General has not given any ade- 
quate reason. Perhaps it was only his duty 
to deseribe the nature of the change, 
but I cannot myself discover why 
this change should be brought about, 


Tr 


and my -hon. friend has _ sugges- 
ted many reasons against it. There | 


is one further point not mentioned by 
my hon. friend which occurs to me. 


Assuming that [ am correct in describing 
this Bill as one to give power to the 
Crown to make a governing proclamation 
which the Admiralty may administer in 
detail by instalments, I weuld ask the 
House to consider that we are not dealing 


Mr. Edmund Robertson. 


{COMMONS} 
The intention of the Bill as | 
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with the same class of men as the Army 
| Reserve. The Naval Reserve is composed 
| of seafaring men, and we are by this Bill 
| putting on them a burden which they may 
| not have to bear, because their services 
| may not be required. Under the present 
/system 10,000 men are called out by 
| proclamation, and the Admiralty proceeds 
to call them out. The remaining men 
| are under no obligation except that con- 
‘tained in the Act of Parliament. 
'They are under contingent liability 
if you like; but under tke system now 
proposed the men will be mnder special 
‘notice, which must necessarily affect the 
conditions of their employment. That 
appears to me to be a practical objection 
outweighing any good I can see in the 
proposal. Perhaps the First Lord of the 
| Admiralty will be able to tell the House 
the practical reasons for this proposal. 
I can conceive one good reason, namely, 
that it is just as well to have a margin, 
that the number of men wanted is not 
actually known, and that, although only 
5,000 may be wanted, it is just as well to 
have power to call out a greater number, 
That would appear to be the main reason 
for this change, but I do not think it 
overweighs the considerations against it. 
Subject to anything that the First Lord 
of the Admiralty may say, I should he 
inclined to agree with my hon. friend in 
offering opposition to this Bill; but look- 
ing at the Bill, I am obliged to say that I 
am not clear that it affects any alteration 
in the law whatever. [tis a very curious 
Bill, and there are many things in it 
which will have to be looked after in 
Committee. The phrase “called out” 
appears to me to be new in a Bill, but I 
will not detain the House on that ques- 
tion now. If we compare the Bill as it is 
with the Act as it stands, it is a little 
dithicult to see that any important altera- 
tion of the law is made at all. The Act 
of 1859 says that the Queen may by pro- 
clamation call out all or any of the 
Naval Reserves, and a subsequent sect:on 
|orders the Admiralty to call them out. 
The Bill simply says that when the Queen 
has declared that all or any of the Naval 
Volunteers shall be called out for active 
service, then Her Majesty may authorise 
' the Admiralty to call all or any as may 
_be required. Instead of the Queen 
| ordering all or any of the Naval Volun- 
| teers to be called, and the Admiralty as a 
|mere matter of machinery calling them 
| out, the Bill provides that the Admiralty 
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148 


ma, 
of t 
pro 
ap 
of t 
pla 
clea 
wit! 
pos 
glac 


7 
RA. 
Har 
give 
is in 
Hov 
oppt 
cony 
Nav 
pose 
that 
the 
doul 
larg 
wan 
to hi 
have 
Com 
whic 
ever 
sent 
of 1 
a pa) 
in tl 
woul 
Gov 
with 
procl 
men 
natia 
more 
in t 
them 

ata t 
men, 
are n 
tem i 
case 
Depa 

possil 
being 

and 
and 
they 
cisely 
have 
may | 
are \ 





80 


v 
ad 
ill 
W 
es 


Ny 
ds 
on. 
yn 
it. 
ty 
yw 
ial 
he 
at 
on 
he 
he 
se 





1481 Naval Reserve 


may give directions as to the calling out 
of the men, always within the limits of the 
proclamation. That appears to me to be 
a perfectly fair and proper interpretation 
of the Bill. The Attorney General’s ex- 
planation was characterised by his usual 
clearness and candour, but it does not lie 
with him to say why the change is pro- 
posed, and I am sure the House will be 
glad to hear the reasons for it. 


Tue FIRST LORD or tHE ADMI- 
RALTY (Mr. GoscHEen, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square): I shall be very-glad to 
give the House the reasons why this Bill 
is introduced, and as I will prove to the 
House, the object of the Bill is the very 
opposite to that suggested. It is for the 
convenience quite as much of the Royal 
Naval Reserve as of the Admiralty. Sup- 
pose thatthecountry were in such a position 
that we wanted 5,000 men certain, under 
the existing law there is scarcely any 
doubt that we would call for a much 
larger number, because otherwise if we 
wanted another 5,000 men we should have 
to have a new proclamation and we should 


have to trouble Her Majesty and to have | 


Councils at a time of national emergency, 
which would be very inconvenient in 
every way. Therefore, under the pre- 
sent Act a very much larger number 
of men than is actually wanted at 
a particular moment would be called for 
in the proclamation which Her Majesty 
would be advised to make. For any 
Government to be constantly admitting, 
with all the pomp and ceremony of a 
proclamation, that they want 5,000 
men more, is not desirable at a time of 
national emergency. It would be far 
more convenient to have a larger number 
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necessities of a proclamation, which 
cannot be final. I think the House will 
see that the constant issuing of proclama- 
tions is very undesirable, and that the 
liability put on the men by these con- 
stant proclamations would be as great and 
greater than the liability under this 
measure. If I were a Naval Reserve man 
I am quite certain I should prefer this 
Bill—I will not say its theoretical action, 
but its certain application in practice. I 
can assure the House that that is 
the only object of the Bill. It may 
be asked, the old system having gone 
so long, why change it now? Because 
we have been looking most carefully 
into our system of mobilisation, and we 
have found that more men are called out 
under proclamation than are wanted at 
the moment, and we want to avoid that. 
We do not want to avoid any communica- 
tions with Parliament, because Parliament 
will be notified by the usual methods. 
We are anxious not to be obliged to call 
out a greater number of men than is 
wanted at the moment, thereby causing 
unnecessary inconvenience to the men 
themselves. Therefore, although theo- 
retically there may be something in the 
argument put with great ability by hon. 
and learned Members opposite, in fact I 
can assure the House that the Bill will be 
better than the old Act. With reference 
to the wording of the Bill, it is rather a 
matter for lawyers to decide, but the 
Attorney General assures me that the 
language is perfectly correct, but if it is 
not correct it will be altered. I hope the 
House will not refuse to pass this per- 
_fectly innocent measure, both for the con- 
venience of the Royal Naval Reserve and 
for the easier administration of our Re- 
serves in time of emergency. 


in the proclamation, and then to call 


them out as they are wanted — 5,000 
at a time or 3,000 at a time—sparing the 
men, which, under the present system, we 
are not able todo. Under the present sys- 
tem it has, indeed, already happened in one 
case in the Army—in the Army Reserve 
Department —that when there was a 
possibility of a certain number of men 
being wanted, the men were called up 
and put under immediate liability, 


and then, as they were not wanted , 
It is pre-| 


they were sent home again. 
cisely to avoid that inconvenience that we 
have introduced this Bill. It is that we 
may be able to call the men up as they 
are wanted, and not according to the 


Mr. GIBSON BOWLES (Lynn Regis) : 
(IT look with great jealousy on any Bill 
connected with the Royal Naval Reserve, 
because I have always taken a special 
interest in that body ; but having looked 
at this Bill I am bound to say that there 
is no real ground for the objections 
advanced on the other side of the House. 
Let the House look at the present situa- 
tion: Section 4 of the Act of 1859 states 
that it shall be lawful for Her Majesty to 
call into active service so many of the 
| Naval Volunteers as Her Majesty may 
deem necessary. Under the Act there is 
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power to call out all or any of the Royal | into it I see it is for the convenience of 
Naval Reserve, and, the “all or any” | the Admiralty, and for increasing the 
having been called out, it then rests with | dignity of the Admiralty by giving it 
the Admiralty to carry out Her Majesty’s | power now given to the Secretary of 
instructions. This Bill does not substitute | State for War, who always considers him- 


{COMMONS} 


Naval Reserve 


any other authority for that in the Act. It | 
simply provides that when Her Majesty 
has done the act contemplated by the 
section power is given to the Admiralty, 
which, however, does not come into exist- | 
ence until what is contemplated by | 
Section 4 of the Act of 1859 has been | 
actually effected. When that act has | 
been done by Her Majesty, and when the 
order has been communicated to Parlia- | 
ment, if Parliament is sitting, then this | 
Bill will come into operation. Any- 
thing which has to be done now will not 
be unnecessary after the Bill passes. All 
that has to be done now will have to be | 
done in the future, and the only effect of | 
the Bill will be that instead of making it | 
absolutely necessary for the Admiralty 
to call out the exact number of men 
named in the proclamation, the Ad- | 
miralty will have power to call out the 
men in such numbers as may be con- 


venient to the Admiralty and _ to} 
the men. Is that unreasonable ?_ 
It must stand to reason that the} 


Admiralty will not call out more men | 
than are required, because the First Lord | 
of the Admiralty has a wholesome dread of | 
the hon.Gentleman opposite and his Scotch | 
colleagues, and is not likely to propose | 
higher estimates than are required. It | 
may be desirable to call out 5,000 men | 
now, 5,000 more in three months, and | 
another 5,000 in six months. How much | 
better that would be than calling out the 

whole 15,000 at once, thereby preventing 

a larger number of men from shipping | 
for distant voyages. Is it unreasonable 

to give this power to the Admiralty, 

which is exactly analogous to the power | 
possessed by the Secretary of State for | 
War? All who love the sea and wish to | 
magnify the Navy should join together | 


in claiming from time to time for the First | 


Lord of the Admiralty and his Board of | 
Naval Advisers equal powersto those given | 


deny that. 


self superior to the First Lord of the 
Admiralty, whereas he is far inferior in 
connection with the national defence. 
Seeing that the Bill is for the good of the 
State and for the convenience both of the 
Admiralty and the Royal Naval Reserve, 
I have entirely divested myself of any 
suspicion I had, and I do think the House 
ought to pass this Bill. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON (Middles- 
brough): I cannot agree that the Bill is 
quite the innocent measure it is repre- 
presented to be, and I can quite imagine 
that it may inflict great hardship on 
Naval Reserve men. I have an idea why 
this Bill is being brought forward, and I 
do not quite agree with the right hon. 
Gentleman on that point. 

Mr. GOSCHEN: Why not? 


I have 


| stated the truth. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I do not 
I make no suggestion to the 
contrary. What I say is this, that the 
Admiralty havesome considerable difficulty 
in getting firemen and stokers at the pre- 
sent time. I know they can get plenty of 
men who are not accustomed to stoking 
work on board vessels, they can get the 
raw material, but they have some difficulty 
in getting trained stokers. If this Bill is 
sanctioned by the House of Commons it 
will be possible for the Admiralty to call 
on the stokers alone without interfering 
with the able seamen’s section at all. 
Again, there is no mention in the Bill of 
the matter having to be brought before 
Parliament, whereas the Act says that that 
must be done, and therefore Parliament 
could have something to say to it. 


Sir RICHARD WEBSTER : The hon. 


to the Secretary of State for War.| Gentleman is quite under a mistake. 


That is practically what this Bill pro- | 


poses. I came to the Bill with jealousy ; 


though it would somewhat curtail the 


The reference to Parliament is just the 
same as under the Act. 


Mr. HAVELOCK WILSON : I under- 


| 
it seemed to me in one of its aspects as | 
| 
| 


powers of Parliament, and as likely to/| stand this Bill repeals the Act of 1859. 


inflict some disadvantage or inconvenience | If that is not so, I do not see why the 
on the Naval Reserve men which I should | Bill is brought forward at all, because the 
strongly resist ; but really having looked | Admiralty have already sufficient power. 


Mr. Gibson Bowles. 
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I can see that some hardship will be 
inflicted on the Naval Reserve men if this 
Bill passes. The Naval Reserve is not 
divided into sections like the Army 


Reserve, and I should therefore like to | 
know how a section can be called up. | 


There will be a general proclamation 
issued that the Naval Reserve 


{6 Aprit 1900} 


is to, 
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| Mr. STEADMAN: I would like to 
/ask the First Lord of the Admiralty 
whether it is not the fact that at the 
present time there is a difficulty in man- 
ning the ships of the Fleet either with 
seamen or stokers ? 


Mr. GOSCHEN: No, Sir. 


mobilise, and a large number of men, not | 


knowing what section is to be called up, | 


will be delayed in getting employment, 
because many of the men go on long 


voyages, for twelve or eighteen months, | 
and they may have some difficulty in | 


getting ships, as they may be told that 
their services may he required by the 
Admiralty. For that reason I strongly 


oppose the change, and as an ex-Naval | 


Reserve man—lI have served five years in 


the Reserve—I should resent the condi- | 


tions on which I joined being altered by 
Parliament without being myself con- 
sulted as one of the men. 
any substantial reason has been given for 
this change, and I cannot get away from 


the impression that it is for the purpose | 
of giving the Admiralty power to call up| 


an additional supply of stokers. 


Mr. GOSCHEN : I can assure the hon. | 


Gentleman that the question of the supply 
of stokers never entered my mind, or the 
minds of any of my advisers, for one 
moment. The point is absolutely with- 
out foundation, and I hope the hon. 


Gentleman will accept my explanation | 


that that is not the cause of the introduc- 
tion of this Bill. 


*Sir JOHN 
mouth): I really cannot understand the 
objection which is being raised to this 


I do not think | 


COLOMB (Great Yar- | 


Mr. MADDISON (Sheftield, Bright- 
side): I have tried to listen as carefully 
'as I could to the right hon. the First 
Lord of the Admiralty, and I gather that 
the Act of 1859, and all the machinery 
required by the Act, is left untouched, 
and that as a matter of fact the only 
| change is when you come to the question 
| of direction by the Admiralty. This is a 
point that I want cleared up in my own 
mind. As I understood him, the First 
| Lord of the Admiralty said that under 
the present Act the number of Naval 
Reservists which Her Majesty is advised 
‘to call out must be called out ; and then 
the First Lord said that as a business 
matter you should always call out more 
than you actually want ; you must always 
allow some margin. My fear is that 
under the present Bill there might be a 
tendency on the part of the Admiralty, 
at certain times, to call out a very much 
larger number of men than they actually 
require, as a kind of demonstration 
against other naval Powers. 


Mr. GOSCHEN: It is just the oppo- 
| site. Under the present Act the tendency 
would be to call out more men than we 
wanted. Under the new proposal the 
Admiralty would only call out those men 
whom we really want. That is our 
| object. 


Bill, because it appears to me to be simply | 


a matter of convenience. 


men, but he did not give a single scrap 
of evidence in support of that statement. 
I think the Bill will be an advantage to 
Naval Reserve men. The Act states that 
any man called out is liable for a year’s 
service, and if the Admiralty call out 


The hon. | 
Gentleman the Member for Middlesbrough | 
said it would inflict great hardship on the | 


Mr. MADDISON: One does not like 
to differ from the First Lord of the 
Admiralty as to what he would do ; but I 
| still adhere to my opinion that under the 
| present system you might call out, asa 
| business matter, a larger number of men 
| than you want. Seeing that the total 
| number you require can be called out by 
| instalments as you require them, I cannot 


more than they want many men will! see how the First Lord can say that the 


imagine that they are required for one 


system operates in the opposite direction. 


year, when, as a matter of fact, they are | I am bound to say, however, that to the 


not required at all. 
whatever to the measure. 


I see no objection | Naval Reserve men it does not make 


much difference which system is in force. 
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cashire, Clitheroe): I agree that the new 
system proposed by the Bill under dis- 
cussion will lead to administrative bene- 


fit in the Admiralty, and be a convenience | 
|already answered that question twice ; 


to the men themselves. | My hon. friend | 
behind me seemed to be a little afraid | 
that if a proclamation was issued by Her 


{COMMONS} 
Sm, KAYSHUTTLEWORTH (Lan- | the notification to Parliament. 


Bill. 1488 
I will 
put it directly to the Attorney General, 
“ Does it 7” 


I have 


Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: 


_ but I have no objection to state for the 


| third time that it does not. 


Majesty calling out the Reserve and | 


Volunteers for active service, the Adni- | 


ralty might, for some purpose with which | 
Parliament was thoroughly acquainted, | 
call out a small force, and then, when | 
some totally new question or some 
difficulty had arisen with a foreign Power, 
call out a larger portion. I think if my | 


| strengthening 
developing. 

| self without showing what the plan is, 
| but I may say that it may require further 


Mr. GOSCHEN : In reply to the right 
hon. Gentleman the Member for Clitheroe, 
I may say that a plan in regard to 

the Naval Reserve is 
“It is difficult to express my- 


hon. friend will look at the wording of | legislation. 
the Naval Volunteers Act he will see | 


that Her Majesty is to communicate the | 
occasion of calling out to Parliament, if | 
it in | 
And ! 


Parliament is sitting, or declare 
Council if Parliament is not sitting. 

therefore it would not be possible to call 
out the remainder of the Reserves w ithout | 


Question put, and agreed to. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 


| for Monday, 30th April. 


either a declaration in Parliament or in | 


Council. 


Srrk RICHARD WEBSTER: Hear 


hear ! 


Sr U. KAY-SHUTTLEWORTH: 
There is one point which I would ask | 
the First Lord to carefully consider, as it | 
occurs to me there may be some force in | 
it. After a proclamation has been issued 
calling out the whole of the Reserve, 
whereas the Admiralty only require a 
‘small portion, it may be only a small | 
squadron, the rest of the Royal Naval | 
Reserve having been called into actual 
service by proclamation might have 
some difficulty in obtaining employment 
at sea, and so of pursuing their ordinary 
avocation. I think that is a subject 
worthy of the attention of the First Lord 
of the Admiralty, although I do not see 
how they would be in a worse position 
than they are now. Before I sit down I 
venture to ask whether the right hon. 
Gentleman contemplates further legisla- 
tion this session in regard to the plans | 
for strengthening the Reserves which he 
foreshadowed in his speech in the early 
period of the session, or whether those 
plans can be accomplished without further 
legislation. 

Mr. JOHN 


BURNS (Battersea) : 


There is a lingering suspicion on this side | registrar of judgments. A 
“of the House that this Bill dispenses with ment arise whether the new 


| 


| 
| 


LAND CHARGES BILL [Lords]. 


| 
Order for Second Reading read. 


| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
'“That the Bill be now read a second 
| time.” —(Mr. Attorney General.) 


*Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
This Bill relates to England only, and is 
of a highly technical character. Although 
consisting of only six clauses and a 
schedule, it deals ‘with and repeals, in a 
greater or lesser degree, no fewer than 
ten different Acts of Parliament. The 
present Bill was a great improvement on 
the Bills introduced by the Government 
in former years, thus illustrating the ad- 
vantage of not rushing legislation, but of 
having a preliminary discussion in one 
session, and of framing and passing a new 
Bill in a subsequent session, in the light 
of the criticism which a former Bill may 
|have received. Whilst the Bill of last 
| year left the transference of the business 
| of the registrar of judgments to be carried 
| out by Order of the Lord Chancellor, by 
‘the present Bill, Parliament makes the 
| transfer itself, leavi ing to the Lord Chan- 
| cellor, by Order, to make the necessary 





| changes. Consequently, the schedule 
‘contained the abolition of the office of 
| question 

arrange- 
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ments under Clause 1 do not involve an 
additional burden on the Exchequer, re- 
quiring a money resolution in Committee, 
and whether an addition to Clause 1 is 
not required that the expenses are to be 
provided out of moneys to be annually 
voted by Parliament. The Bill of last 
year dealt also with charges on land 
in respect of land improvement, 
but the present Bill does not deal with 
these, the same having been dealt with in 
the Land Improvement Act of last 
session. 
the operation of a judgment or- recog- 
nisance as a charge upon land. 
sidering the effect of this clause, it is 
necessary to review the law on the sub- 
ject which existed prior to the passing of 


the Land Charges Registration and 
Searches Act, 1888, and as the law 


presently exists consequent on the changes 
made by that Act. Section 13 of the Judg- 
ments Act, 1838, enacts that all judgments 
entered, or to be hereafter entered, in 
Her Majesty’s Supreme Courts at West- 
minster, shall operate asa charge upon all 
lands which the debtor shall at the time 
of entering up such judgment, or at any 
time afterwards, be seized, possessed, or 
entitled for any estate or interest at law 
or in equity, and the same shall be as 
binding as against the person against 
whom judgment is entered, and all persons 
claiming under him after such judgment, 
as also against the issue of his bedy, and 


all other persons whom without the con- | 


sent of any other person, he might cut 


off or debar from any remainder of such | 


lands. The judgment creditor is to have 
such and the same remedies in a Court of 
Equity against the lands as if the persons 
against whom judgment was entered 
had by writing agreed to charge the same 
with the amount of such judgment debt, 
and interest thereon. There are two pro- 


visoes—first, that proceedings in equity | 


are not to be taken until the expiry of 
one year from the time of entering up 
the judgment ; and, second, that the 
judgment is not to operate as a preference 
in bankruptey unless such judgment shall 
have been entered up one year at least 
before bankruptcy. By Section 18 of the 
Act of 1838, decrees and orders of the 
Court of Equity are to have effect as 


charges upon land in the same way as | 


judgments ; by Section 21 of the same 
Act, the like effect is to be given to 
judgments of the Court of Common Pleas 
of the Counties Palatine of Lancaster 


{6 APRIL 1900} 


Clause 2 of the Pill deals with | 


In con- | 
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|and Durham ; and by Section 2 of the 
| Judgments Act, 1855, the like effect is con- 
'ferred upon the decrees and orders of 
| the Court of Chancery of the Counties 
| Palatine. Judgments of the inferior 
{Court when removed to the Supreme 
' Court also have the like effect. The fore- 
| going sections of the Acts of 1838 and 
| 1855, so far as the effect has been 
described, were not repealed by the Land 
Charges Registration Act, 1888, nor are 
they repealed by the present Bill. Whilst 
judgments and decrees and_ orders 
of the Supreme Courts of Law 
and Equity in England, including 
those of the Counties Palatine, had and 
are still to have the effect mentioned of a 
charge upon land, it was provided by 
Section 19 of the Judgments Act, 1838, 
that no judgment, decree, or order was 
to affect real estate, otherwise than as 
before the Act, as against purchasers, 
mortgagees, or creditors, until the same 
had been registered. Registration is 
prescribed as the entering of certain 
particulars in a memorandum or minute 
which is left with the Senior Master 
of the Court of Common Pleas at 
Westminster, who enters the particulars 
in a book arranged in alphabetical 
order in name of the person whose estate 
is to be affected. A similar registration 
in a book to be kept by the Senior 
| Master of the Court of Common Pleas 
was necessary under Section 8 of the 


Judgments Act, 1839; the Law of 
Property Amendment Act, 1860; the 


Judgments Act, 1864; and the Crown 
Suits, ete., Act, 1865; in order to make 
effectual as against bond fide purchasers 
for valuable consideration, or mortgagees 
or creditors, any judgment for debt in 
favour of the Crown and other persons, 
and of hereditary titles or acceptance 
of office from or under the Crown. 
To be effectual as. against —pur- 
chasers, mortgagees, or creditors, in the 
case of land situate within the Counties 
Palatine of Lancaster and Durham, a 
similar registration had to be made ina 
book kept by the prothonotary of each 
county in which the lands were situated. 
The fee for registration is fixed by 
statute at 5s., and in some cases 2s. 6d. 
in the case of the books kept in the 
Court of Common Pleas, and at 2s. 6d. 
in the case of each of the Courts 
Palatine. The effect of the Bill in 
| sweeping away the statutory limit of 


| the fee of registration will have to be 
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considered in Committee. Meantime, it 
is important to observe that, in order to 
make judgments of the Supreme Courts 
effectual as charges upon land in England, 
it was necessary to register the same in 
different books or registers in the Court 
of Common Pleas, and in each of the 
Courts Palatine of Lancaster and Durham 
—seeing that the judgment affected not 
merely any lands possessed by the 
debtor at the time of entering up 
the judgment, but also any lands or 
interests in land which he might 
thereafter acquire or become possessed of. 
Registration was only effectual as against 
purchasers, mortgagees, or creditors for 
five years, but there might be re-registra- 
tion from time to time, which had effect 
for five years from the date of the last 
re-registration. The practical effect of 
registration was, and at present is, that it 
is notice to intending purchasers, mort- 
gagees, or creditors. So much has regis- 
tration merely the effect of notice that 
doubts were at one time raised as to 
whether registration was necessary in the 
case where a purchaser, mortgagee, or 
creditor had notice. To set these doubts 
at rest, Section 2 of the Judgments 
Act, 1840, enacted that registration 
was necessary, “any notice of any such 
judgment to any such __ purchaser, 
mortgagee, or creditor notwithstanding.” 
It is important to observe that the etti- 
cacy of judgments in operating as a 
charge upon land rests upon Sections 13, 
18, and 21 of the Judgments Act, 1838, 
and upon Section 2 of the Judgments 
Act, 1855, and that a judgment entered 
up is effectual as against the debtor him- 
self, the issue of his body and all others 
deriving right from him otherwise than 


for a valuable consideration, without 
any registration whatever. Registra- 
tion was only necessary under the 
older Acts to protect a judgment 
creditor against purchasers. By the 


and Charges Registration and Searches 
Land gi g 

Act, 1888, from and after Ist January, 
1889, the commencement of the Act, 
there is (Section 5) to be kept at the 
office of the Land Registry a register of 
writs and orders affecting lands, and 
there may be registered therein, in the 
prescribed manner, any writ or order to 
enforce any judgment. Registration is 
to cease to have effect at expiration of 
five years from date of registration, but 
mav be renewed from time to time, and 
if renewed to have effect for five years 


Mr. Caldwell. 


{COMMONS} 


Bill. 
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from date of renewal. Registration is to 
have the same effect as, and to make 
unnecessary, registration thereof in the 
central office of the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in pursuance of any other Act, 
Section 6 enacts that every such 
writ and order in Section 5, and 
every delivery in execution or other 
proceeding shall be void as against a pur- 
chaser for value (defined in the interpre- 
tation of terms to include mortgagee or 
lessee, or other person, for valuable con- 
sideration), unless the writ or order is for 
the time being registered in pursuance of 
that Act, the Act of 1888. Then follows 
a proviso that where, at the commence- 
ment of the Act, a writ or order is 
registered in terms of the Judgments 
Act, 1864, the Act of 1888 shall not 
affect the operation of such writ or order 
until the expiry of the period for which 
it is so registered ; and, as registration is 
effective for five years only, this means at 
the very latest lst January, 1894. The 
result is that, since the latter date, all 
registrations of judgments, to be effectual 
as against purchasers for value, must be 
registered in the Land Registry. The Act 
of 1888, however, as also the previous 
Acts, did not interfere with the operation 
of judgments as a charge upon land 
without registration in a question with 
the debtor himself, the issue of his body, 
or those acquiring right from him without 
valuable consideration, as enacted under 
Section 13 of the Judgments Act, 1838, 
which the Bill does not repeal. Clause 2 
of the Bill, however, would seem to take 
away all operation of a judgment as a 
charge upon land, even in a question with 
the debtor himself, unless and until it is 
registered— 

2—(1) A Judgment or Recognisance, whether 
obtained or entered into on behalf of the Crown 
or otherwise, and whether obtained or entered. 
into before or after the commencement of this 
Act shall not operate as a charge on land, or 
on any interest on land, or on the unpaid pur- 
chase money for any land unless or until a 
writ or order enforcing it is registered under 
Section 5 of the Land Charges Registration 
and Searches Act, 1888. 


The clause seems absolute in its terms, 
and not restricted, as in the case of the 
Act of 1888 or the previous Acts, where 
registration is only made necessary in a 


question with purchasers for value, 
mortgagees, or creditors. As since 


Ist January, 1894, all registrations of 
judgments, writs, and orders in order to 
be effectual as against purchasers for value 
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registration in these registers. 
registers with only historical 
and not with any validity as 


But registration in these registers may 
affect the validity of existing titles to land, 
and, in repealing the statutes it may be | 
necessary to reserve their etticacy so far 


as anything 


registration or 
under. 


non-registratlon 


in existing titles, it seems a 
step to close them against 
out an order of the High Court, 


application. 


give credit. If the 


be given to the intending debtor, which, 


of course, would prevent such an applica- 
seemed no 
reason why what was or had been a public | 


tion being made. There 


register should be closed against the 


public who had not an order of the High | 
Court, even although the register only | 


possessed historical interest. He thought 
the Bill was not clear as regards regis- 
tration of lis pendens. Section7 of the 
Judgments <Act, 
purchasers are not to be affected by any 
lis pendens, unless such suit is duly 
registered in terms of that Act. 
4 of that Act, relating to registration 
every five years, is imported into Section 
7, but the section so imported is by the 
schedule to the Fill repealed, without any 
reservation of the clauses repealed re- 
maining effective as regards any enact- 
ments which may continue in force. In 
the Statute Law Revision Acts there is 
such a reservation, which, however, seems 
only to apply to that Act, and not to 
repeals in statutes generally. Indeed, 


if there was a general declaratory Act | 


reserving the effect of such repeal | 
r ba , rT ‘ J ! 
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require to be registered in the Land | 
Reg sister, the registers kept under the 
Acts of 1838, 1839, 1860, 1864, and 1865 
have ceased to be effectual ‘for registra- 
tration purposes, and the Bill proposes to 
repeal these statutes, so far as relates to 
The 
effect of this repeal will be to leave these 
interest, 
registers. | 


done or rights may have | 
been acquired under them in respect of , 
there- 
These old registers being public | 
registers, and forming an important link 
strong | 
search with- 
which 
might mean an expensive and disputed 
Besides, a man asked to! 
credit a landowner might wish to ascer- | 
tain from the public register to what 
extent that landowner may in previous 
years have been denuded of any part of | 
his property in virtue of any judgment, 
so that he might determine how far to, 
intending creditor | 
had to apply for an order of “the High | 
Court intimation would doubtless have to 


1839, prescribes that | 


Section | 


t 
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as regards enactments which are 
not repealed but still continue in 
| force, thére would seem to be io reason 
‘for annually repeating the reservativii 
in the Statute Law Revision Acts. Sec- 
tion 3 of the Judgments Act, 1855, is by 
_ the schedule to the Bill repealed, except 
so far as it relates to /is pendens, but the 
schedule to the Bill repeals everything in 
that section except the reference to 
| Section 7 of the Judgments Act, 1839 
which, as has been pointed out, can only 
be read by reading in Section 4 of that 
Act which the schedule of the Bill 
repeals. He thought it would be better, 
instead of attempting to keep /is pendens 
alive under the existing Acts, rather 
to put a couple of clauses into the 


Bill defining the manner and effect 
of such registration, and if the 


_ Attorney General found any difficulty in 
framing the clauses, he (Mr. Caldwell) 
would be glad to give him assistance. 
In repealing the Sections in the Act of 
1855 the schedule said “Sections four to 
eight.” He did not know whether 
Section eight was meant to be included 
in the repeal. He rather thought it was. 
‘The schedule, however, did not incluck 

it, and if it were meant ‘to include it the 
word “inclusive” would have to he added. 
The concluding proviso of Section 2 of 
the Judgments Act, 1855, has been 
omitted to be repealed. He thought for 
simplification the Middlesex Registry 
might now be transferred to the Land 
Registry. These, however, and some 
other points were more matter for Com- 
mittee. He congratulated the Attorney 

General on the effort which he was making 
| to simplify and perfect the registration of 
, titles to and charges on land. Much 
| still remained to be done in that direc 

tion, but it was a great step to concen 

trate the registration of all writs and 
orders creating a charge upon land under 
one system in one register. He had 
‘gone thus technically into the subject, 

‘because he considered it was the duty 
of Members of the Opposition carefully 

to consider and criticise a measure 
which, although it had nothing of a 
party interest about it, was nevertheless 
a measure which had for its object the 


giving of greater simplification and 
security to the ever increasing value 


of land rights in the country. 


Mr. BOND (Nottingham, E.) asked 
the Attorney-General to give the House 
3.N 
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some explanation of Section 3 of the Bill. 
There was an apprehension that the 
changes introduced would have a_pre- 
judicial effect by making the registration 


of these charges different to what it was | 


{COMMONS} 


| 


at present, and that a fresh burden of | 


expense might be imposed. 


*Mr. HERBERT LEWIS (Flint 
Boroughs) said the Bill was of a very 
important character, and in order to 
understand the proposals it was necessary 
to refer to a large number of old statutes. 
The hon. Member for Mid Lanark had 
given the House a very clear explanation 
of an obscure and complicated measure. 


Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
Ricuarp Wepster, Isle of Wight): I do 
not think I need apologise to the House 
for not having spoken first upon this 
Bill, for the reason that it has already 


been twice before the House, and 
J thought it would be hetter that 


I should wait until my attention was 
called to those points on which elucida- 
tion was required. This is not at all a 
case of legislation by reference, but a case 
of repealing and simplifying the process. 
In the Bills of 1896 and 1898 there were 
provisions for the simplification of the 
mode of enforcing judgment against land, 
and it was thought better, because this is 
partly a Registration Bill, to leave those 
provisions out. We do not propose to 
affect the operations of judgments, we 
simply deal with the land charges, which 
include judgments. The hon. Member 
for Mid Lanark drew my attention to 
the fact that we are closing the register, 
and raised a question of some 
importance as to whether the fact 
of closing the register and_ repealing 
the Act under which the registration 
is made would have any legal effeet which 
would prevail upon the subject of interest 
in the registration. We do not consider 
it will. With regard to the closing of 
the register itself and requiring an order 
for a search, I think, where it is for any 
reason desirable to give facilities for search, 
although the register would become in a 
few years obsolete, there is no reason 
whatever why it should not be given. 
The Bill carries out and improves the 
land charges which are already made 
subject to registration by the second 
part of the Act of 1888. The only 
Mr. Bond. 


Bill. 


effect of this Bill is to facilitate by 
transferring the whole matter to one 
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office. The hon. Gentleman also pointed 
out that we had omitted from the 
operation of this Act the Middlesex 


Registry, and he evidently thought that 
that registry existed independently of the 
land register. That is not so. It was 
transferred to the land register by the 
Act of 1891. It is not usual where it is 
a question of repeal to incorporate the 
Acts or sections which are repealed, but if 
it is thought that it will be an improve- 
ment [ shall be glad to putin the schedule 
a short résuiné of the repealed sections, 
and show that they are no longer required 
when this Bill is passed. In this particu- 
lar case there is no idea of keeping the 
Acts alive for any purpose, nor any idea 
of legislating by reference. All these sec- 
tions are repealed in order to simplify 
the procedure. At this stage I might 
notice the point put by my hon. friend 
behind me. There is no danger ot any 





| difference arising with regard to the point 


certain charges which affect the 


he raised. The reason why Section 3 
was put into the Bill was that there are 

land 
through private and local Bills. © Those 
have not been recognised as land charges 
by the present Bill, but it was thought 
desirable that there should be a ready 
means of finding them out if these 
inquiries had to be made by a solicitor. 
The hon. Gentleman thinks it may result 
in extra expense. I do not think there 
need be any such apprehension. [ think if 
there is any charge at all it will be of a 
very nominal character. Everyone will 
agree that where encumbrances do exist 
there should be a ready means of finding 
them ent with as little expense as pos 
sible. [am qnite sure from the obser 
vations that have been made that the Bill 
is a considerable improvement on those 
which have gone before it. The grest 
object of it is to simplify, so far as we 
can, at once the mode of registration, the 
Acts under which registration takes place, 
and the systém whereby the searches for 
charges should he carried out. We have 
brought into this Bill certain charges not 
previously land charges in order to make 
the registration as complete as possible. 
I shall be happy to consider any Amend- 
ment put down, and I am quite sure if we 
are able to get this Bill passed through 
the House it will be a security and pro- 
tection to those who desire to purchase 
property. 
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Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE (Carnarvon 
Boroughs): I think the object of the Bill 
is extremely desirable. At the present 
time you have two or three different 
registers to which you have to refer in 


order to discover charges on the pro-| 


perty, which makes it both difficult and 
expensive; but I am not certain that 
there is 
registers established a year or two ago. 
Solicitors have not absolute confidence in 
the registers as they are being worked at 
the present time. The legal profession is 
exceedingly conservative, and it may take 
years to establish confidence in this Act. 
There is no doubt that the registration of 
the courts does give complete satisfaction. 
It never creates difficulties, is worked 


with great care, and there is never a 
mistake, 
Sir RICHARD WEBSTER: [think 


the hon. Gentleman is confusing two 
registries. The Land Registry has been in 
existence many years. 


Mr. LLOYD-GEORGE : That being 
so, I shall make no further observation. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time, and committed 
to the Standing Committee on Law, ete. 


LAND REGISTRY (NEW BUILDINGS) 


SILL. 
[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DouGuas, Kent, 
St. Angustine’s): Task that this Bill be 
real a second time. Its object is the 
acquisition by compulsory purchase of 
property adjoining the present Land 
Registry Office, new buildings being 
necessary, the present building being 
entirely inadequate, inconvenient, and a 
constant source of difficulty and expense. 
It is proposed to acquire the property 
adjoining the present offices. 1 do not 
think the House wishes me to urge this 
point too strongly, because we always 
feel that when we have to acquire pro- 
perty compulsorily for the purposes of the 
nation, if we insist too much upon the 
necessities of the case, the price of the 
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absolute confidence in the. 
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property goes up. The other clauses in 
the Bill are in exactly the same form as 
in all these Buildings Bills. 


(1894) Amendinent Bill. 


| Motion made, and Question proposed, 
'“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(Mr. Akers Douglas.) 


| *Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 

I thoroughly approve of the object the 
right hon. Gentleman has in view. I 
quite approve of what he says as to the 
inadvisability of laying too much stress 
upon the necessities of the ease. This 
Bill will go before a Select Committee, 
and after it has been carefully considered 
by them there will be another opportu- 
nity of discussing it upon the Third 
Reading if it is thought necessary. It 
is premature, therefore, to make any 
remarks on the matter until it comes up 
in a more detinite form. 


Question put, and agreed to. 


Bill read a second time and committed 
to a Select Committee of five Members, 
three to be nominated by the House, and 
two by the Committee of Selection. 


Ordered, That all Petitions against the 
Bill five clear days before the meeting of 
the Committee be referred to the Com- 
mittee; that the Petitioners praying to 
be heard by themselves, their Counsel or 
Agents, be heard against the Bill, and 
Counsel heard in support of the Bill. 


Ordered, That the Committee have 
power to send for persons, papers, and 
records. 


Ordered, That three be the quorum.— 


(Mr. Akers Douglas.) 


LOCAL GOVERNMENT (SCOTLAND) 
ACT (1894) AMENDMENT BILL. 


[SECOND READING. ] 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Mr. EDMUND ROBERTSON (Dun- 
dee),in moving the Second Reading of the 
Bill, said: The purpose of the Bill is 
to change the law with respect to the 
election of parish councils. By the existing 
law the election of parish councils takes 
place on the same day as the election of 
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town councils. That is the effect of the | ment to give a Second Reading to the Bill, 
section of the Act of 1894 which I propose because although the hon. Member is 


to repeal. This Bill proposes that the correct in saying that it represents the 
election of parish councils should takeplace | feeling of certain burghs, I am not pre- 
on a different day. That is the whole | pared to assent to the proposition that it 
object and scope of the Bill. I will only | represents the feeling of most of the 
add that it has been drafted and brought burgh officials. Ido not think it repre- 
before me at the instance of the Associa- | sents the feeling of most of the burghs, 
tion of Burgh Officials of Scotland. and I should never think it right to over- 
turn the legislation of another Govern- 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | ment unless there was some very good 
“That the Bill be now read a second | reason for it. The truth is that the ex- 
time.” —(Mr. Edinund Lobertson.) periment has been found to work very 
satisfactorily, and therefore | am not 
5) eree to Sec feading 
“Tus LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. yg ag agree to the Second Reading 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): It is my 
fate really to preserve the legislation of Tag ne te 
the late Government, of which the hon. hen WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Gentleman who has just spoken was Lkeston) : hei — ¥ yesh saa “ieee 
a member. This, as the House will questions about the Billi, but the speech 
remember, was a debated question in the of the Lord Advocate "s *- na 
Committee upstairs on the Bill of 1894, here answered tinea. eo.. "0 
; ; ae we have got nothing like the uniformity 
and it was really one of the provisions— ° = ' 
the provision for having both classes of ° . 
elections on the same day—which Sir ; people desire. I valne 
George Trevelyan, who had charge of the that to some extent in Scotland, this Bill 
Bill, thought Was a great feather in his would seem to be a somewhat retrograde 
eap. The matter was debated, and a | step, and going back from the ideal pre- 
division taken upon it, and the over- | viously placed before the Committee 
whelming sense at that time was that the upstairs which we sought to attain. On 
provision was a good one. Subsequently the other hand, there may be a certain 
we at the Scotch Office were bom- amount of inconvenience felt in certain 
barded with applications to undo burghs. My hon. friend, in placing the 
the legislation of my right hon. friend Bill before the House, says there is 
and to make some arrangement whereby desire to have a change, and not to have 
the elections should take place on separate | these elections running at the same tHe 
days. All sorts of disasters were | as other elections. [ think the House 
prophesied if we allowed the matter to will be guided by the amount of evidence 


stand as it was, and allowed the elections my hon. friend and others are able to 
The view the Govern- bring forward on this subject. If there 


f elections on one day which many 
When you have attained 


ah 


on the same day. _s 
ment took was that it would not be fair is a large amount of evidence in favour 
to try to undo what our predecessors had of the change, i should not be on 
done without good reason, and that it academic grounds inclined to oppose it, 
should be put off to give the arrangement | but if there is not that evidence, I think 
atrial. Accordingly we resisted these the position taken up by the Lord Advo- 
demands. The term of three years ran cate is the position one would feel bound 
out, and now there has been an actual | to sustain. 

election. What was the result? The 
result was that all those disasters that) Notice taken that forty Members were 
were prophesied did not come to pass, not present ; House counted, and forty 
As a matter of fact the arrangements Members not being present— 

made in the original Bill were found 

to work very satisfactorily. That being | The House was adjourned at a 
the case, I really cannot feel it quarter after Eleven of the 
consistent with the duty of the Govern- | cluck, till Monday next. 


Mr. Edinund Robertson. 
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HOUSE OF LORDS. | posed to the House as a member of the 
| Select Committee on the said Bills in the 
Monday, 9th April, 1900. | place of the Lord Barnard; read, and 


| agreed to. 


es MOE | 


MORLEY CORPORATION BILL [H.1.]. 
PRESTON CORPORATION BILL [H.L.]. 
GREAT GRIMSBY STREET TRAMWAYS 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 





The Lorbd CHANCELLOR § acquainted | BILL [H.L.}. 
the House that the Clerk of the Parlia-| ROTHERHAM CORPORATION BILL 
ments had laid upon the Table the Cer- [H.L. J. 


tificates from the Examiners that the | SHEFFIELD CORPORATION BILL [u.t. 
further Standing Orders applicable to | RAWMARSH URBAN DISTRICT COUN- 
the following Bills have been complied CIL (TRAMWAYS) BILL [4.1]. 
ok... WALSALL CORPORATION BILL [1.1 ]. 
| SOUTH STAFFORDSHIRE TRAMWAYS 
| BILL [H.1.]. 

Report from the Committee of Selee- 

The same were ordered to lie on the | tion, That the Lord Barnard be proposed 
Table. to the House as a Member of the Select 


. ‘ Committee on the said Bills in the place 
SCOTTISH AMERICAN INVESTMENT | of the Lord Northbourne: read, and acreed 
COMPANY, LIMITED, BILL [Hu en ee 


Committed. 
AIRDRIE AND COATBRIDGE TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 


HOYLAKE AND WEST KIRBY IM- 


Brighton ‘Corporation. 
North Warwickshire Water. 


OSSETT CORPORATION GAS BILL. 


Read 24, and committed 3 the Com- | PROVEMENT BILL. 
mittee to be proposed by the Committee wrpnrs Aanp RUNCORN BRIDGE 
of Selection. BILL. 


WETHERBY DISTRICT WATER BILL. Brought from the Commons ; read 1¢ ; 
and referred to the Examiners. 
WAKEFIELD CORPORATION MARKET 
BILL. GAS AND WATER ORDERS CONFIR- 
Read 2a, and committed. MATION BILL [H.1.]. 
| A Bill to confirm certain Provisional 
DORKING WATER BILL [1.1]. Orders made by the Board of Trade under 
ras and Water Works Facilities Ac 
EXMOUTH UypAN Disturer waren {HG Casal Water Works Foctes ct 
uL [H.L.]. ee 5 & é ; 
Kirby Gas and Water, Manningtree and 
FISHGUARD WATER AND GAS BILL) Mistley (Essex) Gas, South Elmsall, South 
(H.1.}, | Kirby, and North Elmsall Gas, and 
Read 3a, and passed, and sent to the “Steyning and District Water—was_pre- 
Commons. sented by the Earl Waldegrave (for the 
Baa Lord Balfour); read 1¢; to be printed ; 
GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY BILL and referred to the Examiners. (No. 52.) 


[H.L. ]. 
DEARNE VALLEY RAILWAY BILL ——— 
pepe RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 


NEATH HARBOUR BILL [u.1.]. 
TAFF VALE RAILWAY BILL [1.1]. | 


FISHGUARD AND ROSSLARE  RAIL- | wciataadlicaaniniar scutes ruses 
WAYS AND HARBOURS BILL [H.L.j. | Statement showing the original and 


RHYMNEY RAILWAY BILL [t.1.]. revised programme of estimated expendi- 
CORK ELECTRIC TRAMWAYS BILL/ ture in cash, and in net value of stores to 


[H. L. }. 'be issued for shipbuilding, ete., during 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BOARD BILL | the year 1899-1900. 
[H.L. ]. | 
SOUTH ESSEX WATER BILL [H.L.]. | MINES AND QUARRIES. 
Report from the Committee of Selec-| Reports of Her Majesty’s Inspectors 


tion, That the Lord Northbourne be pro-' for the year 1899. 
VOL. LXXXI. [Fourrn SERIEs.] 30 
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INDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL 
COMMISSION). 


Royal 


Final Report of the Royal Commission | 


on the Administration of the Expendi- 
ture of India (Vol. [V.), and Minutes of 
Evidence (Vol. III.). 


AGRARIAN OFFENCES (PROVINCES) 
(IRELAND). 
Return for the year ended 31st De- 
cember, 1899. 


EGYPT, No. 1 (1900). 
teports by Her Majesty’s Agents and 
Consul-General on the finances, adminis- 
tration, and condition of Egypt and the 
Soudan in 1899. 


AFRICA, No. 3 (1900). 
Correspondence respecting Slavery and 
the Slave Trade in East Africa and the 
Islands of Zanzibar and Pemba [in con- 
tinuation of Africa, No. 8. (1899)]. 


CHINA, No. 2 (1900). 
Correspondence with the United States 
Government respecting foreign trade in 
China. 
TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 
No. 2396. 
Sivas, 1899). 


Turkey (Trebizond and 


INDIA (USE OF GOVERNMENT 
CHURCHES). 
Papers relating to the use for Presby- 
terian and Wesleyan services of garrison 
churches in India which have been con- 


secrated for the service of the Church of 


England. 


Presented (by command), and ordered 
to lie on the Table. 


AGRICULTURE AND TECHNICAL 
INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 


the Agricultural Board, and the Board of 
Technical Instruction. 


SUPERANNUATION. 
Treasury Minute, dated 3rd April, 
1900, declaring that for the due and 
efficient discharge of the duties of the 
posts of Senior Examiner and of Junior 
Examiner in the Board of Education 


{Science and Art Department), profes- 
sional or other peculiar qualifications not 


1LORDS} 


1899. | 
Regulations for the appointment of | 
Members of the Council of Agriculture, | 
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Assent. 
‘ordinarily to be acquired in the public 
service are requisite. 

Laid before the House (pursuant to 
Act), and ordered to lie on the Table. 


FINANCE BILL. 

Read 2¢ (according to order); Com- 
mittee negatived ; then Standing Order 
No. XXXIX. considered ‘(according to 
order), and dispensed with. Bill read 3+, 
and passed. 


ARMY (ANNUAL) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and 
passed, 
PUBLIC LIBRARIES BILL [#.1.] 
Read 3” (according to order) ; Amend- 
ments made ; Bill passed, and sent to the 
Commons. 


CENSUS (IRELAND) BILL. 
Read 3¢ (according to order), and 


passed. 


NEW BILL. 





COUNTY COURTS (INVESTMENT OF 
DEPOSITS) BILL [H.L.]. 

A Bill to amend the law with regard to 
the investment of money paid into a 
county court—-Was presented by the 
Lord Chancellor; read 1¢; and to be 
printed. (No. 53.) 


House adjourned during pleasure. 


House resumed. 


ROYAL ASSENT. 
COMMISSION. 
The following Bills received the Royal 
| Assent :— 


1. Finance. 

| 2. Army (Annual). 
3. Census (Ireland). 
4. Military Lands Provisional Order. 
5. Colonial Bank. 


House adjourned at twenty 
minutes past Three of the 
clock, to Monday the 30th 
instant, a quarter past Four 
of the clock. 
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1505 Private Bill 
HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Monday, 9th April, 1900. 


PRIVATE BILL BUSINESS. 


PRIVATE BILLS [Lords] (STANDING | 
IN- | 


ORDERS NOT PREVIOUSLY 
QUIRED INTO COMPLIED WITH). 
Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table Re- 

port from one of the Examiners of Peti- 

tions for Private Bills, That, in the case of 
the following Bills, originating in the 

Lords, and referred on the First Reading 


thereof, the Standing Orders not pre- | 


viously inquired into, and which are 
applicable thereto, have been complied 
with, viz. :— 

Army and Navy Investment Trust Bill 

| Lords]. 

Cleethorpes Gas Bill [Lords]. 

Cowes Pier Bill { Lords]. 

Edinburgh District Lunacy Board Bill 


{ Lords]. 

Falkirk and District Water sill 
{ Lords}. 

(rreat Berkhampstead Water Bill 
{ Lords]. 


Gun Barrel Proof Act, 1868, Amend- 
ment Bill [Lords]. 


Imschenetzky’s Uralite Patent Bill 
| Lords]. 
Kingston-upon-Thames Corporation 
Bill { Lords). 
Motherwell Water Bill [Lords]. 
New Russia Company Bill [Lords]. 
Southampton Harbour Bill [Lords]. 
Ordered, That the Bills be read a 
second time. 
PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (NO 


STANDING ORDERS APPLICABLE). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 


case of the following Bill, referred on the | 


First Reading thereof, no Standing 
Orders are applicable, viz. :— - 
Local Government Provisional Orders 


(No. 2) Bill. 


Ordered, That the-Bill he read a second | 


time upon Thursday, 26th April. 


PROVISIONAL ORDER BILLS (STAND- | 


ING ORDERS APPLICABLE THERETO 

COMPLIED WITH). 

Mr. SPEAKER laid upon the Table 
Report from one of the Examiners of 
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| Petitions for Private Bills, That, in the 
| case of the following Bill, referred on the 
| First Reading thereof, the Standing 
Orders which are applicable thereto have 
| been complied with, viz. :— 

Electric Lighting Provisional Orders 

(No. 3) Bill. 

Ordered, That the Bill be read a second 

time upon Thursday, 26th April. 


MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have passed a Bill intituled, 
“An Act to confirm the issue by the 
Rhymney Iron Company, Limited, of 
certain shares credited as partly paid up.” 
Rhymney Iron Company Bill { Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
enable the Manchester Ship Canal Com- 
pany to acquire the Manchester Race- 
course and other lands, and to construct a 
new dock, railway, and works; to estab- 
lish a thrift fund for their officers and 


Business. 


servants ; and for other purposes.” Man- 
chester Ship Canal Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


authorise the Urban District Council of 
Mountain Ash to construct additional 
waterworks and gasworks ; and for other 
purposes.” Mountain Ash Water Bill 
| Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to con- 
fer further powers upon the Corporation 
of Burnley and neighbouring authorities 
with respect to tramways and street im- 
provements within and beyond the 
borough; and for other purposes.” 
Burnley Corporation Bill {Lords}. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
extend the boundaries of the City and 
Royal Burgh of Edinburgh and County 
of the City of Edinburgh; to authorise 
the Lord Provost, Magistrates, and 
Council of the City to purchase and 
acquire lands at Saughton ; to erect and 
maintain a Tramway Power Station at 
Portobello ; to construct works and 
Tramways; to acquire lands ; to amend 


Acts; and for other purposes.” Edin- 
| burgh Corporation Bill [Lords]. 
Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 


make new provisions with respect to the 
Governing Body of the Schools of King 
Edward the Sixth in Birmingham, and 
_with respect to the management of the 
Schools property and revenues under 
| their control; and to confer further 
| powers on the said Governing Body ; and 
| for other purposes.” Birmingham (King 
| Edward the Sixth) Schools Bill [Lords]. 
30 2 








1507 Private Bill 


Also a Bill intituled, ‘‘An Act to 
transfer all the property and liabilities of 
Mason University College, in the City 
of Birmingham, to the University of 
Birmingham, and to repeal the Mason 
University College Act, 1897; to confer 
certain powers on the said University ; 
and for other purposes.” Birmingham 
University Bill | Lords]. 

Also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
authorise the Kingston-upon-Thames Gas 
Company to raise additional capital, con- 
vert their existing capital, acquire lands, 
amend their existing Acts ; and for other 
purposes.” Kingston-upon-Thames Gas 
Bill { Lords}. 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act for em- 


{COMMONS} 





powering the Dorking Water Company | 


to raise additional capital ; and for other 
purposes.” 

Also a Bill intituled, “An Act to 
authorise the Exmouth Urban District 
Council to purchase the undertaking of 
the Exmouth and District Waterworks 
Company, and to supply water within 
their district; and for other purposes.” 
Exmouth Urban District Water Bill 
[Lords]. 


And also a Bill intituled, “ An Act to 
enable the Fishguard Water and Gas 
Company to extend their limits of supply, 
to construct additional waterworks and 
gasworks, to change the name of the 
Company; and for other purposes.” 
Fishguard Water and Gas Bill [Lords]. 


RHYMNEY IRON COMPANY BILL 
[Lords]. 
MANCHESTER SHIP CANAL BILL 
[Lords]. 


MOUNTAIN ASH WATER BILL [Lords]. 
BURNLEY CORPORATION BILL [Lords]. 
EDINBURGH CORPORATION BILL 
{Lords}. 

BIRMINGHAM (KING EDWARD THE 
SIXTH) SCHOOLS BILL [Lords]. 
BIRMINGHAM UNIVERSITY BILL 

{Lords}. 
KINGSTON-UPON-THAMES 
{ Lords]. 
DORKING WATER BILL [Lords]. 
EXMOUTH URBAN DISTRICT WATER 
BILL [Lords]. 
FISHGUARD WATER 
[Lords]. 


GAS BILL 


the Examiners of Petitions for Private 


Bills. 


Dorking Water Bill [Lords]. | 


AND GAS BILL | 
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CHARING CROSS, EUSTON, AND HAMP- 
STEAD RAILWAY BILL. 


GLASTONBURY CORPORATION 
BILL. 


HASTINGS HARBOUR BILL. 
MAIDENHEAD GAS BILIL. 


UNIVERSALLIFE ASSURANCESOCIETY 
BILL {Lords}. 
WELLINGBOROUGH AND DISTRICT 
TRAMROADS BILL. 


As amended, considered ; to be read 
the third time. 


Business. 


GAS 


GOVERNMENTS STOCK AND OTHER 
SECURITIES INVESTMENT COM. 
PANY BILL [Lords]. 

LINCOLN CORPORATION 
BILL [Lords]. 

(MONMOUTHSHIRE) 
BILL [Lords], 


AND LYTHAM TRAM. 
ROAD BILL. 


Read a second time, and committed. 


TRAMWAYS 


NEWPORT GAS 


SOUTHPORT 


PRIVATE BILLS. 

Ordered, That Standing Orders 39, 
129, and 230 be suspended, and that the 
time for depositing Petitions and 
Memorials against Private Bills, or 
against any Bill to confirm any Pro- 
visional Order or Provisional Certificate, 
and for depositing duplicates of any 
Documents relating to any Bill to confirm 
any Provisional Order or Provisional 
Certificate, be extended to the first day 
on which the House shall sit after the 
Recess. — (Lhe Chairman of Ways and 
Means.) 


TOTTENHAM URBAN DISTRICT 
COUNCIL BILL. 


Petition for additional Provision : re- 
ferred to the Examiners of Petitions for 
Private Bills. 

MESSAGE FROM THE LORDS. 

That they have agreed to— 

Finance Bill. 

Army (Annual) Bill. 

Census (Ireland) Bill, without Amend- 

ment. 


That they have passed a Bill intituled, 


“An Act to amend the Acts relating to | 
' Public Libraries, Museums, and Gyn- 
Read the first time; and referred to | 


nasiums, and to regulate the Liability of 
Managers of Libraries to Proceedings for 


Libel.” Public Libraries Bill [Lords]. 
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ROYAL ASSENT. | Ripon ; Preston ; Southport ; and Batley ; 
| to lie upon the Table. 


Message to attend the Lords Com-' saiz OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
missioners. | TO CHILDREN (No. 2) BILL. 

The House went ; and, being returned,| Petitions in favour, from Sheffield 
Mr. SPEAKER reported the Royal Assent (thirteen) ; Oldbury ; Peckham; Swan- 


to— ' sea ; Gloucester ; Manchester ; Bristol ; 
1. Finance Act, 1900. /and Penrith ; to lie upon the Table. 
2. Army (Annual) Act, 1900. | 
3. Census (Ireland) Act, 1900. |SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS 
4. Military Lands Provisional Order TO CHILDREN (SCOTLAND) BILL. 


Petition from Churnside, in favour ; to 


Confirmation Act, 1900. 
lie upon the Table. 


5. Colonial Bank Act, 1900. 
—— , | SUNDAY CLOSING (MONMOUTH- 


SHIRE) BILL. 
Teypyyey Ti 
PETITIONS. Petitions in favour, from Ripon; 
sangpaitd _Saxilby ; Garstang ; Earby ; Manchester ; 
AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. Preston ; Gloucester ; and Swansea ; to 
Petition of the Scottish Chamber of | lie upon the Table. 
Agriculture, in favour; to lie upon the 


| 
| 
| 
| 
j 


Table. | TOWN COUNCILS (SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petition from Kinross, in favour; to 
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSESSMENTS lie upon the Table. 


(SCOTLAND) BILL. 
Petitions in favour, from Earlston ; Veen ee AMEND- 
Weem; and Haddington; to lie upon | se ——s wens : 
the ,Table. Petition of Highland and Agricultural 
| Society of Scotland, in favour; to lie 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES OFFICERS’ — upon the Table. 
SUPERANNUATION BILL. 
Petition from Leicester, in favour ; to VIVISECTION. 
lie upon the Table. | Petition from Hornsea, for prohibition ; 
to lie upon the Table, 
LONDON GOVERNMENT ACT, 1899 
(BOROUGH OF HACKNEY DRAFT _ 
ORDER IN COUNCIL). 
Md P IDNITPvES IVp INS Aas 
Petition from Hackney, against alter- | RETURNS, REPORTS, ETC. 
ation ; to lie upon the Table. | cccmaee 
: NDIAN EXPENDITURE (ROYAL 
PUBLIC HOUSES (SCOTLAND) LATER [NDIA CUMMISSION). 
OPENING BILL. 
Petition from Edinburgh, against ; 
lie upon the Table. 





et Copy presented, of Final Report of 
° | the Royal Commission on the Adminis- 
/tration of the Expenditure of India 


SALE OF INTOXICATING Liquors | (Vol. IV.), and Minutes of Evidence 


ON SUNDAY BILL. | [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
Petitions in favour, from Portsmouth ; | MINES AND QUARRIES. 


and Peckham Rye ; to lie upon the Table. | 
Cae fot ee . | Copy presented, of Reports of Her 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS Majesty’s Inspectors of Mines for the 
T) CHILDREN BILL AND SUNDAY | year 1899 [by Command]; to lie upon 
CLOSING (MONMOUTHSHIRE) BILL. ‘the Table. 
Petition from Gainsborough, in favour ; | solide <cunenremenin 
i > Table. | AGRARIAN OFFENCES (PR NCE 
to lie upon the Table | (IRELAND). 
SALE OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS} Copy presented, of Return by Pro- 
TO CHILDREN BILL. vinces of Agrarian Offences in Ireland 
Petitions in favour, from Garstang ;| for the year ended 31st December, 1899 
West Hartlepool ; Bolton ; Ulster ;| [by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 
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ARRESTS FOR DRUNKENNESS 
(IRELAND). 
Return presented, relative thereto | 
{ordered 15th March; Mr. William | 
Johnstone]; to lie upon the Table, and | 


to be printed. [No. 131.] 


AGRICULTURAL AND TECHNICAL 

INSTRUCTION (IRELAND) ACT, 1899. 

Copy presented, of Regulations for 
the Appointment of Members of the 
Council of Agriculture, the Agricultural 
Board, and the Board of Technical In- | 
struction [by Act] ; to lie upon the Table, 
and to be printed. [No. 132.] 


MERCHANT SEAMEN. 

Copy presented, of Report of a Com- 
mittee appointed by the Board of Trade 
on the question of Continuous Discharge 
Certificates for Seamen, with Minutes of 

Evidence, Appendix, and Index [by Com- 
mand]; to lie upon the Table. 


EAST INDIA (USE OF GOVERNMENT 
CHURCHES IN INDIA). 

Copy presented, of Papers relating to 
the use for Presbyterian and Wesleyan 
Services of Garrison Churches in India 
which have been consecrated for the 
service of the Church of England [by 
Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


SUPERANNUATIONS. 

Copy presented, of Treasury Minute, 
dated 3rd April, 1900, declaring that for 
the due and efficient discharge of the. 
duties of the posts of Senior Examiner 
and of Junior Examiner in the Board of 
Education (Science and Art Department), 
professional or other peculiar qualifica- 
tions not ordinarily to be acquired in ot 


Public Service are requisite |by Act] ; 
lie upon the Table. 
CROWN’S NOMINEE ACCOUNT. 


Abstract Account presented, of Re- 
ceipts and Payments of the ‘Treasury 
Solicitor, in the year ended 31st Decem- 
ber, 1899, in the Administration of 
Estates on behalf of the Crown, and 
Alphabetical List of Intestates’ Estates in 
respect of which Letters of Administra- 
tion were granted to the Treasury | 
Solicitor as Crown’s Nominee, and of 
other cases (partial Intestacies, etc.) in 
which Accounts were opened in the | 
Books of the Treasury Solicitor in the | 
same year in respect, of moneys received | 
by him as Crown’s Nominee [by Act]; to 
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/ment showing the Production 
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‘lie upon the Table, and to be printed. 
_[No. 133.] 


CHINA (No. 2, 1900). 

Copy presented of Correspondence 
with the United States Government re- 
specting Foreign Trade in China [by 
Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


AFRICA (No. 3, 1900). 

Copy presented of Correspondence 
respecting Slavery and the Slave Trade 
in Kast Africa and the Islands of Zanzi- 
bar and Pemba (in continuation of Africa, 
No. 8, 1889) [by Command] ; to lie upon 
the Table. 


TRADE REPORTS (ANNUAL SERIES). 

Copy presented, of Diplomatic and 
Consular Reports, Annual Series, No. 
2396 [by Command]; to lie upon the 


Table. 


EGYPT (No. 1, 1900). 

Copy presented, of Reports by Her 
Majesty’s Agent and Consul General on 
the Finances, Administration, and Condi- 
tion of Egypt and the Soudan in 1899 
[by Command] ; to lie upon the Table. 


NAVY (ESTIMATES, 1899-1900). 
Copy presented, of Statement showing 
the original and revised Programme of 


| Estimated Expenditure in cash, and in 


net value of Stores to be issued for Ship- 
building, ete., during the year 1899-1900 
[by Command]; to lie upon the Table. 


COAL TABLES. 

Copy ordered, “of Statement showing 
the Production and Consumption of Coal, 
and the Number of Persons employed in 
Coal Production, in the Principal 
Countries of the World, in each year 
from 1883 to 1898, as far as the particu- 
lars can be stated ; together with a State- 
of, and 
Trade in, Petroleum in the United States 
and in the Russian Empire for a series of 
years (in continuation of Parliamentary 
Paper, No. 118, of Session 1899).”—(J/r. 
Ritchie.) 

Copy presented accordingly; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 134.] 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(MONTHLY STATEMENT). 

Return ordered, ‘“ of monthly compara- 

tive statements of the number of Paupers 
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of all classes (except lunatics in asylums, 
registered hospitals, and licensed houses, 
and vagrants) in receipt of relief in 
England and Wales on the last day of | 
every week in each month of the several 
years from 1857 to 1900, both inclusive 
(in continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 100, of Session 1899).°-—(Mr. 7. IV. 
Russell.) 

Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. | 
[No. 135.] 
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interest thereon ; the periods allowed for 
repayment; the amount of loans out- 
standing on the 31st March, 1900; the 
estimated or actual expenditure under the 


Reports, &e. 


'scheme in respect of (a) land, (b) build- 
ings; the 
other sources during the year ended 


income from rents’ or 


on the 31st day of March, 1900, and 


| the expenditure (other than that defrayed 


out of borrowed money) during the year 
in respect of the scheme, the amount ex- 


| pended in repayment of the loans and 


interest thereon being distinguished ; and 


| (2) the names of the local authorities in 


PAUPERISM (ENGLAND AND WALES) 
(HALF-YEARLY STATEMENT). 

Return ordered, ‘of Statement of the 
number of Paupers relieved on the Ist 
day of January, 1900, and similar State- 
ment for the Ist day of July, 1900 (in 
continuation of Parliamentary Paper, 
No. 100, of Session 1899).”—(Mr. 7. IW. | 
Russell.) 

Return presented accordingly ; to lie 
upon the Table, and to be printed. 
[No. 136.] 


POOR RELIEF (ENGLAND AND 
WALES). 

Return ordered, “of Statement of the 
amount expended for In-maintenance and 
Out-door Relief in England and Wales 
during the half-year ended Lady Day, 
1900. 

“And similar Statement for the half- 
vear ending Michaelmas, 1900.”—(Jr. 


7. W. Russell.) 


Return presented accordingly ; to lie 


upon the Table, and to be printed. [No. 
137.] | 
HOUSING OF THE WORKING 
CLASSES. | 


Returns ordered, ‘showing, (1) in re- | 
spect of the local authorities in England | 
and Wales who have carried out or are | 
carrying out improvement or reconstruc- | 
tion schemes under Parts I. and II. of | 
the Housing of the Working Classes Act, | 
1890, the size of the area included in 
each scheme; the number of persons of 
the working classes who were resident on 
such area at the date of making the 
scheme, and the number provided for or 
to be provided for under the scheme ; the 
nature of the accommodation provided ; 
the amount authorised to be borrowed, 
and the amount actually borrowed for the 
purpose of the scheme; the rate of 


England and Wales who have adopted 


| Part IIL. of the Act and as regards each 
| of those authorities who have provided or 


are providing lodging houses for the 
working classes under that part of the 
Act, the number of lodging houses 
acquired, erected, or being erected, the 
number of persons provided for or to be 


provided for, the amount authorised to 
'be borrowed for the purpose of the pur- 
‘chase of land or the acquisition or erec- 
tion of lodging houses and the amount 
‘actually borrowed, the rate of interest 


thereon, the periods allowed for repay- 
ment, the amount cf loans outstanding on 
the 3lst day of March, 1900 ; the esti- 
mated or actual cost of (a) land, (b) 
buildings ; the income from rents or other 


/ sources during the year ended on the 31st 


day of March, 1900 ; and the expenditure 
(other than that out of borrowed money) 
during the year, the amount expended in 
repayment of loans and interest thereon 


| being distinguished.” —(.Mr. Hazell.) 


CONTRACTS FOR LOCAL AUTHORITIES 
(WAGES) (IRELAND). 


Return ordered, “showing, in respect 


i of each County Council, County Borough 


Council, Rural and Urban District Coun- 
cil, body of Town Commissioners not an 
Urban District Council, and Poor Law 
Union in Ireland, whether the Contracts 
entered into by the Authority for the 
execution of works specify any conditions 
as to the Wages to be paid by the Con- 
tractor, or other conditions with regard to 
persons employed by him; and, if so, 
what are the conditions so specified.”— 
(Sir Charles Dilke.) 


REGISTRY (NEW 
[ADVANCES]. 
Committee to consider of authorising 


LAND BUILDINGS) 


the issue, out of the Consolidated Fund, 


of such sums as may be required for the 
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purposes of any Act of the present} THe UNDER SECRETARY or 
Session for the acquisition of property for; STATE ror WAR (Mr. WynpHam, 
building a new Land Registry Office | Dover) : No report to this effect has been 
and other Public Offices in London, | received from Lord Roberts. 
and of authorising the Treasury to | 
borrow money. by means of Terminable| CAPE RAILWAY MANAGEMENT. 
Annuities, such Annuities to be paid out | Mfr. M‘KENNA (Monmouthshire, N.): 
oF Moneys UO be provided DY {anmiamen, | T beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
and, if those moneys are insufficient, out Saw Wee wots epee aay ' 
: 2 é 3 »_| for War whether, in view of the manner 
. the sagem f yee = | in which the work of the Railway Depart- 
5, ae andl -Geweions ‘ter A fu shee ment in South Africa has been conducted, 
White Ridley.) : ria iti any public recognition will be made of 
“i _ the services rendered by Mr. T. R. Price, 
CONTRACTS FOR LOCAL AUTHORI. (Chief traffic manager of the Cape 
TIES (WAGES). Government Railways, and the other 


. . Ir sil ials, 
Return ordered, “showing, in respect "SPOS! ble officials 


of each administrative county and each Mr. WYNDHAM : While highly 
Poor Law Union in England and Wales, appreciating the services referred to, it 
whether the Contracts entered into by the’ would be premature for the Government 
Authority for the execution of works | to consider such a matter at the present 
specify any conditions as to the Wages to. moment. 
be paid by the Contractor, or other condi- 
tions with regard to persons employed by) yqqpnrtrA—OFFICERS’ GRATUITIES. 
mgs =. “ir her gas Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): I beg to ask the Under Secretary 
—— of State for War whether embodied 
| Militia officers are to receive a gratuity 


QUESTIONS. of £100 ; and whether a portion of this 
beac ean be paid within six months of embodi- 
SOUTH AFRICAN WAR—BOER PRISON. ™&?*- 


ERS—PLACE OF CUSTODY. Mr. WYNDHAM: Y Si ffi 
r ‘ MAR. i AM: es, Sir; otlicers 
: Mr.W ILLIAM ABRAHAM (Cork Co., of embodied Militia will receive a gratuity 
N.E.) ; On behalf of the hon. Member for of £100, but it is payable only on dis- 
East Mayo, I beg to ask the First Lord of | aiwhodiment : 
the Treasury whether, in view of the 
severe epidemic which has broken out rc i a ale 
amongst them, Boer prisoners at present opie song — , 
confined in Simons Bay will be removed _ MR. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
from the ship: and transferred to healthy Molton) : I beg to ask the Under Secre- 
quarters on shore in Cape Colony. tary of State for War whether, as no 
ua j _. copies of the Militia Regulations were 
THe FIRST LORD or tHe TREA- obtainable at the commencement of the 
SURY (Mr. A. J. Batrour, Manchester, embodiment of the Militia, he will be 
E.): Tisis question was fully answered by able to issue new Regulations at an early 
my hon. friend the Under Secretary for date. ; 
War last week,* and I really have nothing | ae i ; 
to add to the reply he read to this House... Mk. WYNDHAM: Militia regiments 
when embodied come under the Regula- 
KOORN SPRUIT. DISASTER. tions for the Regular Forces (Army Act), 
. ae ee ane ED and do not require the Militia Regulations. 
Mr. PATRICK O°BRIEN (Kilkenny): A new edition is in course of preparation. 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of 
State for War whether the Boers cap-| jwwe ape ee 
tured at Koorn img ithe congrats oe co Sey heiecocteaad % —— 2s 
any British secret papers, maps, or tables Mr. LEES KNOW LES (Salford, W.): 
containing plans for the invasion of the < heg to ask the Under Secretary of 
Free State and the Transvaal % State for War whether he is aware that 
fi the Inns of Court Rifle Volunteers have 
* See pages 1253 and 1394 of this Volume. | been refused permission to go to Win- 
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chester for a week’s drill at Easter at | 
their own expense, on the ground that | Burghs) (for Mr. Hanpury): The rates 
‘for these loans have been raised in the 


they cannot engage to join a brigade 


camp fixed for a time when the Law | 


g; and whether, seeing 
that they have expressed their willing- 
ness to joinany brigade camp held when 
the Law Courts are not sitting, he can 
see his way to grant the permission for 
which they ask. 

Mr. WYNDHAM : This _ permission 
has not been refused, nor will it be 
refused. 


Courts are sitting ; 


STRENGTH OF VOLUNTEER 
BATTALIONS. 

Mr. GRETTON (Derbyshire, 8.): I 
beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for War if it is the intention of the 
Secretary of State to authorise the 
insrease of establishment of Volunteer 
battalions to 1,000 men. 


Mr. WYNDHAM: Such an increase 
will be authorised wherever there is a 
revsonable prospect of the numbers being 
raised without prejudicing the recruiting 
of neighbouring corps. 


Mr. GRETTON: Will that enable an 
increase in the strength of existing com- 
panies instead of adding to the number 
of companies ? 


Mr. WYNDHAM: [ should like to 
have notice of that question. There are 
objections to swelling the size of the 
companies beyond certain limits. 


VOLUNTEER BUILDINGS—LOANS. 

Mr. C, J. MURRAY (Coventry): I 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury 
whether the authorities in November last 
raised by one-quarter per cent. the annual 
rate of interest on loans incurred by 
Volunteers for purchase of land and for 
buildings for military purposes ; whether 
they have now again raised this interest 
by another quarter per cent. in the past 
month ; whether the rate of interest laid 
down in A, O. 72 in some cases reaches 
three and three-quarters per cent., ex- 
clusive of instalments of capital ; and 
whether, as such ‘increase in the rate 
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Andrews 


Questions. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (St. 


manner described in order to preserve 
the solvency of the Local Loans Fund. 


The highest rate of interest now charged 


_is spread over a period of fifty years. 


amounts to 3} per cent., but this only 
applies to cases in which the repayment 
To 
reduce the rates to such a point that the 
Government would be a loser by these 
loans would be equivalent to making a 
grant to Volunteer corps under the dis- 
guise of « loan—a course to which there 
would })2 serious financial objections. 


INDIA—USE OF GOVERNMENT 

CHURCHES FOR MILITARY SERVICES. 

Mr. CARVELL WILLIAMS (Notting- 
hamshire, Mansfield): I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for India whether the 
consecration of churches in India renders 
illegal the performance therein of services 
other than those of the Church of Eng- 
land; and, if not, will Government 
churches be used as heretofore under the 


‘control of the military authorities for 


charged may tend to discourage Volun- , 


teer battalions in their efforts to attain 
increased efficiency by the provision of 
proper drill halls and storage for equip- 
ment, he will take steps for a reduction 
in the rate of interest. 


services for Her Majesty’s troops. 


THe SECRETARY or STATE ror 
INDIA (Lord G. Hamitton, Middle- 
sex, Ealing): The hen. Member will 
find full information on the — subject 
of his question in the papers which 
[ have to-day laid on the Table. 
The consecration by the Church of 
ingland of churches in India does not 
prevent other denominations from using 
them, provided they do so with the 
assent of the ecclesiastical authority to 
whom these buildings have been trans- 
ferred. This principle equally applies to 
all other churches which have been 
handed over to other denominations 
for their special use. There has 
been no departure under the new 
rules from past practice, except that 
the authorities of the Church of England 
are prepared to assent to a more liberal 
use by other denominations of the 
churches appertaining to them than was 
previously the case. 


FOR REGISTRA- 
BANKS AND 


WEST INDIES—FEE 
TION OF INDUSTRIAL 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
EK.) : I beg to ask the Secretary of State 
for the Colonies whether he has con- 
sidered the desirability of encouraging 
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the formation of friendly society banks 
and industrial and provident supply asso- 


ciations in Barbados and other British | 


West Indian islands; whether the 
fee of one guinea for registration, im- 
P ; Peal 

posed in the various Colonial Acts, has 
been found a deterrent in the poorer dis- 
tricts of these islands; and whether he 
will make further representations to the 
several legislatures. 


THE SECRETARY or STATE ror 
THE COLONIES (Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Birmingham, W.): My attention has 
been called to the desirability of en- 
couraging the formation of such societies 
in the West Indies, and in June last I 
addressed a despatch to the Governors of 
the several colonies calling their atten- 
tion to the high fees charged in some of 
them in connection with the registration 
of these associations. In some cases the 
fees have since been reduced ; in others it 
is stated that the existing fees are not 
deterrent. 


SIERRA LEONE—CRIMINAL JURIS.- 
DICTION AND APPEALS. 
Mr. HEDDERWICK (Wick Burghs) : 
I beg to ask the Secretary of State for 
the Colonies whether district commis- 
sioners in the Protectorate of Sierra 
Leone have jurisdiction in capital cases, 
and whether there is any right of appeal 
from the judgment ‘of a district commis- 
sioner in the Protectorate to the Supreme 
Court of Sierra Leone ; whether a defen- 
dant charged with a criminal offence and 
tried before a district commissioner can 
avail himself of the services of counsel or 
solicitor ; whether officers of the Frontier 
Police in the Protectorate of Sierra 
Leone may be appointed district commis- 
sioners exercising judicial funetions ; and 
whether any, and, if so, what test of legal 
knowledge is imposed before the appoint- 
ment of a district commissioner. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: (1) The 
court of a district commissioner sitting 
with native chiefs has jurisdiction to hear 
and determine capital cases. There is 
no right of appeal from this court to the 
Supreme Court, but no sentence of death 
can be carried into effect except upon the 
warrant of the Governor. A district 


commissioner sitting alone can only take 
evidence in a capital case and commit the 
accused to the Supreme Court for trial. | 
(2) In a district commissioner’s court | 
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'there is no prohibition of the employ- 
ment of counsel or solicitors ; but in the 
court of a district commissioner sitting 
with native chiefs counsel or solicitors are 
not allowed to appear in any case other 
‘than one involving the punishment of 
death, except by leave of the district com- 
missioner. (3 and 4) The answer to 
the third question is yes, and to the 
fourth question, no. 


AUSTRALIAN FEDERATION — WEs- 
TERN AUSTRALIA—PROPOSED DIVI- 
SION OF THE COLONY. 

Mr. HOGAN (Tipperary, Mid): I beg 
to ask the Secretary of State for the 

Colonies whether, in view of the import- 

ance of the document arriving before the 

discussion on the Federal Enabling Bill is 
taken, he can do anything to accelerate 
the transmission of the petition to the 

Queen, which is now in the hands of 

Western Australian Ministers, praying 

‘for the admission of the Goldfields Dis- 

tricts of Western Australia to the new 

commonwealth as a distinct and separate 

State. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : [ have no 
reason to suppose that there will be any 
undue delay in forwarding the petition, 
and I have no power to accelerate its 
transmission. 


AUSTRALIAN MAILS —CALLING 
PORTS. 

Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the Secre- 
tary to the Treasury, as representing the 
Postmaster General, whether he can state 
the actual loss of time that would result 
from the substitution of Fremantle for 
Albany as the Western Australian calling 
port for mail steamers, and whether there 
is any prospect of the eastern colonies 
waiving their objections to the proposed 


_ change. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN : The extra 
steaming time involved in the substitu- 
tion would be about seven hours, and a 
further margin of five hours would be 
required for contingent delays arising 
from the greater exposure of Fremantle 
Harbour. The matter is still under 
discussion. 


PACIFIC CABLE COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HOGAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary of State for the Colonies 
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whether he is in a position to report any 
progress in connection with the proceed- 
ings of the Pacific Cable Committee, and 
whether the difficulties that arose from 
certain concessions to a competing scheme 
by some of the Australian Governments 
have been satisfactorily adjusted. 


Mr. J. CHAMBERLAIN: I under- 
stand that the Pacitic Cable Committee 
has made considerable progress, and is 
now considering the terms of a Report on 
The Report 
will deal with the question of the offer 
made by the cable companies to the 
Australian Governments. 


UGANDA RAILWAY. 
Mr. LABOUCHERE (Northampton) : 
I beg to ask the Under Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs what number of miles 
of the Uganda Railway were completed 
on 3lst March, 1899; what amount of 
miles remained to be completed at that 
date; what number of miles have been 
completed since that date; and what 
amount of the sums voted for making 
this railway remains in hand at present ; 
and whether, in estimating this amount, 

all unpaid liabilities are included. 


THE UNDER SECRETARY — oF 
STATE ror FOREIGN AFFAIRS (Mr. 
BRODRICK, Surrey, Guildford): On 31st 
March, 1899, 279 miles of the Uganda 
Railway had been completed, leaving 
303 miles to finish the railway. Since 
that date 85 miles have been completed 
and the remaining 220 miles are under 
construction. All the locomotive and 
constructional plant, and nearly — the 
whole of the permanent way materials 
necessary to complete the railway have 
been obtained, and it is estimated that 
the £3,000,000 originally voted by 
Parliament has now been spent. A_ Bill 
to make further provision to complete 
the work will be introduced at once, and 
a Memorandum explanatory of the excess 
and of the causes which have led to it 
will be attached to it. 


THEATRICAL CENSORSHIP. 

Mr. SAMUEL SMITH (Flintshire): I 
beg to ask the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department whether he is aware 
that in some theatres the production of 
plays of a depraving character is on the 
increase, which the licensing powers of the 
Lord Chamberlain seem inadequate to 
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check; whether his attention has been 
called to a speeelr recently delivered by 
the Lord Chancellor, in which he criticised 
adversely the character of « number of 
plays now played, expressed doubts as to 
the advantage of the present system of 
censorship, and questioned its efficacy ; 
and whether, in view of the improvement 
in the conduct of the London music halls 
since they were placed under the control 
of the County Council, he will consider 
the desirability of extending the control 
of the Council to the theatres. 


Mr. T. B. CURRAN (Sligo, S%.): 
Before the question is answered, may I 
ask whether the objection on the one 
hand and the approval on the other is the 
result of the hon. Member’s own in- 
vestigation ? 


Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order ! 


is not a proper question. 


*THE SECRETARY or STATE For 
THE HOME DEPARTMENT (Sir M. 
Wuitrt Ripiey, Lancashire, Blackpool) : 
I have no information or any reason to 
believe that things are as stated in the 
first paragraph. The Lord Chamberlain 
has full power in the matter of licensing 
stage plays, and is prepared to justify his 
exercise of those powers. I have not 
been able to find any such remarks as are 
attributed to the Lord Chancellor in the 
second paragraph in the question ; and in 
reply to the third paragraph I can only 
say that, as at presett advised, I adhere to 
the view which I expressed in answer to 
a similar question of the hon. Member on 
April 20th last.* 


That 


HOUSES OF PARLIAMENT.—DECORA- 
TION OF CENTRAL LOBBY. 
Lord BALCARRES — (Lancashire, 
Chorley): I beg to ask the First Com- 
missioner of Works whether it is pro- 
posed to continue the decoration of the 
Central Lobby ; and, if sv, what designs 
have been submitted for that purpose. 


Tue FIRST COMMISSIONER or 
WORKS (Mr. Akers DovuG.as, Kent, 
St. Augustine’s): I regret that [ have not 
seen my way to ask for funds for pro- 
ceeding with the decoration of the 
Central Lobby this year, and conse- 
quently I have not obtained designs for 
the remaining panels. 





* See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixx., page 50. 
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Dr. FARQUHARSON : May I ask 
the right hon. Gentleman whether, in view 
of the great expense involved, he will 
consider the possibility of employing 
some cheaper material, like canvas ; and 
whether he will give facilities to private 
enterprise to fill up the space in a cheap 
and efficient manner ? 


Mr. AKERS DOUGLAS: No. In 
this case I think the old saying applies, 
that it is a pity to “spoil the ship for a 
ha’porth of tar.” 


LONDON COUNTY COUNCIL—CASE OF 
MR. BALIAN. 

Mr. FLOWER (Bradford, W.): I beg 
to ask Mr. Attorney General whether 
his attention has been called to the resig- 
nation by Mr. C. Balian of his seat on 
the London County Council for St. 
George’s in the East, and whether a 
warrant has been issued for his arrest, 
and if it is obligatory upon a county 
council to accept the resignation of a 
member under such circumstances. 


THe ATTORNEY GENERAL (Sir 
RicHARD WEBSTER, Isle of Wight) : It is 
not obligatory upon a county council to 
accept the resignation on the ground 
that a warrant has been issued. A 
warrant to arrest is not equivalent to a 
conviction. 


Mr. FLOWER was understood to ask 
further if it was in the power of the 
County Council to make inquiry as to 
the bona fides of the tender of resignation. 


Sik RICHARD WEBSTER: I must 
ask for notice of that question. 


FOOT AND MOUTH DISEASE—ARGEN- 
TINE IMPORTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture whether he can give the number 
of animals suffering from foot and mouth 
disease that came from Argentina, that 
were recently seized and slaughtered at 
Deptford ; and whether that meat was 
allowed to be distributed for sale, or 
destroyed as unfit for human food. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby) : One hundred and fifty-four 
head of cattle were certified to be affected 
with foot and mouth disease out of the 244 
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| brought to Deptford from Buenos Ayres 


by the “Ethelhilda.” The examination 
of carcases from the point of view of 
their fitness for human food does not rest 
with my Department, but I understand 
that the meat of animals affected with 
foot and mouth disease is not as a conse- 
quence rendered unfit for human con- 
sumption, and that in the case in question 
none of the carcases were condemned by 
the sanitary authorities. 


SCOTTISH POLICE—ALLEGED NEGLI 
GENCE—CASE OF LAWRENCE HEN- 
DERSON. 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON (Glasgow, 
Bridgeton): I beg to ask the Lord 
Advocate, with regard to the case of the 
absconding bankrupt, Lawrence Hender- 
son, of Leith, whether a reward of £50 
was offered for information as to his 
whereabouts, and whether this reward 
was offered or advertised by the police or 
public authorities; whether Mr. James 
Law, of Edinburgh, having discovered 
that a passenger who had travelled with 
him from America under the name of 
Hume was in fact Lawrence Henderson, 
called at the head office of the Criminal 
Department in Edinburgh late on 27th 
February and gave. information that 
Henderson had gone to Glasgow, and 
was requested to call back on the follow- 
ing day ; whether on doing so Mr. Law 
was informed that Henderson was ex- 
pected to give himself up that day, that 
the charge had been withdrawn, and that 
the reward was void ; and whether any 
public intimation had been given of the 
withdrawal of the award; and, if not, 
whether Mr. Law, having put himself to 
the trouble of giving the information for 
which the reward was offered, will be 
paid it 


THE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): A reward 
of £50 was offered by the Procurator 
Fiscal “‘for such information as shall re- 
sult in the arrest of Lawrence Henderson.” 
Mr. Law called at the police oftice, Edin- 
burgh, about 10.30 p.m. on the 28th— 
not 27th—February, and made the com- 
munication referred to. Mr. Law called 
again on the following day, when he was 
informed that the execution of the 
warrant had meantime been suspended 
owing to Henderson having undertaken 
to surrender. Mr Law spoke of the re- 


ward, but was toid that the police could 
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not express any opinion as to it. No 
public intimation was given of the with- 
drawal of the reward, and none was 
required. The offer was 
suspended until it was seen whether 
Henderson surrendered voluntarily in 
terms of the undertaking given by him. 
As the information supplied by Mr. Law 
did not result, and has not resulted, in 
Henderson’s arrest, he has no claim to the 
reward. 


POST OFFICE RETIREMENT RULES. 


Mr. STEADMAN (Tower Hamlets, 
Stepney): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether the repeated 
assurances of the Postmaster General, 
most recently embodied in the reply to a 
memorial from a deputation appointed by 
the Fawcett Association to wait on him, 
dated 16th February, 1900, that no officer 
will be called on to retire before the age 
of sixty years who is capable of efficiently 
performing the ordinary duties of his 
class, is to be regarded as an assurance 


that the performances of early morning | 


duties, which are admittedly excep- 
tional, and have been condemned by the 
official medical officers in the evidence 
tendered to the Tweedmouth Committee, 
will not be enforced as a test of an 
officer’s fitness for the postal service. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): The assurance was, that no 
officer would be retired before sixty who 
is capable of efficiently performing the 
ordinary duties of his class. In some 
cases those ordinary duties must involve 
early morning attendance, and it would 
be impossible to retain officers who are 
permanently incapable of performing that 
particular duty. 


POST OFFICE—HEALTH STATISTICS— 
PHTHISIS. 

Sm WALTER FOSTER (Derbyshire, 
Ilkeston): I beg to ask the Secretary to 
the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, whether his attention has 
been called to the omission from the 
Forty-eighth Report of the Post Office of 
the tables referring to “ Deaths from 
Phthisis” and ‘Superannuation from 
Phthisis”; whether he can state the 
reason for the omission of this informa- 
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| tion; and whether he will direct that 
| they be inserted in the next Report. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BuRY): Tables referring to deaths and 
superannuation from phthisis among the 
| Post Office staff were omitted from the 
‘last Report in order to increase the 
space available for particulars of more 
'general interest, and because there 
‘seemed to be no sufficient reason for 
bringing phthisis into special prominence, 
/The number of deaths and superannua- 
tions during the year from this disease, as 
well as from others, was given in Appen- 


Questions. 


| dix F to the Report, and the Postmaster 
General is disposed to think that the in- 


formation there given is sufficient. 


AMERICAN MAIL SERVICE— WHITE 
STAR LINE. 

Mr. LONSDALE (Armagh, Mid): [ 
beg to ask the Secretary to the Treasury, 
as representing the Postmaster General, 
what are the terms of the arrangement 
under which the mails to America via 
(Jueenstown are conveyed by the Wednes- 
day ‘ White Star” express service from 
Euston ; will he state the length of time 
during which this arrangement is to con- 
tinue in force ; what is the cost of such 
service, and is the same provided for in 
the Postal Estimates, and under what 
head ; and whether such arrangement is 
in addition to, or in substitution for, con- 
tracts under which such mails were pre- 
viously carried, or have the same been in 
any way varied in consequence of such 
arrangement. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han-~ 
BURY): The mails for America leaving 
London on Wednesday for conveyance 
from Queenstown by packets of the White 
Star Line are despatched from Euston in 
the afternoon. They are carried by the 
4.15 p.m. passenger train to Chester, and 
.from Chester they are conveyed by 
special train to Holyhead, and by special 
steamer to North Wall. No period has 
been fixed for the continuance of this 
arrangement. The payment for the 
service has not yet been settled, and it 
does not, therefore, appear in the Post 
Office Estimates. The contract for the 
mail service between London and Dublin 
remains unaltered, but the special service 
from Chester to North Wall has to be 
provided for by means of a new agree- 
ment with the London and North 
| Western Railway Company. 
| 
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POST OFFICE—RISK ALLOWANCES. 

Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR (Essex, Rom- 
ford): I beg to ask the Secretary to the 
Treasury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether an answer can now be 
given to a petition with reference to risk 
allowances which was sent to the Post- 
master General in November, 1899, by the 
local secretary of the Postal Telegraph 
Clerks’ Association on behalf of the local 
members. 

Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): A reply will be given very 
shortly. 


(Juestions. 


POST OFFICE —TELEGRAPHISTS’ 
INCREMENTS. 
Mr. LOUIS SINCLAIR: I beg to 


ask the Secretary to the Treasury, as 
representing the Postmaster General, 
whether, seeing thata number of London 
telegraphists acquired certificates during 
the Science and Art Examinations of May, 
1899, which entitled them to a double 


increment, he will explain why some of | 


the clerks in the London district offices 
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have not received the money, notwith- | 


and 


standing repeated applications, : 
Wi 


whether the Postmaster General 
investigate the cause of the delay. 


Mr. 
BpURY): The increments have been allowed 
and take effect from the date of the certi- 
ficate of qualification in each case. The 
delay arose from the correspondence 
which was necessarily involved with the 
various institutes concerned. 


POST OFFICE—WEST CENTRAL DIS- 
TRICT OFFICE MEN’S GRIEVANCES. 

Mr. STEADMAN: I beg to ask the 
Secretary to the Treasury, as representing 
the Postmaster General, if he will con- 
sider the case of a number of auxiliary 
postmen in the West Central District 
Office who, after taking on fresh duties 
this year on a signed agreement that they 
should be entitled to all the privileges 
granted by Lord Tweedmouth’s Com- 
mittee to auxiliary postmen working five 
hours and upwards daily, have now had 
the agreement revoked on the ground 
that they are not entitled to the benefits, 
as they were not working five hours daily 
previous to Ist April, 1897. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Hav. 


nury): These auxiliaries were paid at 


ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. HAn- | 
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special rates, with the condition that they 
had no claim to the privileges of annual 
or sick leave, boot allowances, pension, 
or gratuity, and that their services might 
be dispensed with at any moment. Un- 
fortunately the auxiliaries referred to in 
the question were given a wrong form to 
sign in the first instance ; but the error 
was corrected as soon as it was discovered 
and before it could have taken effect. 


Questions. 


LIVERPOOL POSTAL STAFF. 

Mr. STEADMAN: On behalf of the 
hon. Member for the Walthamstow Divi- 
sion of Essex, I beg to ask the Secretary 
to the Treasury, as representing the Post- 
master General, how many persons are 
employed temporarily at Liverpool on the 
work of sorting clerks and telegraphists ; 
whether some of these persons are sup- 
plied by the Liverpool Clerks’ Association 
at £1 per week, also what is_ their 
maximum service ; and whether the time 
has arrived when a permanent addition 
to the staff should be made. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): Nineteen men and six women are 
employed temporarily at Liverpool as 
sorting clerks and telegraphists. Six of 
the men were obtained through the 
Liverpool Clerks’ Association at £1 a 
week. The service of these persons 
ranges from three months to two years 
and ten months. Opportunity is afforded 
to them to compete at each examination 
for established appointments, but the 
majority do not avail themselves of it. 
As was stated in the House on the 27th 
ultimo,* a revision of the Liverpool staff is 
under consideration in connection with 
the removal to the new post office. 


CLONES POST OFFICE. 

Mr. MACALEESE (Monaghan, N.): 
I beg to ask the Secretary to the Trea- 
sury, as representing the Postmaster 
General, whether premises in Clones, 
which were under the consideration of 
the Department as suitable for the erec- 
tion of the long-talked-of new post office 
in that town, have passed to another 
tenant, and are now undergoing altera- 
tions for carrying on business: and 
whether the Clones Urban Council have 
recently sent him a communication com- 
plaining of the inconvenience of the pre- 


* See page 443 of this volume. 
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sent postal accommodation ; and what | 
steps do the Department now intend to | 
take in this matter. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr. Han- 
BURY): The premises referred to have 
been let to a tenant who is about to adapt 
them for his private business. A com- 
munication on the subject of the postal 
accommodation was received from the. 
urban council in September last, and the 
matter has been pressed forward as much 
as possible. The Department will now 
proceed to consider other sites which are 
still on offer. 


(Questions. 


IRISH MONITORS AND CLVIL SERVICE 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask the Secretary to the Treasury whether 
the attention of the Treasury authorities 
has been directed to the unequal position 
of persons who have served as monitors 
in Irish national schools in competing for 
Civil Service appointments as compared 
with members of the Royal Irish Con- 
stabulary under like conditions ; and 
whether he will intimate to the Civil 
Service Commissioners the advisability of 
extending to monitors the same facilities 
as regards age allowances as are at present 
extended to members of the Royal Irish 
Constabulary when competing for Civil 
Service appointments. 


Mr. ANSTRUTHER (for Mr Han- 
BURY): Irish monitors do not enjoy the 
special privileges in competing for Civil 
Service appointments which have been 


conferred on members of the Royal 
Irish Constabulary. My right hon. 
friend is not prepared to admit 
that the cases are similar; and it is 


evidently undesirable that persons who | 
have been trained at public expense for 
the position of teacher should be given 
special encouragement to quit that profes- 
sion for the Civil Service. 


MINISTRY OF TRADE FOR IRELAND. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask Me. Attorney General for Ireland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he | 
has seen the resolution of the Dublin 
Trades Council regretting that the Act 
establishing the Board of Agriculture and 
Industries in Ireland contains no provision 
for giving the same encouragement and 
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representation to the interests of trade as 
it gives to agriculture, and urging the 
Government to amend the Act so as to 
provide for the appointment of a Minister 
of Trade for Ireland; and whether the 


xyovernment will favourably consider 
the suggestion of the Dublin Trades 
Council. 

THe ATTORNEY GENERAL For 


IRELAND (Mr. ATKINSON, Londonderry, 
N.): My attention has been called to the 
resolution referred to. The matter was 
fully discussed in Committee on the Bill,* 
and it seems rather premature to suggest 
an amendment of an Act that is only 
eight days in operation. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: Except on 
the principle that a stitch in time saves 
nine, 


KILKENNY UNION—LABOURERS’ 
COTTAGES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
can explain the cause of the delay on the 
part of the Kilkenny Union Board in pro- 
viding a cottage for a labourer named 
James Lanigan, whose application was 
lodged in November, 1898, and was sane- 
tioned by the Board and a site selected in 
July, 1899 ; and whether he will see that 
the building of this cottage is proceeded 
with at once. 


Mr. ATKINSON: A Provisional 
Order sanctioning the erection of a 


number of cottages in the Kilkenny 
rural district is in course of preparation. 
Amongst the applicants for these cot- 
tages an individual named James 
Lanigan, but it will rest with the rural 
district council to decide whether or not 
they will let one of the cottages to this 
man when built. The reply to the 
second paragraph is in the negative. 


is 


Mr. PATRICK O’BRIEN But, 
having decided on building the cottage, 
and selected the site, have the board any 
option but to proceed with it ! : 





* For discussion on the Agriculture and 
Technical [nstruction (Ireland) Bill (1899) on 
consideration as amended by the Standing 


| Committee, see The Parliamentary Debates 


[Fourth Series], Vol. Ixxv., page 96; refer also 
to the consideration of Lords Amendments, 


| Vol. Ixxvi., page 40. 
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Mr. ATKINSON : If they have got | 
the Order they must proceed. 


Questions. 


MEATH COUNTY COUNCIL 
SECRETARYSHIP. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to’ 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland, as 
representing the Chief Secretary to the 
Lord Lieutenant of Ireland, whether he 
can explain the delay of the Meath 
County Council in appointing a secre- 
tary ; and whether he will see that a 
secretary is appointed at once. 


Mr. ATKINSON: The Local Govern- 
ment Board have observed with regret 
the delay that has been allowed by the 
Meath County Council to take place in 
appointing a secretary, and the Board 
have remonstrated with the council on 
the subject. 


Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: And what 
was the explanation given ? 


Mr. ATKINSON : I cannot say. 


IRISH NATIONAL TEACHERS’ 
SALARIES. 

Mr. PATRICK O'BRIEN: I beg to 
ask Mr. Attorney General for Ireland 
whether he will see that the orders for 
payment of National teachers’ salaries are 
sent out in time to be paid to the 
teachers before Easter Sunday, Easter 
Monday, the ordinary date for payment, 
being a holiday. 


Mr. ATKINSON: This is altogether | 
a matter for the consideration of the 
Commissioners of National Education, 
who inform me that it will not’ be 
practicable to remit teachers’ salaries 
until the 17th instant. 


THE FRENCH GOVERNMENT AND 
THE LATE SIR D. STEWART. 

Mr. BUCHANAN (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): I beg to ask the First Lord of the 
Treasury whether Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have thanked the French Govern- 
ment for the respect paid by the mili- 
tary authorities of Algiers to the memory 
of Field Marshal Sir Donald Stewart in 
according to him all the honours paid to | 
a marshal of France ; whether the French 
Government offered to send the body to | 
this country in a French man-of-war ; 
and, if so, why this offer of international 
courtesy was declined; whether one of | 
Her Majesty’s ships has been commis- | 


\ 
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sioned to bring home the body from 


Gibraltar, and what steps are being taken 


to accord to that distinguished officer like 
funeral honours in his own country as have 
been so generously rendered to him by 
the French nation. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes, Sir. The 
cordial thanks of Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment have already been conveyed to the 
French Government for the honour so 
generously paid to the remains of the 
late Field Marshal Sir D. Stewart. I am 
not aware that any offer was made for 
the conveyance of the remains to this 
country in a ship of the French Navy. 
The remains were in fact removed from 
Algiers to Gibraltar in the “Juno,” a 
first-class cruiser, and are now being con- 
veyed to this country in the “ Rameses.” 
I am informed that on the receipt of the 
news of the Field Marshal’s death steps 
were taken to accord a military funeral 
befitting his rank, after ascertaining the 


_wishes of his family as to the place of 


interment. The funeral service takes 
place in the chapel of Chelsea Hospital, 
of which he was governor, and will 
follow generally on the lines which have 
been observed at the ceremony of the 
funerals of his predecessors. 


Mr. COURTNEY (Cornwall, Bodmin) : 
On what day will the funeral of Sir 
Donald Stewart take place? The news- 
papers announce Thursday. I am told 
that the day will be Saturday. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Iam sorry [ 
have not the information my right hon. 
friend desires. I can no doubt find out 
and convey the news to him, but it has 
not been furnished to me. 


METROPOLITAN BOROUGHS. 


Mr. CAUSTON (Southwark, W.): I 
wish to ask the Secretary of the Local 
Government Board a question of which I 
have given him private notice—namely, 
whether it is proposed to substitute the 
words “town clerk of the borough” for 
the words “clerk of the county council” 
wherever the latter words appears in all 
the draft Orders in Council constituting 
metropolitan boroughs. 

*THE SECRETARY to THE LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT BOARD (Mr. T. W. 
RussELL, Tyrone, 8.) : The hon. Member 
could not have been present when the 
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discussion took place the other night on 
this point.* It is not possible to enter- 


Agricultural 


It is proposed, however, if possible, to add 
the name of town clerk to that of clerk 
of county councils, and the addition will 
apply to all the Draft Orders. 


BUSINESS OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. ASQUITH (Fife, E.): Will the 
Leader of the House now tell us, as I 
think he promised, what business he pro- 
poses to take on the Monday following 
the Easter recess ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Yes; I did 
give that promise. The first Order will 
be the financial resolution required to 
introduce a Bill for compieting the 
Uganda railway. Tse money already 
voted by the House has been insufficient 
for the purpose, and more will have to be 
asked for, and the proposal will be intro- 
duced in the form of a financial resolu- 
tion. The second Order will be the 
Surials Bill, thenthe Sea Fisheries Bill, 
the Money-lending Bill, and the Lunacy 
Bill. It will be seen that I have endea- 
voured to put down uncontroversial Bills, 


on the Second Reading or some subsequent 
stage of the Bill. 


Mr. STEADMAN: Will the Post 
Ottice Vote be taken on the 27th of the 
present month ? 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: 
hope so. 

Mr. FLOWER: When will the Educa- 
tion debate be taken ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I cannot say, 
but a minute embodying the new pro- 


Yes, Sir; I 


on the Table to-day. 
Mr. JOHN REDMOND (Waterford) : 


Can the right hon. Gentleman say any- 


remainder of the week ? 


cannot. Of course, the Government have 
no right over the Tuesday and Wednes- 


the Thursday. If hon. Members for 
Ireland have any special views as to the 





* See page 1377 of this Volume. 
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tain the idea of substitution in the scheme. | 


and any discussion on the Uganda railway | 
[ would suggest may conveniently be taken | 


posals has either been laid or will be laid 


thing about the business during the | 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: I am afraid I | 


day, and it is rather early to speak as to | 
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' business I shall be very glad to have them 
| communicated to me. 


Mr. JOHN REDMOND: I think it 
would be very inconvenient to Irish 
Members to have any contentious Irish 
business taken during that week. 


Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: Then I will not 
take any. 


Mr. CHANNING: Has any decision 
been come to as to the date for taking 
the Housing of the Working Classes 


Bill ? 
Mr. A. J. BALFOUR: No, Sir. 





SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE (EXEMP- 
TLON FROM THE STANDING ORDER). 

Ordered, That the proceedings on the 

_ Agricultural Holdings Bill, if under dis- 
cussion at ‘Twelve o'clock this night, be 
not interrupted under the Standing 
Order, Sittings of the House.—(Jr. 

Balfour.) 


NEW BILL. 
POOR REMOVAL. 

Bill to amend the Law relating to the 
removal of Paupers from England to Ire- 
land, ordered to be brought in by Mr. 
T. W. Russell, Mr. Chaplin, and Mr. 
Attorney General for Ireland. 


POOR REMOVAL BILL. 

“To amend the Law relating to the 
removal of Paupers from England to Ire- 
land,” presented accordingly, and read 
the first time ; to be read a second time 
upon Monday, 30th April, and to be 
printed. [Bill 176.] 


AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS BILL. 


Order for Second Reading read. 


Motion made, and Question proposed, 
“That the Bill be now read a second 
time.”—(The President of the Board of 
Agriculture.) 


Mr. LAMBERT (Devonshire, South 
| Molton): I congratulate the right hon. 
| Gentleman on the fact that at last he has 
been able to introduce the Bill so long 
| promised. It has, I believe, been mentioned 


3P 
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in no fewer than five Queen’s Speeches, but | 
this is the first time it has been brought | 
in. The right hon. Gentleman on the | 
very first day of the first session of this | 
Parliament gave notice that he intended | 
to introduce it, but instead of doing so 
he seems to have been engaged ever since | 
in whittling it down until it has become | 
a very small measure indeed. I do not | 
wonder he has heen very reticent in | 
addressing the House on the merits of 
the measure. From the time taken to 
prepare it we were justified in expecting 
amore complete Bill. But while I con- | 
gratulate the right hon. Gentleman on 
introducing it, | cannot congratulate him | 
with the same heartiness on the provisions | 
which it contains. It seems to me that 
the measure gives very little power to 
the tenant farmer in claiming compensa- 
tion for improvements at the determina- 
tion ofa tenancy. I wish very much that it 
had been otherwise, and that full and fair 
compensation had been provided for all 
tenants who at the determination of their 
tenancy have to quit their hoidings. It 
certainly provides that a tenant may ciaim 
compensation for improvements under the 
custom of the country instead of under 
the existing Act, and it also allows him to 
claim for home-grown corn, but those two 
points seem to be absolutely inadequate 
to satisfy the legitimate demands of the 


Agricultural 


agriculturists in this matter. I notice 
my hon. friends from Scotland are 


aggrieved because a separate Bill is not 
brought in for that country. I can only 
express my belief that if the clauses of 
this measure were applied to any part of 
the United Kingdom or any of its colonies 
it would not effect very much of a revolu- 


tion. 1 had hoped to see a measure of 
simplification, but although the Bill 
does simplify matters to a certain 
extent, [ cannot but think that in 
some ways it adds complication to 


the already complicated provisions of 


the Agricultural Holdings Act. I will 
just take one point. This Act is to 


be read in with other Acts, and the ordi- 
nary tenant farmer when he takes up! 
this Bill will have to read it in con- 
junction with the Agricultural Holdings 
Act of 1883, the Tenants’ Compensation 
Act of 1890, and the Market Gardeners’ 
Compensation Act, 1895. I think it is | 
a pity the right hon. Gentleman has not | 
taken some pains to simplify the law in | 
this respect. The tenant farmer ought | 


to have a single Act within the four | 


Mr. 


Lambert. 
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corners of which he can tell exactly what 
is contained. Under the present circum- 
stances he will need to be an accomplished 
lawyer to know what compensation he 
can get under the complicated laws that 
have gathered about this subject. It has 
been said it would be bad tactics on the 
part of the Government to introduce a 
consolidating measure. Is it not pitiable 
that a Government should study tactics 
in attempting to do justice to the 
agricultural interest? If there 
one thing more importent than another 
to the agriculture of this country it 
is the question of fruit growing. 
Suppose a farmer plants fruit trees, how 
can he get compensation under this Bill ! 
If he plants them over an acre he must 
get the consent of the landlord before he 
ean claim compensation. If he plants 
under an acre he will have to give notice 
of his intention to the landlord to plant 
the trees, but if his holding is treated as 
a market garden he can dispense with 
both formalities, and may plant the 
whole of it without the consent of the 
landlord, and without giving notice. For 
my own part, I regard an Agricultural 
Holdings Bill as a Bill which ought to 
encourage the application of skill and 
capital to the land. I have been unable 
to discover any such encouragement in 
this Bill. We know very well that the 
old system of agriculture must come to an 


is 


‘end and farmers must pay attention to 


the supply of such things as dairy pro- 
duce, cattle raising, and poultry breeding, 
things which used to be neglected 
in the days of high prices for wheat. 
Will this Bill give any encouragement to 
a farmer to lay out money on the land? 
If he wants to adapt his buildings to 
dairy purposes, or put up a_ poultry 
shed, in all these matters he has to go 
through the formality of getting the con- 
sent of the landlord. That, as everybody 
knows, is extremely dificult to obtain. 
Under this Bill the farmer will not be 
able even to improve a road or a water- 
course-——that is, with a secure prospect 
of compensation -unless he obtains the 
consent of the landlord. He is hampered 
and restricted in every way by the pro- 
visions of this measure. Then there is 
also the question of permanent pasture. 
I have never been able to understand why 
the tenant farmer should require the con- 
sent of his landlord in order to be entitled 
to compensation for it at the end of his 
tenure. I see absolutely no reason what- 
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ever for it. If a tenant farmer lays down 
permanent pasture, and that increases the 
value of the holding to an incoming 
tenant, he ought not to be required to 
have obtained the assent of his landlord 
in order to claim compensation. 
her, laying down permanent pasture 
does not impoverish the land; it tends, 


on the contrary, to gather up 
fertility in the land. The Central 
Chamber of Agriculture goes one better 


than the right hon. Gentleman in this 
Bill, for it recommends that only notice 
to the landlord should be required to 
enable the tenant to claim compensation 
for permanent pasture. Then there is 
the question of seeds and two years pas- 
tures. We know that of late years a 
different system has been adopted. I 
have an instance in my own mind where 
a farmer has gone on laying down land 
to seed, and got very good pasture 
indeed. When he leaves he ploughs it 
up, and the House will see what a dis- 
advantage the incoming tenant is placed 
under. It seems to me it is a rather 
short-sighted policy which is embodied in 
this Bill) A tenant is only to get so 
much compensation as fairly represents 
the value of the improvement to the in- 
coming tenant, and if he lays out his 
money injudiciously he will not be re- 
couped for it. Surely, if he lays it out 
judiciously, he ought to get a good 
return for it. Under this Bill, too, the 
tenant would lose the money he had ex- 
pended on an improvement which might 
be of no value at the moment of his quit- 
ting his holding, and he would be de- 
prived of the compensation which is 
rightly his due. Then there is the possi- 
bility of raising the rent on a tenant’s 
own improvements. I know hon. Gentle- 
men say that no good landlord would 
take advantage of a tenant in that way, 
but there are landlords and landlords. It 
is not for the good landlords that we want 
legislation, it is for the landlords who 


bear hardly on the poorer tenants 
in remote parishes. The _ present 
law, as has been pointed out, puts 


an absolute premium on bad farming. — If 
aman farms badly he will not get his 


rent raised on his improvements, and he | 


will net be so likely to get notice to quit, 
because a farm in an impoverished con- 
dition is not likely to let readily. The 
good farmer is penalised and the bad 
farmer encouraged, and I think the House 
of Commons should do all 
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Remem- | 


it can to! 
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reverse that. Surely it is not unreason- 
able to ask that if a landlord unreason- 
ably disturbs a tenant, the tenant shall 
have compensation. Just bear in mind, 
the advantage is all on the side of the 
landlord in the case of a change. If the 
farm buildings are in good repair it costs 
him little or nothing, but the tenant has 
to leave old associations and to go into a 
new neighbourhood, and all this costs 
money. If a tenant has adapted his farm 
to the wants of a district and worked up 
a business connection he should be com- 
pensated for unreasonable disturbance. 
My view is that an endeavour should be 
made to encourage the system of nine- 
teen year leases which formerly prevailed 
in Scotland and the north of England, 
and under which there was such an 
enormous amount of accumulated fer- 
tility in the land as to enable the farmer 
to go through the first stress of agricul- 
tural depression without such a severe 
loss as was sustained in the Eastern 
Counties, where the system did not pre- 
vail. I hope that some clause will be 
considered which will encourage the 
tenant farmer to lay out his money, and 
to ensure that he shall not be unreason- 
ably disturbed after having done so. 
Then with regard to freedom of cultiva- 
tion, it seems to me absurd that a tenant 


should not be able to farm to the 
best advantage without being ham- 
pered by the restrictions which are 


now found in leases—provided that he 
does not reduce the fertility of the land. 
It may be asked why tenant farmers sign 
such agreements. I cannot explain, but 
it does seem to me absolutely ridiculous 
that he should not be able to cultivate 
his land to the best advantage, providing 
he does not reduce its fer tility, and no 
man would more strongly support a clause 
to prevent deterioration of the soil than 
I would. The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite has, I believe, claimed a con- 
siderable amount of credit for having 
provided for one arbitrator in the settle. 
ment of disputes. I agree with him that 
that is a principle which should be carried 
out. I would go even further than he 
does. The right hon. Gentleman’s pro- 
posal i is that there shall be one arbitrator 
unless the parties otherwise agree. Now, 
I hold with the Central Chamber of 
Agriculture that if an arbitrator is 
appointed by the Board of Agriculture, 
he should be quite competent to decide 
any dispute between landlord and tenant. 


ae 2 
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There ought, therefore, to be no necessity 
for two arbitrators and a referee, which 
means additional cost and an advantage 
on the side of the longest purse, which is 
not the side of the tenant in the majority 
of cases. This provision does not seem 
to me to differ very much _ from 
the Act of 1883. I hope that before 
the Bill is passed the right hon. 
Gentleman will insist that all differences 
shall be settled by a single arbitrator, 
and if that arbitrator is appointed by the 
Board of Trade Iam sure he will have 
the confidence of both landlord and 
tenant. Then there is the question of 
putting in claims. I hope that the land- 
lord and tenant will be placed on a foot- 
ing of perfect equality with regard to this 
matter. When a tenant claims for im- 
provements all the improvements are to 
be scheduled, but when a landlord claims 
for dilapidations no schedule is required. 
I cannot see why this difference should be 
made. Hon. Gentlemen opposite smile at 
the idea, but I fail to see where the 
merriment comes in. The Report of the 
Royal Commission, which was signed by 
the nght hon. Gentleman the President 
of the Board of Agriculture, recommended 
that the landlord's claim for dilapidations 
should be scheduled. 


*THE PRESIDENT or THE BOARD or 
AGRICULTURE (Mr. Lone, Liverpool, 
West Derby): Does the hon. Member say 
I signed a recommendation for a schedule 
limiting the rights of the landlord at 
common law ! 


Mr. LAMBERT: No, Sir; but the 
right hon. Gentleman did sign a Report 
which suggested that the dilapidations for 
which a landlord might claim should be 
scheduled. In conclusion, I hope that 
the right hon. Gentleman will atcept 
some of the Amendments which will be 
moved, and that the Bill will encourage 
rather than penalise agricultural enter- 
prise. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS (Hampshire, N.) : I 


think this measure will be a very useful 


one, and will be hailed as a measure for 


the good of the farmers, because it will 


help to simplify and cheapen the proce- | 
dure by means of which they can obtain | 
payment of their claims for compensation. | 


Under the Act of 1883 compensation was 
no doubt given, but it was very costly 
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after the tenant had claimed and the land- 
lord had counter-claimed all the money 
went on costs, and neither party got any- 


thing. This Bill proposes to abolish all 
that. It proposes to give a cheap and 


easy means by which claims can be settled. 


'An arbitrator is appointed, the tenant 


puts in his claim, and within a certain 
time the landlord puts in his claim, and 
then fair compensation is awarded. 
Under the former Act a tenant put in his 
claim, and very often the landlord simply 
put in a counter-claim, and that system 
gave rise to great discontent among 
the farmers. Under the present Bill 
both parties will have to have their 
claims in by a certain date, the matter 
will then be referred to the arbitrator, 
ard compensation will be given by a 
cheap and easy method. The hon. Gen- 
tleman said that he did not think much 
of the Bill because it did not revolu- 
tionise the land laws of the country. 


Mr. LAMBERT: [ did not say that. 
[ said that if its provisions were applied 
to, say, Australia, it would not effect any 
revolution. 


*Mr. JEFFREYS: Our landlords and 
tenants get on so well that they do not 
want any revolution. It is quite excep 
tional to find a landlord and a tenant 
going to court with reference to these 
matters. Asa general rule they get on 
very well together, and I have been much 
impressed at the way in which farmers 
have attended the meetings of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture and 
have discussed these matters in a 
fair and impartial spirit. I do not 
believe that there 1s any real hostility 
existing between landlords and_ tenants 
in this country, but naturally when 
a tenant has put money into a farm 
and has improved it, he requires compen- 
sation when he goes out. And I hope 
this Bill will be the means of giving that 
cheap and easy means of securing com- 
pensation which we all desire. With 
regard to the contention of the hon. 
Gentleman that tenants ought to have 
power to put up buildings, I think that 
would be very unwise, and that the con- 
sent of the landlords should in all cases 
be obtained. There are three schedules 
with reference to improvements. Under 
the first, the tenant has to give notice 
and obtain the consent of the land- 


and very difficult to get, and frequently | lord ; under the seeond, he has to 
Mr. Lambert. 
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give notice, but can proceed without the 
consent of the landlord ; and under the 
third, he need neither give notice nor 
obtain consent. With regard to buildings, 
I should have thought that farmers would 
have no objection to seeking the consent 
of the landlords, because, if the buildings 
are necessary, consent is always given. I 
know many estates where the rental now 
merely represents a percentage on the 
capital employed in putting up buildings. 
A good deal of the land pays no rent at 
all, the rent charged being merely interest 
on the cost of the buildings, and I was 
astonished to hear the hon. Gentleman 
advocate that farmers should be em- 
powered to put up buildings on their own 
account. The first thing a tenant does 
who wants an additional building is 
to go to the landlord, and in 
many instances the landlords, pinched 
and impoverished though they are, 
are willing to spare some money for 
the purpose of buildings. The hon. 
Gentleman alluded to fruit gardens, but 
this Bill deals more with large agricul- 
tural farms than with small fruit gardens, 
though I do not mean to say that the 
fruit industry is not an important indus- 
try incertain districts. As regards the 
Bill, it is very satisfactory as regards the 
simple and cheap method it provides with 
reference to the settlement of claims for 
compensation. That isa long step in the 
right direction. If hon. Gentlemen will 
look at the second schedule, I think 
they will admit it is excellently drawn 
up, and Tam sure many farmers will desire 
to get rid of their present agreements in 
order to come under the Bill when it is 
enacted. The hon. Gentleman said we 
ought to have one Act which would enable 
every farmer to understand clearly what 
he was doing, and that the Act of 1883 
ought to be joined with this Bill. I under- 
stand that there would be great difficulty 
in doing that at present, but no doubt in 
the course of time the two may be joined 
together so that they may be more readily 
intelligible to farmers. Then with regard 
to arbitration, the power now exercised 
by the county courts is to be transferred 
to the Board of Agriculture, and that 
also is a step in the right direction. I 
am sure we in the country do not go to 
law half as much as people in the 
towns, and I am very glad that the 
power of the county courts is to 
be transferred to the 
Agriculture, and that 


the Board 
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will appoint the arbitrator. Then 
there is another matter which I 


think farmers will be very glad of, and 
that is with regard to the consumption of 
corn on the holdings. In former days 
every sack of corn was worth a great deal 
of money. Now, however, wheat is 
worth comparatively little; a great deal 
of it is hawked about at 28s. a quarter, 
and in fact it is not worth growing. I 
think that the difference in prosperity be- 
tween the farmers of Scotland and England 
is that in Scotland they grow hardly any 
wheat. England grows 96 per cent. of 
the wheat produced in Great Britain, 
most of it being grown in the Midlands 
and south of England, and the conse- 
quence is that the farmers in these districts 
are much worse off than the farmers in 
the north of England and in Scotland, 
where hardly any wheat is grown. Wheat 
is now at such a low price in England 
that a great many farmers feed their 
stock on it, but they received no com- 
pensation for that under the old Act. 
This Bill, however, provides that where 
corn produced on the farm is given té 
the stock, the farmer is entitled to com- 
pensation, just in the same way as if he 
hought the food and gave it to the 
animals on the farm. I confess it will be 
very difficult to assess how much corn 
produced on the farm has been used on 
the farm, but I hope with the easy method 
of procedure provided in the second 
schedule this difficulty will be got over. 
With regard to pasture land, I know 
many farmers think they ought to have 
the right to lay down pasture without 
notice to the landlord, and then claim 
compensation ; but I never could under- 
stand why farmers should desire to lay 
down pasture without the consent of the 
landlords. That is quite unintelligible to 
me, because in nine cases out of ten the 
landlord provides the seeds free of cost. 
He or his agent goes over the land, and 
considers whether it is suitable for pas- 
ture, and if it is the landlord provides 
the seeds and very often the fences ; and 
in my county he also provides for the 
watering of the land. I have known 
farmers come from Devonshire to 
Hampshire and rent land, and 
endeavour to turn it into pasture. 
But it is very difficult to make good 
pasture on our chalk hills as compared 
with land in Devonshire, and these 
farmers at the end of two or three 
years found it was absolutely hopeless to 
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This matter of pasture is of 
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| surprise, I see that by Section 2 of the 


Holdings Bill. 1544 


great importance to farmers, and it ought | present Bill notice must be given three 


not to be laid ‘down without the consent 
of the landlord, because the landlord or 
his agent very probably knows most about 
the capabilities of the soil, and the difli- 
culty of providing water, and, of course, 
without water good pasture is impossible. 


Taking all these considerations into 
account, I think that before farmers 
lay down pasture they ought to 


get the consent of the landlords. 
There is another matter I do not agree 
with, and that is that there is no com- 
pensation for seeds older than two years. 
The practice is different in different 
districts, but under the four-course rota- 
tion system clover or rye grass is sown 
with oats, and the following year comes 
into crop, and after that the land is 
ploughed in preparation for wheat. In 
my part of the country we grow a great 
deal of sainfoin, which stays down for 
several years and is often in its best con- 
dition in its fourth or fifth year, but if 
no compensation is to be given after two 
years farmers cannot get any compensa- 
tion for that crop. Therefore in Com- 
mittee | propose to ask my right hon. friend 
whether he cannot provide compensation 
for seeds which are in good condition and 
where the ground is clean and in good 
heart, and | hope my right hon. friend 
will be able to accept that suggestion. 
Then again with reference to the increased 
fertility of the holding due to continuous 
good farming, how are you going to 
assess What is due as compensation, unless 
you have a careful record of every field 
made when the farmer comes in and when 
he goes out? Surveyors would have to 
go over the land periodically and record 
what was the state of cultivation, and a 
vast cost, which neither the tenant nor 
the landlord would agree to, would have 
to be incurred. If the State sent down 
surveyors and did the work for nothing, 
no doubt the farmers would be very glad. 
I cannot conceive how you could carry it 
out ; and, therefore, 1 am not surprised 
that compensation for increased fertility 
of the holding, due to continuous good 
farming, has been omitted from the Bill. 
But I think another matter might have 
been put into the Bill, and that is in regard 
to notice of claim. Under Section 7 of 


the Act of 1883, two months before the 
expiration of the lease, notice had to 
be given by the tenant to the landlord of 
a claim for compensation. 


Mr. Jeffreys. 


Well, to my 


months after the expiration of the 
tenancy. Surely that is toolate. When 
the incoming tenant has to pay the com- 
pensation, it ought to be done before 
the farmer who is going out leaves the 
farm. I intend to ask my right hon. 
friend to amend the clause so that the 
notice of claim must be given twenty- 
eight days before the expiration of the 
lease ; so that the whole thing may be 
decided before he quits the farm. In 
the same way, the landlord ought to give 
the outgoing tenant twenty-eight days 
notice before the expiration of the lease : 
but I would give him a little time after 
the tenant goes out for notice of claim in 
respect of the dilapidation of buildings. 
In regard to the land itself, both landlord 
and tenant ought to make their claim be 
fore the tenant goes out. There is 
another matter which I also think might 
perhaps be put into the Bill, although I 
do not urge it so strongly as the other 
point just mentioned; and that is in 
regard to claims in respect of damages. 
There is no time limit to the landlord’s 
claim. In the Act of 1883 the limit for 
landlord’s claims was four years. — [| 
think there ought to be some limit, and | 
would suggest two years. If that were 
done it would be a very fair thing ; | do 
not believe the landlord would be injured, 
and I am sure it would be a great satis- 
faction to the tenant. | do not wish to 
be hostile to the Bill in any way. I 
think it will simplify and cheapen proce- 
dure, and on the whole I think it will 
be satisfactory to both landlord and 
tenant. It will prevent bogus claims, 
and all those claims and counter claims, 
not so much by the landlord as his agent, 
which were common formerly. Both 
landlord and tenant ought to put in their 
claim within a certain time simultaneously. 
The Bill will provide an easy and cheap 
mode of arbitration, but it will not take 
the place of voluntary agreements. Some 
hon. Gentlemen are of the belief that it 
will sweep away all voluntary agreements. 
I am glad it does not. There are many 
men in this country, both landlords and 
tenants, who get on remarkably well 
together. They meet together, and 
make their own agreements ; they do not 
want any Act of Parliament, and they 
and their families live in harmony to- 
gether for generations. But failing an 


agreement, then this Act will step in and 
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give an easy and simple form of 
lease. It is for that purpose that this 


amending Bill has been introduced into 
Parliament, and I hope it will become 
law. I ought to have said at the begin- 
ning that a committee of the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture went into this 
question in 1889, and sat again in 1894. 
At that time there was a very strong 
committee of well-known farmers from 
the north of England, where they are 
supposed to farm better than farmers do in 
the south. My right hon. friend the Mem- 
ber for Sleaford, the hon. Member for East 
Northamptonshire, and [ myself were also 
on that committee. We sat for a great 
many days, and threshed out all these 
matters, and Lam glad to say that a great 
many of our recommendations have been 
carried out in this Bill. It isa very simple 
Bill, and will cheapen and simplify the 
whole process of arriving at the compensa- 
tion which is due to farmers when they go 
out of their holdings. I congratulate my 
right hon. friend on having introduced a 
Bill which I believe will be satisfactory 
to both landlords and tenants, and which 
may attract more farmers to the land 
instead of driving them away from it, as 
some Acts of Parliament have done. 


*Mr. CHANNING (Northamptonshire, 
E.): I have been so long associated with 
the hon. Member for North Hampshire 
in the committees of the Chambers 
of Agriculture that I am specially glad 
to follow him in this debate. I con- 
gratulate him on making a speech which 
is fair and most useful. 
not agree with all that he has said, yet I 
cordially assent to many of his points, 
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| 10,000 acres, and who has been a leader 
in land reform for a long period. That 
gentleman said the Bill was “not worth 
the paper it was written upon”; that it 
“would be received by thinking and 
enterprising tenants (and by the public, 
if they understood it) with righteous indig- 
nation ; it is better,” he added, “that there 
should be plain speaking rather than a 
miscarriage of justice.” I am not quite 
sure that that is going further thand myself 
would go in speaking of this Bill; but I 
refer to it as showing how the Bill ha 
been received by some of the most activ: 
and thoughtful of tenant-farmer reform- 
ers. It seems to me that it deals with 
the mere fringe of the questions raised 
by, and the decisions in, the courts of 
law in interpreting the old Act, and does 
not deal at all with the wider issues 
raised by the complaints of the tenant 
farmers of the country for generations 
past. If the few benefits proposed to 
he given by the Bill were given in a 
simple and intelligible form, I would say 
to the farmers, “ By all means accept the 
3111”; but I hold that there are draw- 
backs and qualifications, even in this small 
boon, which are perilous and objectionable. 
After all, this is an amending Bill to set 
right the Act of 1883, Does the Bill 
really touch the central and essential 
defects of the Act? Does it protect 
the improving tenant? Does it give 
a real stimulus to the general improve- 
ment of agriculture? Having paid close 


‘attention to the whole matter, having had 


Although I do | 


which I sincerely trust may be of real | 


effect and 
deal with the Bill in Committee. Most 
heartily I agree with one expression made 
use of by my hon. friend, that this Bill is 
only a small amending Bill. [am glad that 
anything is being done in the direction of 
improvement ; but it seems to me that 
this Bill is one of the worst in form, and 
one of the flimsiest and most unsatisfac- 
tory in its provisions, ever introduced into 
the House of Commons in my recollection. 
It has certainly been criticised very sharply 
by most agricultural bodies. The New- 
castle Farmers’ Club, which has taken a 
very active part in promoting 
reform, held a meeting recently which was 


addressed by one of the best known farm- | 


ers in the north of England, who farms 


usefulness when we come to | 


special opportunities on the Royal Com- 
mission of hearing the whole of the evi- 
dence in regard to the terrible period of 


|agricultural depression, I feel bound to 


say that it is a great scandal, if not a 
cruel wrong, to the tenant farmers of 
ingland that this measure has_ been 
delayed so long. The gravest defect of 
the Act of 1883 was that it gave no real 
protection whatsoever to the tenant 
farmer who wanted to improve his hold- 
ing, and wanted to remain to enjoy the 
fruits of his improvements. That defect 
and other defects became speedily known, 
and experience has more than demon- 


| strated the sound judgment of Sir James 


land | 


Caird on the inadequacy of the Act of 
1883 in predicting that the Act would 
fail just because it did not protect the 
tenants who most deserved protection. 
I maintain that if the most serious defects 
of the Act of 1883 had been rectified as 
| early as 1887, or even as 1890, it would 
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have saved an enormous amount of in-| tenants on estates not managed in the 
justice to the tenant farmers of the | broad and generous manner of those 


country, it would have saved multitudes 
of them from bankruptcy, and would 


have left a mach larger area of land in | 
a sound state of cultivation than it is. | 


If the improving tenant requires pro- 
tection against the confiscation of his 


improvements by the raising of rents in | 


good times, he needs protection ten | 


times more against confiscation of his 
improvements by the refusal of ade- 
quate reduction of rents in bad times. 
There are large landowners who have set 
up the highest standard of honour, and 
have stated clearly the principles which 
govern this question. Lord Londonderry, 
who was chairman of the Central Chamber 
of Agriculture last year, said “the root 
of the present evil was to be found in 
the offering of competition rents which 
the land was unable to bear.” The Duke 
of Richmond, also, one of the best and 
most generous of landlords, said before 
the Commission that it was “absolutely 
fatal to set men bidding against each 
other.” | Competition, 
equitable machinery to divide what is the 
tenant’s from what is the landlord’s, is 
not a fair measure of rents, but an instru- 


unchecked — by | 


ment to enable the landlord to put up to | 


auction his tenant’s property as well as 
his own. 
injustice and economic injury to the im- 
proving tenant during the period of de- 
pression. Where there are a few highly 
cultivated and thoroughly worked up 
farms in the market, it is obvious that those 
farms become prizes to a large number 
of men, who compete, and the relative 
rent of those farms is raised far higher 
than the rents of the neighbouring farms, 
which are inferior, or which have been 
neglected. Many interesting farm accounts 
were brought before the Commission, 


some dealing with prosperous and 
others with unprosperous farms. Mr. 


Wilson Fox, in reporting on Lincoln- 
shire, produced farm accounts of a most 
startling nature. They showed that in- 
stead of the rent from the various farms 
being in the proportion of two to one of the 
tenant’s profits—which was the assumed 
proportion for the purpose of income tax— 
the rents varied from seven up to thirty- 
five and fifty times the profit obtained by 
the tenants of the holdings. The results 
of such a system as that are to place the 
economic loss altogether disproportion- 
ately on the shoulders of the improving 


Mr. Channing. 


It has worked with ten-fold | 


to which I have referred. It is_ be- 
‘coming perfectly plain to the farmers 
that their only way of recouping them- 
selves, and protecting the capital which 
they have invested in the soil, is by 
taking out of the soil afterwards what 
they first put in. That is the fatal result 
of this policy. In the operation of the 
‘law as it exists you are placing a heavy 
penalty on the best farmers, and are 
offering the strongest inducement to an 
unscrupulous tenant to rob the soil and let 
his land go to rack and ruin in order to 
obtain a renewal of his tenancy on easier 
terms. After all, this is first and fore- 
most a landlord’s question. We have 
just been pleasantly reminded by Sir 
Ernest Clarke’s article on Mr. Philip 
Pusey, that it was a great landlord who 
first raised the question of tenant right, 
and raised it not only from generosity to 
tenant farmers, but because it was the 
highest interest of landlords. The work- 


ing of the present land system for 
the last fifteen or twenty years has 


resulted in the deterioration of the land 
and the impoverishment of the landlords. 
They have been ill-advised envugh to 
refuse proper reductions to improving 
tenants, who have thrown up the land in 
despair and had to go elsewhere, and 
the land has then, in many cases, been 
let to an inferior tenant at a rent which 
he knew he could not recoup by fair 
farming, and who worked out of the soil 
the good the previous tenant had put into 
it. That has largely been tae case in 
Essex and the other Kastern Counties, 
where in many districts there have been 
as many as three sets of tenants in ten 
years, each of whom has left the land 
in a more ruinous condition than his pre- 
decessor. It is in the interest not only of 
the tenant, but in the interest of the land- 
owners of England that tie land should 
be cultivated continuously up to the 
highest point. Now I deprecate anything 
like a conflict of the classes in this matter, 
and it is the most short-sighted policy 
to look upon this matter as one of con- 
flicting rights. It is a landlord’s question 
as much as a tenant’s. I have urged 
that it was a grave wrong tc the tenant 
‘farmers of England that nothing should 
have been done to remove the main defect 
of the Act of 1883, and to protect them 
from the worst effects of tie terrible 
‘depression, and that these evils should 
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have been let run rampant and work | 
/man_ has 


general ruin. Well, does the present Bill 
do anything to remove those wrongs ? | 
say it does not. There are a few amend- 
ments which are simple and useful, in- 
cluding the clearing up of three small legal 
points, in which little more is done than 
affirming what has become the practice of 
the Courts. Coming to the central point 
of this Bill, the arbitration procedure of 
this Bill is excellent. I do not know 
whether any Amendments are likely to 
be introduced in the second schedule, but 
it is not necessary to discuss that now. 
But all those who have followed this 
subject will agree, as I do, with the hon. 
Member for North Hampshire, that 
the procedure seems so excellent, that 
many farmers who read this schedule 
would be glad to give up their agree- 
ments and come in under it and en- 
joy its advantages. There are points 
where I take issue with the hon. Member. 
The Bill provides most satisfactory ma- 
chinery for arbitration between landlord 
anl tenant, but the Bill also gives the 
most absolute power for contracting out, 
not only as to the scales of compensation 
for specific improvements, but even as 
regards the procedure of arbitration it- 
self. The eighth section of the old Act 
is now struck out, which provided that 
the reference under the Act must take 
place, if either party insisted. There is 
a passage in the second clause which will 


enable the landlord and tenant to set , 


aside the procedure of the Bill, and agree 
to some other sort of arbitration to be 
specitied in the agreement. I consider 
that most serious. 


*Mr. LONG: Give me the references. 


*Mr. CHANNING: In the first’ sub- 
section of the second clause the Bill pro- 
vides that — 

_ ‘The difference shall be settled by arbitra- 
tion in accordance with the provisions, if any, 
in that behalf of any agreement between land- 
lord and tenant, and in defaultiof and subject 
to any such provisions, by arbitration under 
this Act in accordance with the provisions set 
out in the second schedule of this Act.” 
That is to say, the procedure contemplated 
under this Bill is, in the first place, to 
form agreements between landlord and 
tenant which would oust the procedure 
under the Act, and even subject the pro- 
cedure under the Act to conditions which 
would alter its meaning and effect in 
practice. 
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*Mr. LONG: I think the hon. Gentle- 
rather misapprehended the 
meaning of the sub-section. The Bill 
provides that a tenant may go out under 
custom or agreement, and that even then, 
where there is a difference, he should 
have the benefit of recourse to arbitration 
proceedings, in accordance with the rules 
set out in this Bill. The power of choice 
rests entirely with the tenant. 


*Mr. CHANNING: The right hon. 
Gentleman has not entirely cleared 
up my point. I cannot myself. see, 
even it his intentions are as he has 
explained, that the words do that as 
they stand in the present sub-section. 
They do admit of the evil which I con- 
template, namely, that you may have a 
form of agreement made as a condition of 
the tenancy that the tenant of a farm on an 
estate shall accept a certain form of arbi- 
tration with respect to compensation for 
specific improvements, and the name of 
the particular arbitrator may be imposed 
on the tenant, I do not say compulsorily, 
but made a condition of the tenancy, 
on the estates where these arbitration 
clauses are introduced into leases. [| 
rather think the hon. Member for North 
Hampshire took the same view of ‘the 
question, because he considered that the 
benefit of the Bill was rather for those 
who did not wish to come under agree- 
ments and leases, and would only operate 
in their case. I must say that I think 
these words are exceedingly dangerous and 
seem to me to point to a contracting-out 
quite as grave, quite as serious, and quite 
as objectionable in its results to the agri- 
cultural tenants of the country as the 
great contracting clause of the Act of 1875. 
Unless the words are so amended as _ to 
remove this objection, | for one shall be 
decidedly inclined to resist the Bill at a 
later stage, because in that case [ certainly 
think it would be not only a meagre, 
timid, and hesitating Bill, but it would be 
a distinctly reactionary proposal. In fact, 
[am bound to say that this extension of 
the policy of substituting agreements, 
whether as to the amount of com- 
pensation or as to procedure for the 
operation of the Act in all cases, is 
a most serious and most dangerous 
and reactionary policy. I also dissent 
from the view which I know is 
held very largely by tenant farmers 
as well us by hon. Members opposite, 
namely, that it would be a benefit to the 
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to have agricultural compensation cases 
decided according to custom instead of 
according to the Act. The reason for that 
is perfectly obvious. In many cases these 
customs are customs which really allot to 
the outgoing tenant payments for which 
the incoming tenant is receiving no real 
equivalent at all. In many cases the 
customs have certainly the result of 
crippling the capital of the incoming 


tenant, and that is especially apparent | 


in Scotland in the case of sheep farms 
and some big agricultural farms in the 
south of England. I quite agree, and 
[ think everyone will agree with what 
my hon. friend said with regard to the 
three months notice. I think it is inevit- 
able that this Bill must be altered so as 
to introduce simultaneous notices of 
twenty-eight days before the end of the 
tenancy, which seems to be what most 
agriculturists have agreed upon. In 
striking out the old Section as to waste, 
and re-enacting portions of it, this Bill 
omits the essential words : “except so far 
as a proper return of manure to the hold 
ing has been made in respect of such 
produce so sold off or removed therefrom.” 
So long as the tenant is keeping up the 
fertility of the soil he should be left free. 
These words should certainly be retained 
in the present Bill. I was glad to hear 
my hon. friend urge that there should be 
a time limit to the landlord’s claim for 
waste, and agree with him that it should 
he two years. But the gravest fault | 
find with the present Bill, is that it gives 
no real encouragement to a bold policy of 
high cultivation and decisive and therefore 
profitable improvement. Nothing could 
be more striking than the evidence given 
to the Agriculture Commission of the 
inadequacy of improvements, and of the 
equipment of farms as agricultural 
machines, except on those great and admi- 
rably worked estates such as I have 
referred to, where the owner is a law in 
himself, and where the worst economic 
effects of this great depression have 
scarcely been felt at all. It seems to me 
that you must do something towards 
enlarging the powers of tenants to carry 
out for themselves, or to obtain from 
landlords reasonable improvements and 
the best equipment in order to carry on 
agriculture in the most effective way. In 
regard to permanent pasture I was glad to 
hear that my hon. friend supported the 
uggestion that two years and older seeds 


Mr. Channing. 
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I myself 
‘think that the recommendations of the 
| Committee on which I sat with my hon. 
friend should be adopted in the Som- 
| mittee of this House. The Central Cham- 
| ber of Agriculture insisted that permanent 
pasture should be transferred to Part 2 
of the schedule, and that thus, by notice, 
_ the landlord should be enabled to see that 
the laying down and treatment of the 
pasture is carried out in the best and most 
scientific way. That places him in a 
position to point out to the tenant when 
experiments are made on unsuitable land, 
which would result in failure and bring 
him no good in the end. The recommenda- 
tion that there should be compensation 
for increased fertility of the holding due 
to continuous good farming is one to which 
the utmost importance is attached, espe- 
cially in Scotland and the North of 
' England. It is urged that the power to 
award such compensation is in the hands 
‘of valuers, now, under the present Act. 
| There are valuers who in practice do now 
award an additional compensation for 
continuous high farming. I may give an 
illustration of how far and with what 
effect this is really exercised at present. 
There is a well-known case in Scotland. 
A man had spent thousands of pounds in 
enriching the land by the most lavish use 
of fertilisers. The rent which the tenant 
| offered for a renewal was refused, and the 
landlord gave the farm to another tenant. 
It was proved conclusively that the out- 
lay of this man had enormously increased 
and enhanced the value of the land. The 
farm was twice re-let at a relatively very 
high rent. The occupier’s estimate was 
that he had conferred £300 a year on the 
owner for an indefinite period. But the 
_ arbitration, although there was allowance 
specifically made for continuous good 
farming, was only to give the improv- 
ing tenant £300, or one year’s pur- 
chase of the added value of the farm. 
I should like to see the principles of the 
Market Gardeners Compensation Act 
freely and fully extended to all agricul- 


tural holdings in this country. These 
principles gradually grew out of 
the natural equities of the case, 


where men were employing large sums 
of money in agricultural work were 
allowed a perfectly free hand to put up 
buildings and make other improvements 
suitable and necessary to make their 
work a success. It seems to me if the 
/same principles were applied generally, 
| 
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and tenant farmers had a free hand to | 


carry out either themselves or through 


their landlords the improvements suitable | 


to the effective working of their holdings, 
it could only have the same result, and 
that is enormously to increase the value of 
the land on which those advantages were 
given to the tenant farmers of this 
country. It is possible to encourage im- 
provement too much. It is possible to 
put more capital into the land than it is 
possible to get interest for, and what we 
should aim at in our legislation is to ex- 
pend the fullest amount of capital on the 
soil that is found to earn maximum profits 
continuously. You can never get this 
under the present hand to mouth system, 
which involves a struggle between the 
two parties instead of that rational and 
economically sound partnership with 
friendly feeling and absolute security on 
both sides. That would be best for both, 
best for the highest agricultural develop- 
ment, best in the interests of labour, best 
for the whole community. This Bill is 
going to pass its Second Reading, and 
probably will be carried through this 
Parliament. We = shall certainly put 
down those Amendments which we 
think will carry out the principles 
which I have endeavoured to lay be- 
fore the House, and which will make 
this Bill a really effective instrument. 
[ sincerely hope that some of those 
Amendments may be favourably con- 
sidered by the right hon. Gentleman. 
The despairing agriculturists of this 
country have waited so long that they 
are only too eager to accept anything, 
and [ should myself deprecate any 
handling of the Bill which would lose 
even the small advantages now proposed 
to be conferred. But I consider that the 
history of the last twenty years has im- 
posed upon the Ministry the solemn 
duty of considering some of the sug- 
gestions which have been made by a 
number of the most practical agri- 
culturists of the land, and of seeing 
whether they cannot strain a point in 
order to introduce some of them into this 
Bill before it passes into law. 


Masor RASCH (Essex, S.E.): I think 
the hon. Member for South Molton is 
certainly rather hard to please. 


{9 APRIL 1900} 


From my | 


point of view, the agricultural interest | 


ought not to be dissatisfied with the 
present Bill. 


To say that agriculturists | 
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large order, because they seldom are 
grateful ; but, as times go, it is as good a 
Bill as can reasonably be expected. After 
all, what you require in a Bill for the 
Amendment of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act is a measure which will cheapen and 
simplify the procedure and remove toa 
certain extent the difficulties in connec- 
tion with leases so that tenants may be 
indueed to put their capital into the 
land, and generally make things easier for 
the landlord and tenant all round. Some 
time ago I suggested to the House that 
the difticulty in the agricultural districts 
of the Eastern Counties was that twenty 
years ago we used to havea dozen tenants 
running after one farm, while now we 
have a:+dozen farms running after one 
tenant. I hope this Bill will help to 
remove that difficulty, and be of con- 
siderable assistance to the agricultural 
interest in that direction. I am not pre- 
pared to go as far as the hon. Member for 
East Northamptonshire, if one can judge 
his views and intentions from the speech 
he delivered on the First Reading of this 
Bill, and which in great part he has done 
us the honour to repeat to-night. 
We must draw the line somewhere, 
and though the hon. Gentleman appa- 
rently thinks that landlords and those 
interested in the land are hardly to be 
considered as fellow-creatures, he ought 
to remember that if he deprives them of 
the opportunity of eking out a precarious 
existence and drives them all into the 
workhouse, the rates on agricultural land 
will be considerably heavier than at 
present, and we shall be worse off 
than before. The President of the 
Board of Agriculture might, however, 
have broadened the Bill in one or 
two directions. For instance, he might 
have adopted the advice of Mr. Read, 
who suggested that where there had been 
continuous good farming a tenant ought 
to get some consideration or compensa- 
tion. Moreover, a tenant should be 
allowed to lay down land for pasture if 
he desires so to do, and to cultivate and 
sell the produce of his land precisely as 
he chooses, so long as the fertility of the 
land is not thereby impaired. Then there 
is the old question with regard to dis- 
traint for rent. That is a very moot 
and disputed point, and so long as the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture has not 
made up its mind upon the subject [I do 
not feel disposed to say much about it. 


will be grateful for it is perhaps a rather | The old Act was all very well, but it was 
| 
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cumbrous and expensive, and did not ' 


prevent a landlord being robbed by a 
dishonest tenant, and it certainly did not 
assist the man who was cultivating the 
land. I should like to impress upon the 
House in reference to this Agricultural 
Holdings Bill that rent, as far as my ex- 
perience goes, has absolutely nothing to do 
with it. The hon. Member for East North- 
amptonshire spoke about competitive 
rents. If the hon. Gentleman would 
come down into Essex and compete 
for some of our land, it would be quite a 
novel experience for us, and possibly we 
might be able to let a little of it at re- 
munerative prices. I was very glad a 
little while ago to let a farm tithe 
and rent free, which means that you pay 
a man five shillings an acre for making a 
small fortune out of your land. I say, there- 
fore, that rent has practically absolutely 
nothing to do with the question so far as 
an Agricultural Holdings Act is con- 
cerned. For my part, I shall do my best 
tosupportthis Bill. Half a loaf is better 
than no bread. Possibly in some other 
session in another Parliament,when we get 
an Agricultural Rating Act, as I hope we 
shall, we may have another Bill which will 
more largely fulfil our aspirations in this 
direction. I am perfectly certain the 
Bill will do much more good than harm. 
It ought to be accepted with gratitude 
by the agricultural interest, and I should 
certainly advise those whom I have the 
honour to represent here to take the 
same view of the matter as I do. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON (Aberdeenshire, 
W.): This seems to me to be a case of 
“hope deferred,” because we have so 
many times had this Bill dangled before 
our eyes in Queen’s Speeches and other- 
wise that we had begun to despair a little 
bit when this measure was sprung upon 
us with a suddenness somewhat difficult 
to explain. Whether coming events 
are beginning to cast their shadows 
before them, Ido not know. It would 
have been a great advantage if the 
Minister in charge of this Bill had given 
us more time before the Second Reading, 
so that we might have consulted our con- 
stituents and have had more time to 
consider the very complicated and com- 
plex provisions of the measure. I am 
not a lawyer, and perhaps, therefore, am 
not able to follow the intricacies of a Bill 
of this kind ; but I understand that 
trained lawyers and even right hon. 


Major Rasch, 
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Gentlemen sitting on the front bench, 
who enjoy the higher scale of intelligence 
which belongs to gentlemen in that 
position, are of opinion that this Bill is 
badly drawn, clumsily arranged, and 
alogether so confused that it passes the 
wit of ordinary men to discover what it 
is all about. If that is how trained 
lawyers feel, what will be the position of 
the poor simple farmer of Aberdeenshire 
who tries to find out the object of the 
measure? On this point let me read a 
short extract from a letter, not of a 
simple farmer, but of a highly intelligent 
farmer in Aberdeenshire—one who has 
had a university education and carried 
on agricultural operations with great 
success. He says 

“The Bill looks to me to be too complex for 
ordinary mortals like myself to follow, but 
the Parliamentary enactments are all very 
much alike in that respect.” 


In that opinion I am bound to say I 
heartily concur. Between the confused 
provisions of the measure and the per- 
petual references from a clause of one bill 
to a clause of some other Bill I am really 
confused beyond all measure, and if I fail 
to make my meaning clear te the House 
it will be entirely due to the mental con- 
fusion into which I have been thrown by 
spending this forenoon in endeavouring 
to find out what the Bill is about, and in 
trying to follow all these cross-references. 
I had hoped the right hon. Gentleman 
would have given the House a plain state- 
ment of what the Bill really proposes to 
enact—more especially, of how it differs 
from the Act of 1883, and what special 
advantages are gained by this Bill which 
were not secured by the Bill it is intended 
to supersede. I will not now go into the 
question of whether it is desirable to 
have a Scotch as well as an English Bill. 
I might explain the differences of pre- 
cedure and of nomenclature, but as the 
question is probably to be raised later on 
1 will not make any reference to the 
matter now. I understand that eventually 
the Bill is to be sent to one of the Stand- 
ing Committees. I trust the House will 
strenuously oppose such a course. Con- 
sidering how little work we have to do | 
really cannot see why we should not have 
the opportunity of talking on the clauses 
of this Bill in Committee of the whole 
House. All of us who represent agri- 
cultural constituencies are deeply in- 
terested in this question, and we shall 
feel ourselves very much aggrieved if we 
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are not enabled to take part in the dis- 
cussion of the various clauses 


Agricultural 





*Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! There | 


is a motion on the Paper to refer the Bill 


to a certain Committee, and the observa- | 


tions of the hon. Member on this point 
should be made when that motion comes 
on. 


Dr. FARQUHARSON: I will not 
pursue that matter. It is known to all 
of us that we cannot secure proper com- 
petition or raise prices by legislation, but 
we can to a certain extent remove 
hampering restrictions and encourage the 
farmer to place his capital freely and 
boldly in the soil. I believe that if the 
farmers of England and Scotland had 
more adequate compensation for improve- 
ments, 40 per cent. or 50 per cent. more 
of good results would be obtained. The 
universal opinion is that the Agricultural 
Holdings Act as it exists has not been a 
success, and in the evidence given before 
the Royal Commission there is a very 
wide difference of opinion as to the best 
means of improving the Actasit now stands. 
I am bound to say that a little reflection 
has shown me that these Acts are not 
required. It seems to me that the pro- 
posed benefits will be largely counter- 
halanced by the great millstone which 
will be hung round the neck of the in- 
coming tenant. The Commission which 
considered this subject decided by six 
votes to three in favour of two out 
of the three Acts to which I have alluded, 


and they reported in favour of a land court | 


-which I am in favour of in a modified 
form—and also some form of fixity of 
tenure. I contend that the Crofters Act 
has been a great success in spite of all 


that has been said against it. Many 
crofters who were once much out of 


hand and spirit have now become orderly, 


peaceful, and industrious, and they are | 


working their farms successfully, paying 
their rents regularly, and are making 
great progress. New houses are spring- 
ing up, and the condition of the crofters 
generally has improved in a most extra- 
ordinary way. Year after year in this 
House my hon. friends and myself have 
spoken in favour of the extension of these 
agricultural benefits to the part of the 
country we represent. We have a large 
number of small farmers in Aberdeen- 
shire who carry on their work very much 
under crofting conditions, but who will 
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| get no benefit from the Bill in its present 
‘form. We have asked over and over 
| again for some special agricultural conces- 
sion, and, if something of the kind could 
have been introduced into a Bill of this sort 
it would have been a very valuable thing. 
I see the first schedule deals with improve- 
ments carried out by the tenant, but 
these improvements in every case in Seot- 
land are made by the landlord. In 
Aberdeenshire the landlords do all the 
improvements, and this first schedule has 
very little bearing upon the position of 
agriculture in that county. As to the 
great provision of the Bill itself, it is that 
the tenant must get compensation for 
such improvements as are of value from 
the landlord, and he will receive such 
sums as fairly represent the value to an 
incoming tenant. I believe myself that 
the only satisfactory way of assessing the 
yalue of such improvements is by free 
sale. This Bill proposes to have this 
question carried out by a system of arbi- 
tration, which, I am bound to say, on the 
whole, is not badly arranged. The arbi- 
trator is to be appointed by the Board 
of Agriculture, and I think it is right 
that he should be appointed by the State, 
and he should be an officer receiving 
State pay. ‘Two or three of these officials 
working in Scotland would bring special 
knowledge to the discharge of their 
duties upon settled principles, which 
would not be the case with arbitrators 
selected haphazard. I have had some ex- 
perience of arbitration, and the result is 
that the tenant’s nominee goes for the 
tenant and the landlord’s for the land- 
lord, and the whole matter is practically 
‘settled by the referee. One of the things 
that is necessary is that the tenant should 
have the power to cultivate the land 
pretty much as he pleases, for the great 
danger is that if you have a_ bad 
tenant he will leave the farm 
like a squeezed orange, and_ it 
will not recover except after great 
labour and expense. I think safeguards 
should be introduced by which the tenant 
should be compelled to put his land into 
a proper state of cultivation. I wish to 
‘give credit where credit is due, and | 
‘think Lord Fife was the first landlord 
| who gave his tenants free cultivation, for 
many years ago he introduced a system 
of lease under which the tenant got free- 
'dom of cultivation. I had the pleasure of 
| following him, and I think this system 
| has become pretty general. I must give 
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the right hon. Gentleman credit for 
having practically provided for freedom 
of cultivation in this Bill. A friend of 
mine experienced in law has pointed out 
to me that, by Clause 3 Section 2, which 
provides compensation for breach of con- 
tract, freedom of cultivation is practically 
given. I give the right hon. Gentleman 
credit for bringing about in this Bill an 
improvement which many of us have 
already carried out. There is the ques- 
tion of the consumption of grain grown 
on the farm. The tenant would have to 
keep granary books, which would be 
rather inconvenient. There is also an 
appeal to the Court of Sessions, but I think 
that is hardly necessary. What we want 
in this respect is to make the machinery 
of the Bill swift, sure, and cheap. These 
cases are first considered by the arbi- 
trator and afterwards they are to be 
brought before the Court of Sessions, 
which makes the last state of the man 
worse than the first. It is certainly not 
a good Bill, for it is small and not far 
reaching enough, although I do not go so 
far in its condemnation as some of my 
hon. friends. I think it contains some 
very good and useful provisions, and that 
being so I shall certainly give it every 
facility, and do my best by Amendments 
and criticism to improve it. 


Agricultural 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON (Yorkshire, 
N.R., Thirsk): I think the points which 
have been raised in the discussion are 
essentially matters for consideration in 
Committee. I do ask the House to con- 
sider whether a great deal of what has now 
heen said would not have been much more 
effectively said in Committee. There is 
no principle at stake here, and, therefore, 
there is nothing to prolong the Second 
Reading discussion. ‘To quote the words 
of a very large and experienced committee 
of the Central Chamber of Agriculture, I 
welcome this Bill “as a fair attempt to 
give effect to some of the principal recom- 
mendations in the report of the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act Committee of that 


body.” I reserve to myself the right 
to press for the adoption of more 
of those recommendations when this 
Bill gets into Committee, but these 


are details to be considered at a later 
stage. Ido not think that there is any 
justification for the argument that tenants’ 
rights are landlords’ wrongs. All we 
ask is that the law should not operate 
unfairly against the agricultural interest. 
| 


Dr. Farquharson. 
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Farmers have a right to ask that they 
should get from the law such protection 
as will cover the money which they wisely 
and judiciously lay out, and they should 
have by law the power of recovering the 
full value of their improvements from the 
man who reaps the benefit of them It 
has been found, after seventeen years 
experience, that the Act of 1883 has dis- 
closed certain defects. When that Act 
passed through this House the agricul- 
tural interest was not very largely 
represented. There is one remark made 
by the hon. Member for East Northamp- 
tonshire to which I wish to allude. He 
declared it to be “a grave scandal and a 
cruel wrong ” that this question had not 
been dealt with before. [ would remind 
the hon. Member that the party to which 
he belongs were in power for some years 
between 1883 and the present day, and 
they never attempted to deal with this 
grave scandal and cruel wrong.” 


Mr. CHANNING: But the Govern- 
ment of 1892 supported the Bill of my 
hon. friend the Member for South 
Molton. 


Mr. GRANT LAWSON: We all 
know what Government support of a 
private Member's Bill on a Wednesday 
afternoon really means. The Govern- 
ment of 1892 certainly, but in no Govern- 
ment measure on the subject. The criti- 
cism directed against this Bill has come 
from the avowed opponents of the policy 
of freedom of contract because in certain 
cases it will allow farmers to make their 
own contracts. I consider that to 
suggest that farmers are incapable of 
entering into a contract and are liable to 
be imposed on, is a very poor compli- 
ment, and could only be paid by men 
who have no personal acquaintance with 
the very practical and business-like 


character of the agricultural com- 
munity. Then it has been — stated 


that this ought to be not an 
amending but a consolidating — Bill. 
As a matter of fact, even after this Bill is 
passed, the whole of the law of England 
and Scotland dealing with agricultural 
tenancies can easily be put into one text- 
book small enough to be carried in the 
waistcoat pocket, if not capable of being 
carried in the head. This Bill will make 
the whole law on the subject rather 
shorter than longer. Farmers are not so 
unmindful of the class of man who acts 








15 


as 

ex 
th 
Ac 
te) 
as 

in 
th 
sul 
sir 
in 
an 
sul 
Se 
for 
a 

int 
thi 
leg 
W. 
Ac 
we 
Ag 
we 
sat 
tor 
pu 
the 
the 
aunt 
int 
abl 
of 

ide 
of | 
coy 
sim 
rel: 
Bil 
are 
mo 
the 
twe 
diff 
refe 
wh 
rete 
The 
the 
get 
ado 
met 
her: 
Wor 
ot 

sim 
a * 
inte 
I sh 
imp 





60 


on 
ly 
ld 
he 


he 


T's 
is- 
ct 
al- 
ly 
dle 
ip- 
Te 


ot 
id 
ch 
rs 
id 
is 


ly 





1561 Agricultural 


as his own lawyer as to follow his | 
| House, already weak enough, by setting 


example. Ifa farmer wants to consider 


the legal aspects of a case, it is not to the | 


Acts of Parliament he will turn, but to a 
text-book which will show him the law 
as amended. It would be very easy 
indeed to draw up a short text-book of 


the law of England and Scotland on the | 


subject of agricultural tenancies, and so 
simple are the amending and_repeal- 
ing sections of this Bill — that 
anyone could do it who had a 
sutlicient knowledge of the English and 
Scotch languages. The hon. Member 
for the South Molton Division dreamt of 
a code of laws which could be safely 
interpreted by the man in the street, but 
that will never be realised unless the 
legal profession is first of all abolished. 
With regard to the suggestion of a separate 
Act for Scotland, it is proposed that after 
we have finished the labour of passing an 
Agricultural Holdings Bill for England 
we should proceed to consider the very 
same problem and the very same remedy 
for Scotland, because that was the course 
pursued in 1883. In principle and in all 
their main features the two Acts are 
the same. I have referred to the Acts, 
and, with the translation of English terms 
into Scotch terms which I have been 
able to effect from my _ knowledge 
of both languages, both are practically 
identical. I daresay the microscopic eye 
of some Scotchman may be able to dis- 
cover some difference, not apparent to a 
simple Saxon like myself, but so far as 
relates to anything touched on by this 
Bill they are practically identical. There 
are two differences—in Scotland four 
months previous notice is claimed before 
the end of a tenancy, and in England only 
two months is claimed, and the other 
(lifference is that in Scotland there is one 
referee unless the parties agree to two, 
whereas in England there are two 
referees unless the parties agree to one. 
The differences are immaterial, because 
the Bill abolishes previous notice alto- 
gether, and as regards referees the Bill 
adopts the Scotch and not the English 
method. I want to ask hon. Mem- 
hers for Seotland is it really 
worth while taking up the time 
of Parliament with a Scotch Bill, 
simply for the sake of calling an umpire, 
a “third’s man,” instead of having an 
interpretation clause in the present Bill. 
I should like to ask a more weighty and 
important question. [s it worth while to 
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divide the agricultural forces in this 
English county Members to work ona 
Bill for England, and Scotch county 
Members to work on a Bill for Scotland ? 
Surely it is better that the whole agricul- 
tural party should deal with this Bill, 
which will have the same effect in both 
countries. By this Fill the Scotch 
farmer will get much that he wants, and 
he is canny enough to recognise that a 
Bill in the hand is worth any prospect of 
legislation in the undefined future. I 
hope hon. Members for Scotland will not 
press their opposition, but will allow 
this Bill to pass its Second Reading, and 
then join with us in making it as perfect 
as we can in Committee. 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW = (Hawick 
Burghs) : I desire to answer at once the 
appeal of the hon. Gentleman. He puts 
to Scotch Members, generally, the ques- 
tion whether it is worth while to have a 
Scotch Bill. I will answer in some detail 
that question by and by, but Members on 
this side of the House who hail from 
Scotland share in the opinion expressed 
by my hon. friend the Member for West 
Aberdeenshire, that this Bill as it is 
drawn will produce a maximum of con- 
fusion, because of its draughtsmanship, 
particularly with reference to our country, 
and in such a degree that it will require 
half a generation of judicial decisions in 
order to reconcile it with the main body 
of Scotch law. I agree that in this 
discussion we should avoid purely Com- 
mittee points, and although I shall 
have to comment strongly on the 
draughtsmanship of the — measure, 
I shall only do  so- on _ the 
broad ground that it is in point of form 
the very worst kind of legislation, 
namely, legislation by reference. — Agri- 
culturists in Scotland have waited very 
long indeed for some remedial measure. 
A promise of such a measure was made 
in the Queen’s Speech in the first session 
of this Parliament and in each succeed- 
ing Queen’s Speech, but I feel bound to 
say that I do not think that this measure 
will prove very satisfactory. On opening 
the Bill one’s enthusiasm is at once 
damped, because the very first sub-section 
of Section 1 excludes all that class of 
tenants—the sitting tenants—whom Sir 

Caird described as the back- 
of agriculture. But the real 
substantial value of 
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this Bill will be 


schedules. The whole question, so 
far as principle is concerned, is 
in Sub-section 1—namely, that the test 
to be applied as regards compensation is 
the value of the improvements to the 
incoming tenant, but I deeply regret that 
Her Majesty’s Government have shown 
little confidence in that principle in the 
details of the schedules. The fact is that, 
under that principle, there is security to 
the landlord, and he pays, as he ought, 
only for value received. If the tenant 
got more it would be unfair to the land- 
lord ; if he got less it would be unfair to 
the tenant. What we say with regard to 
the schedules is that we hope the House 
and the Government will show more trust 
in the principle that has been laid down. 
Under the details of the schedules it is 
still permitted to the landlord to pocket 
in a very large measure the increased 
value of the holding on the techni- 
cal plea that he did not give his 
consent to his property being improved. 
That is practically a repetition, not an 
advance on the principle laid down in the 
Act of 1883. It is true that there is an 
increase in the number of cases in which 
compensation is obtainable if notice had 
been given by the tenant to the landlord 
that the improvements were to be exe- 
cuted. We thought, of course, that that 
increase would include substantial and 
cardinal things, such as permanent fences 
or buildings, or permanent pasture, but I 
am bound to say that agriculturists in the 
north will be especially disappointed that 
the additions to the schedule do not 
include substantial or important matters, 
but such small and trivial affairs in the 
main as gardens, orchards, or osier beds 
all under one acre. Intense dissatisfac- 
tion will be produced by the introduction 
of these trivial matters instead of far 
weightier matters of law. Under the 
system that prevails at present the labour, 
skill, and capital of the tenant are practi- 
cally confiscated. The best and most in- 
dustrious class of tenants in Scotland have 
had year by year their fortunes depleted by 
nothing less than confiscation, and we did 
think that there would be some diminu- 
tion of that state of affairs, which in many 
instances has approached almost a 
scandal. Instead, however, of a diminu- 
tion of these cases, we have practically a 
re-atlirmation of the whole of them. 
With reference to the drafting of this Bill, 


it is the worst and most confused which | 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 
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by a Government or a private Member. 
As regards Scotland, it is legislation by 
reference. Clause 2 refers to the Scotch 
Acts of 18&3 and 1889. Now, the ques- 
tion has been asked, why should there 
not be a simple and convenient code in 
one statute ? The hon. Member for Thirsk 
appears to see the force of that conten- 
tion, because he suggests that people 
should not have to ascertain the law 
from the language used by hon. Members 
in this House, but should have the assist- 
ance of commentators in text books. 
That, in my opinion, would be an abroga- 
tion on the part of this House, 
not only of its functions, but of its 
absolute duty. In this Bill there are 
fourteen clauses, but there are also clauses 
in the schedules fifty-seven in number— 
that is to say, we have a Bill of seventy- 
one clauses. The Scotch Act of 1883 
contains forty-three clauses and seven- 
teen schedules. The sixty items in the 
Scotch Act are represented by seventy- 
one items in the present Bill, and as a 
result our Scotch Bill is reduced to a con- 
dition of tatters—‘“ a thing of shreds and 
patches ”—which will render confusion 
worse confounded. I really protest on 
behalf of the Scotch agricultural interest 
against this method of dealing with this 
question. It has been asked by the hon. 
Member for Thirsk, why should Scotland 
demand a separate measure? I will 
answer that question. Scotland demands 
a separate measure for a variety of 
the principal of — which 


reasons, 
is that the whole history — of 
the land tenure of England = and 
of Scotland is essentially diverse, 


and the progress of agriculture is also 
different. In the next place, our system, 
not only as regards history, but also as 
regards legal tenure, is as different as if 
the two systems were not only in 
different parts of one country, but in 
different planets. We speak a totally 
different language in these matters, and, 
as we think, a much more sensible and 
intelligible language. I have asked the 
meaning of the expression in this measure, 
‘“‘cesser of a contract of tenancy,” and I 
have been told by English lawyers that 
not only is it not sound English law, but 
that it is not a good English expression. 
Yet that expression is incorporated in 
this Bill by way of an improvement on 
the definition of the words “ deter- 
mination of tenancy,” which is 
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vlready defined in our Scotch Acts 
as the determination of the lease. Our 
Scotch judges will have to puzzle over 
what is known as ‘“‘the mind of Pariia- 
ment,” when, instead of the ‘“ determina- 
tion of the lease,” they will have to 
interpret the new expression ‘the cesser 
of a contract of tenancy.” That is a 
sample of the kind of foreign language in- 
troduced into this Bill. But my final reason 
for a Scotch measure is, that the whole 
history of Parliamentary dealings with 
reference to this subject entitles us to say 
chat we ought to have a separate Scotch 
measure, as we had in 1883. [am not 
aware that there is any confusion or 
difficulty in putting into the Scotch 
anguage for our own country the require- 


ments of Scotch agriculturists, and | 
ilo not see why any Government 
should endeavour to combine in one 


measure for England and Scotland legis- 
lation with reference to different systems 
of land tenure and different systems 
of agricultural holdings. [t has been 
demonstrated that every consideration of 
convenience, example, and precedent is in 
favour of a separate measure, so that we 
shall know our own law in our own 
language in our own country. That is 
what we desire, and what Parliament has 
heen gracious enough to afford to usin the 
past, and there is no reason why we 
should be treated differently now, or in 
a more cavalier fashion than the rest of 
the country. Of course it may be said 
that it was to save the draftsman trouble. 
lf that be the plea it is a petty and 
contemptible excuse for a failure of 
Varliamentary duty. It will put every 
landlord and farmer in Scotland into 
trouble for a generation, in 
that the drafting department of the 
(r,overnment may be saved trouble. 
There will be animadversion from the 
humblest farmer up to the judicial bench 
against this method of legislation, which is 
so derogatory to the true interests in 
point of principle and intelligibility of 
our Parliamentary proceedings. This bad, 
confusing, distracting Bill “has been 
drafted deliberately. I will give the 
House one or two illustrations of what I 
mean with regard to the confused drafts- 
manship of this Bill. The Bill consists 
of fourteen clauses, and Section 7 does 
uot apply to Scotland at all. Again, Sub- 
section 4 of Section 3 does not apply to 
Scotland, but it is in respect to Section 3 
that we approach the climax. Section 3 
VOL. LXXXI. [Fourtu Series. ] 
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states that the powers of the county 
court under the principal Act-—which 


appears to be the Agricultural Hold- 
ings Act, i883, but which _ later, 
we learn, is nothing of the kind— 


with respect to charges shall be exercised 
by the Board of Agriculture, and accord- 
ingly the Board of Agriculture shall be 
substituted for the county court in 
Sections 29, 30, 31, 32, and 39 of that 
Act. But Section 10 states that refer- 
ences to the principal Act, and to 
Sections 29, 30, 31, 32, and 34 thereof, 
shall be construed as references to the 
Agricultural Holdings (Scotland) Act, 
1883, and to Sections 24, 26, 25, and 30 
thereof respectively, and that Sections 31] 
and 39 of the principal Act shall not 
apply at all. I say that is perfectly 
grotesque, and that Scotland is entitled to 
better treatment. Again, in another 
sub-section there is a reference which, as 
far as Scotland is concerned, is a refer- 
ence to nothing in the world. I make no 
reflection on the person who drew this 
Bill. A Scotch writer, Dr. John Brown, 
said that there was a deal of fine 
confused feeding in a_sheep’s head. 
Now in this Bili there is a good deal of 
fine confused feeding, but the fineness is 
on the minimum scale and the confusion 
is on the maximum seale. The climax of 


confusion, however, is reached in the 
schedules. When one looks at these 
schedules the wonder is what is left of 


Scotch legislation. Section 1 of the 
Scotch Bill is repealed, then a few sections 
are left alone, and Sections 6 and 8 are 
repealed, and then a gap begins. But 
they are not content with repealing some | 
sections and leaving other sections alone, 
but at Section 16 they say that is repealed 
from the beginning thereof to “ within the 
county,” and from ‘the amount awarded ” 
to the end of the section. This is the 
gift which the Minister of Agriculture is 
giving to the Scotch farmers! I never 
knew anything more confused. It would 
require an army of commentators to make 
it intelligible. There is no system, no 
code, no intelligibility, no convenience, 
no coherence about it. I can remember 
nothing in literature like it, except the 
reference that Captain Cuttle made to 
the qualities of his watch. I can fancy 
the Minister of Agriculture saying to 


the Scotch farmer, “A parting gift, 
my lad. If you put it back half 
an hour in the morning, and a 


quarter of an hour now and again in the 
3Q 
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afternoon, it is a watch that will do you) England may be called a part of Birming- 
eredit.” That is exactly the situation inj ham. These jokes may be good enough 
w ch the Scotch farmer finds himself. It! for Englishmen, and they may pass in 
is as if the legislative watch had been England, but when you put a joke of that 
worn by some legislative Captain Cuttle. kind, even an English joke, into a Bill, 
It is said that the Scotch legal authorities | you are going beyond the score. I want 
were consulted upon this matter. In to know particularly on behalf of my 
those days of verdant hope regarding Scotch friends what is the reason 
agricultural reform in 1896, the right’ why, with regard to arbitration, you 
hon. Gentleman the President of the should substitute the Board of Agricul- 
Board of Agriculture was asked a question | ture sitting in London for the Sheriff, 
as to whether there would be a separate and the practice before the Sheriff's 
Scotch measure, and this is the answer | Court which we have in Scotland for the 
which he gave to the hon. Member for nomination of arbitrators. The Sheriff is 
West Aberdeenshire — on the spot. If you think he has not 
“The provisions of the Bill to amend the sufficient knowledge of agriculture, he has 
Agricultural Holdings Act, of which I have certainly much know ledge of the locality 
siven notice, will certainly be made applicable to be dealt with, and the men in the dis- 
to Scotland as well as to England, but whether trict. But if vou desire to have an 
by means of a separate clause or clauses in official other than the Sheriff, surely there 
the English Bill, or by a Bill specially dealing | «@ ; a : : 
with Scotland, is a matter which is at pre. 27 Numerous Scotch boards capable of 
sent under consideration by the Scottish legal appointing arbitrators, instead of going to 
authorities.”* London for the nomination by the Board 
of Agriculture, by which system we may 

*Mr LONG: In 1896, the answer I get gentlemen from Cornwall sent to arbi- 
gave was to the effect that I was taking trate in Aberdeen, or gentlemen from 
the advice of the Scotch legal authorities. Kent sent to Shetland to decide the 
Between that time and the time of intro- compensation to be given to a Shetland 
ducing this Bill, I received that advice, farmer. We are perfectly satisfied with 
and in conjunction with the Scotch the Scotch system, and we prefer a Seotch 
Department, and entirely with their pomination. I do say we are entitled to 
approval, I determined to adopt the plan contrast our position in regard to this 
embodied in the Bill. matter with that in Ireland. Ireland has 
: ‘recently had the appointment of a 

Mr. THOMAS SHAW : I quite agree separate Board of Agriculture, but Scot- 
that the right hon. Gentleman is respon-  Jand, instead of being so treated according 
sible for the scheme of the Bill, and I[ hold to our needs and our history, is to “wi 
him responsible for defects of a very grave | treated as an annexe of England, with all 
order in it; but I am not going for one jts inconveniences. There is a perfect 
moment to acquit any department of  jnfatuation abroad in dealing with Scot 
responsibility for any advice given in) Jand, and with our own institutions. | 
regard to this matter. 1 say that all the never knew a Government that was so 
precedents were entirely in our favour as | chary of giving Scotch legislation accord- 
to the necessity for a separate Bill for jing to Scotch ideas. I know the meaning 
Scotland, and we shall listen with some! of jt, It is obvious. If there were a 
interest to know why the precedents | separate Bill for Scotland we would see 
have been departed from on the present | jn every division the great majority of the 
occasion. I suppose there is a kind of Scotch Members on one side, and the 
policy which is represented in high Government and the majority of English 
quarters at present of which we had a) Members on the other. Hence the 
cynical intimation from the Financial (jovernment do not like separate Scotch 
Secretary for War, who, in answer to a) measures. | would like further to add 
«juestion, said that Scotland was a part of that there has been in recent history in 
England.* (Hox. Members: Oh, oh!]) regard to Scotch legislation one “ fact 
I hope the hon. Gentleman’s life will be | which is of the greatest value with regard 
spared when he goes north of the Tweed. | to what I call the advance by way of 
[ suppose that, by parity of reasoning, amendment on Scotch measures. We 
‘had a separate Bill in 1883. Now there 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth . : : Dp: . 
j l are contained in this Bill various amend- 


Series], Vol. xxxvii., page 237. 


+ Ibid., Vol. Ixxx., p. 480. ments in the schedule in regard to the 
Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


— 








15¢ 


sub 
as 
the 
Sco 
Bill 
wel 
Opp 
we 
a Se 
ame 
Gov 
goo 
meé 
ame 
that 
an | 
Eng 
but 
thre 
prot 
drat 
rega 
conf 
fant 
itis 
treat 
reco 
hati 
mea: 


*\I 
do 
more 
not 
speec 
man, 
well- 
descr 
to wl 
perus 
legis] 
Scotl 
gives 
of th 
Roya 
only 
recor 
sched 
that i 
Vear t 
lord’s 
two ] 
to fo 
tions 
of the 
Furth 
metho 
pensat 
and [: 
it can 





sO 





1569 Agricultural 
subject of arbitration, the preference for 
a single arbitrator, and so forth. Will 
the House believe that we had a separate 
Scotch Bill in 1889 amending the Seotch 
Bill of 1883, and those very things which 
were referred to by an hon. Gentleman 
opposite as a great advantage in this Bill, 
we had eleven years ago, because we had 
a separate Bill which could be separately 
amended? I think it isa pity that the 
Government have departed from that 
good rule of having—separate Scotch 
measures which are capable of separate 
amendment. I am bound to say that if 
that Bill of 1889 had been introduced as 
an amendment of a compound Bill for 
England and Scotland it would have had 
but a very poor chance of passing 
through the House of Commons then. I 
protest against the Bill on account of its 
draughtsmanship. I think, particularly in 
regard to Scotland, the draughtsmanship is 
confused almost to the point of being 
fantastic. I would express the hope that 
it is not too lateto permit of Scotland being 
treated, according to its needs and _ its 
records, both from an agricultural and a 
national point of view, by a_ separate 
measure. 


*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : I 
do not propose to detain the House for 
more than a few moments, but I could 
not help thinking, in listening to the 
speech of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, that he hardly did justice to his 
well-known powers and legal acumen in 
describing the hopeless state of confusion 
to which he found himself reduced by the 
perusal of this Bill. This Bill amends 
legislation which already applies to 
Scotland as well as to England, and it 
gives effect to no fewer than eleven out 
of the thirteen recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Agriculture. It 
only omits to give effect to two —the 
recommendation that there should be a 
schedule of landlords’ dilapidations, and 
that in the case of tenancies from year to 
year there should be a limit to the land- 
lord’s claim under Section 6 for waste to 
two years. But this Bill gives effect 
to four or five additional recommenda- 
tions which were made by the committee 
of the Central Chamber of Agriculture. 
Further, it provides a __ simplified 
method of procedure for giving com- 
pensation to which the tenant is entitled, 


and I think that when that is considered | 


it can hardly be said that it is a very 
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bad Bill. The main objections to the 
sill have turned upon the fact that a 
certain number of recommendations made 
by the Chamber of Agriculture and 
other persons of authority in farming 
matters have not been adopted. But that 
fact does not in itself constitute any serious 
indictment against the Bill, because, as I 
understand, the whole of this legislation 
in regard to compensation has hitherto 
taken the form not of imposing fresh 
terms upon unwilling parties, but of 
recognising and giving definiteness and 
extension to those reasonable arrange- 
ments which had already toa large extent 
become customary owing to the spread of 
enlightenment among those engaged in 
agriculture. Therefore, in abstaining at 
this stage from discussing in detail the 
complaints as to what is omitted from the 
Bill, it may be urged generally, and as a 
matter of principle underlying the whole 
of this Agricultural Holdings legislation, 
that the Government are not entitled to 
take the wishes of this or that body, how- 
ever well informed, and make them com- 
pulsory all over the country as part of 
the usual conditions of tenancy unless 
they have already been so largely 
adopted voluntarily as to have been 
thoroughly tried by experience. For, what 
were the steps by which this Agricul- 
tural Holdings legislation became possible ? 
With the introduction of improvements 
and scientific farming the defenceless 
position of the out-going tenant in respect 
of improvements and acts of husbandry 
was seen by the most enlightened land- 
owners and land agents to be unjustifiable, 
and most injurious to good farming. 
The agreements voluntarily made on the 
best managed estates, between tk most 
enlightened landlords and tenants, led the 
way in reform. Smaller properties and 
scattered tenancies here and there in 
the neighbourhood thought what had 
been found suitable and fair on the big 
estate would do for them, and thus, 
gradually, the “custom of the country ” 
arose of making such and such allow- 
ances. But at this stage of progress a 
fresh difficulty presented itself. When a 
tenancy was determined and any dispute 
arose, there was often great doubt as to 
whether the custom to be relied upon 
really applied to that precise locality, or 
whether it would be wiser to rely upon 
a slightly different custom which was also 
very prevalent at no great distance from 
the farm in question. The area of each 
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afternoon, it is a watch that will do you | 
credit.” That is exactly the situation in | 
w'sh the Scotch farmer finds himself. It | 
is as if the legislative watch had been | 
worn by some legislative Captain Cuttle. 
It is said that the Scotch legal authorities 
were consulted upon this matter. In 
those days of verdant hope regarding 
agricultural reform in 1896, the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture was asked a question 
as to whether there would be a separate 
Seotch measure, and this is the answer 
which he gave to the hon. Member for 
West Aberdeenshire 


Agricultural 


“The provisions of the Bill to amend the 
Agricultural Holdings Act, of which I have | 
given notice, will certainly be made applicable 
to Scotland as well as to England, but whether 
by means of a separate clause or clauses in 
the English Bill, or by a Bill specially dealing 
with Seotland, is a matter which is at  pre- 
sent under consideration by the Scottish legal 
authorities.”* 


*Mr LONG: In 1896, the answer | 
gave was to the effect that I was taking 
the advice of the Scotch legal authorities. 
Between that time and the time of intro- 
ducing this Bill, | received that advice, 
and in conjunction with the Scotch 
Department, and entirely with their 
approval, I determined to adopt the plan 
embodied in the Bill. 


‘recently 


Mr. THOMAS SHAW : I quite agree 
that the right hon. Gentleman is respon- 
sible for the scheme of the Bill, and I hold 
him responsible for defects of a very grave 
order in it; but I am not going for one 
moment to acquit any department of 
responsibility for any advice given in 
regard to this matter. I say that all the 
precedents were entirely in our favour as | 
to the necessity for a separate Bill for 
Scotland, and we shall listen with some 
interest to know why the precedents 
have been departed from on the present | 
occasion. I suppose there is a kind of 
policy which is represented in high 
qjuarters at present of which we had a 
cynical intimation from the Financial 
Secretary for War, who, in answer to a 
«juestion, said that Scotland was a part of 
England.* [Honx. Mempers: Oh, oh !] | 
I hope the hon. Gentleman’s life will be | 
spared when he goes north of the Tweed. | 
I suppose that, by parity of reasoning, 


*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. xxxvii., page 237. 
+ Ibid., Vol. Ixxx., p. 480. 


Mr. Thomas Shaw. 


‘amendment on Scotch 


1568 


MONS} Holdings Bill. 
England may be called a part of Birming- 
ham. These jokes may be good enough 
for Englishmen, and they may pass in 
England, but when you put a joke of that 
kind, even an English joke, into a Bill, 
you are going beyond the score. I want 
to know particularly on behalf of my 
Scotch friends what is the reason 
why, with regard to arbitration, you 
should substitute the Board of Agricul- 
ture sitting in London for the Sheriff, 
and the practice before the Sheriff's 
Court which we have in Scotland for the 
nomination of arbitrators. The Sheriff is 
on the spot. If you think he has not 
sutticient knowledge of agriculture, he has 
certainly much knowledge of the locality 
to be dealt with, and the men in the dis- 
trict. But if you desire to have an 
official other than the Sheriff, surely there 
are numerous Scotch boards capable of 
appointing arbitrators, instead of going to 
London for the nomination by the Board 
of Agriculture, by which system we may 
get gentlemen from Cornwall sent to arbi- 
trate in Aberdeen, or gentlemen from 
Kent sent to Shetland to decide the 
compensation to be given to a Shetland 
farmer. Weare pertectly satisfied with 
the Scotch system, and we prefer a Scotch 
nomination. I do say we are entitled to 
contrast our position in regard to this 
matter with that in Ireland. Ireland has 
had the appointment of a 
separate Board of Agriculture, but Scot- 
land, instead of being so treated according 
to our needs and our history, is to be 
treated as an annexe of England, with all 
its inconveniences. There is a_ perfect 
infatuation abroad in dealing with Scot 
land, and with our own institutions. | 
never knew a Government that was so 
chary of giving Scotch legislation accord- 
ing to Scotch ideas. I know the meaning 
of it. It is obvious. If there were a 
separate Bill for Scotland we would see 
in every division the great majority of the 
Scotch Members on one side, and the 
Government and the majority of English 
Members on the other. Hence the 
Government do not like separate Scotch 
measures. [| would like further to add 
that there has been in recent history in 
regard to Scotch legislation one fact 
which is of the greatest value with regard 
to what I call the advance by way of 
measures. We 
had a separate Bill in 1885. Now there 
are contained in this Bill various amend- 
ments in the schedule in regard to the 





er 





15t 


sub 
as 
the 
Sco 
Bill 
wer 
opp 
we 

a se 
ame 
Gov 
goo 
mea 
ame 
that 
an ¢ 
Kng 
but 

thro 
prot 
drau 
rega 
confi 
tanta 
itis? 
treat 
recor 
natio 
meas 


*Mi 
do n 
more 
not | 
speec 
man, 
well-k 
descri 
to wh 
peruse 
legisla 
Scotla 
gives 
of the 
Royal 
only ¢ 
recomr 
schedu 
that in 
Vear tk 
lord’s ¢ 
two ye 
to fow 
tions w 
of the 
Further 
method 
pensatic 
and I th 


it can | 





"e 
‘e 


1e 





1569 Agricultural 


subject of arbitration, the preference for) bad Bill. 
Will Bill have turned upon the fact that a 


a single arbitrator, and so forth. 
the House believe that we had a separate 
Scotch Bill in 1889 amending the Scotch 
Bill of 1883, and those very things which 
were referred to by an hon. Gentleman 
opposite as a great advantage in this Bill, 
we had eleven years ago, because we had 
a separate Bill which could be separately 
amended? I think it isa pity that the 
Government have departed from that 
good rule of having separate Scotch 
measures which are capable of separate 
amendment. I am bound to say that if 
that Bill of 1889 had been introduced as 
an amendment of a compound Bill for 
England and Scotland it would have had 
hut a very poor chance of passing 
through the House of Commons then. I 
protest against the Bill on account of its 
draughtsmanship. I think, particularly in 
regard to Scotland, the draughtsmanship is 
confused almost to the point of being 
fantastic. I would express the hope that 
it is not too late to permit of Scotland being 
treated, according to its needs and its 
records, both from an agricultural and a 
national point of view, by a separate 
measure. 


*Mr. LOYD (Berkshire, Abingdon) : I 
do not propose to detain the House for 
more than a few moments, but I could 
not help thinking, in listening to the 
speech of the hon. and learned Gentle- 
man, that he hardly did justice to his 
well-known powers and legal acumen in 
describing the hopeless state of confusion 
to which he found himself reduced by the 
perusal of this Bill. This Bill amends 
legislation which already applies to 
Scotland as well as to England, and it 
gives effect to no fewer than eleven out 
of the thirteen recommendations of the 
Royal Commission on Agriculture. — It 
only omits to give effect to two —the 
recommendation that there should be a 
schedule of landlords’ dilapidations, and 
that in the case of tenancies from year to 
year there should be a limit to the land- 
lord’s claim under Section 6 for waste to 
two years. But this Bill gives effect 
to four or five additional recommenda- 
tions which were made by the committee 
of the Central Chamber of Agriculture. 
Further, it provides a __ simplified 
method of procedure for giving com- 
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pensation to which the tenant is entitled, | 
and I think that when that is considered | 


it can hardly be said that it is a very 
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The main objections to the 


certain number of recommendations made 
by the Chamber of Agriculture and 
other persons of authority in farming 
matters have not been adopted. But that 
fact does not in itself constitute any serious 
indictment against the Bill, because, as I 
understand, the whole of this legislation 
in regard to compensation has hitherto 
taken the form not of imposing fresh 
terms upon unwilling parties, but of 
recognising and giving definiteness and 
extension to those reasonable arrange- 
ments which had already toa large extent 
become customary owing to the spread of 
enlightenment among those engaged in 
agriculture. Therefore, in abstaining at 
this stage from discussing in detail the 
complaints as to what is omitted from the 
Bill, it may be urged generally, and as a 
matter of principle underlying the whole 
of this Agricultural Holdings legislation, 
that the Government are not entitled to 
take the wishes of this or that body, how- 
ever well informed, and make them com- 
pulsory all over the country as part of 
the usual conditions of tenancy unless 
they have already been so largely 
adopted voluntarily as to have been 
thoroughly tried by experience. For, what 
were the steps by which this Agricul- 
tural Holdings legislation became possible ? 
With the introduction of improvements 
and scientific farming the defenceless 
position of the out-going tenant in respect 
of improvements and acts of husbandry 
was seen by the most enlightened land- 
owners and land agents to be unjustifiable, 
and most injurious to good farming. 
The agreements voluntarily made on the 
best managed estates, between tke most 
enlightened landlords and tenants, led the 
way in reform. Smaller properties and 
scattered tenancies here and there in 
the neighbourhood thought what had 
heen found suitable and fair on the big 
estate would do for them, and thus, 
gradually, the “custom of the country ” 
arose of making such and such allow- 
ances. But at this stage of progress a 
fresh difficulty presented itself. When a 
tenancy was determined and any dispute 
arose, there was often great doubt as to 
whether the custom to be relied upon 
really applied to that precise locality, or 
whether it would be wiser to rely upon 
a slightly different custom which was also 
very prevalent at no great distance from 
the farm in question. The area of each 
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custom was necessarily vague, and, to 
avoid the perplexities thus arising, legis- 
lation was invoked to give definiteness 
and universality of application to such 
customs as had stood the test of 
actual experience, and only needed 
to be freed from the doubts and vague- 
ness and opportunity for litigation 
incidental to them. But such customs 
only applied where the agreement was 
silent, and therefore the Acts were con- 
fined to recognising certain rules and 
methods of compensation as reasonable 
and proper to be applied unless the 
parties preferred to make their own 
arrangements. A great deal of what is 
heard about the power of contracting out 
is really directed against the continuance 
of that perfect freedom of contract which 
existed always side by side with those 
customs of the country whose vagueness 
was remedied by the Acts, but which 
never had any application in over-ruling 
any agreement which the parties thought 
fit to make. Now, judging the present 
Bill by these principles, a great deal may 
be said in favour of the decision to refuse 
admission to some of the proposals urged 
from various quarters. And wherever 
something which is thought very desirable 
by large and influential bodies of agri- 
culturists has been refused admission to 
the Bill, | presume it is on the ground 
that that particular matter is considered 
to he not yet sufliciently adopted in 
different parts of the country to be 
treated as a custom requiring legislative 
recognition to remove uncertainty in its 
application, and that it is better to leave 
those who insist strongly upon it to 
make it a matter of agreement. Of 
the matters which have been omitted, the 
question of placing the laying down of per- 
manent pasture in the second part of the 
first schedule, instead of in the first part, 
is undoubtedly one ef the most important 
in the estimation of the farmers. But, on 
the other hand, it is not one of those 
which the Royal Commission saw its way 
to endorse, and therefore, in the absence 
of any strong body of evidence that land- 
lords were unreasonably withholding con- 
sent certainly a very large acreage had 
been so laid down within the last ten or 
fifteen years—probably the Government 
regard this as one of the points which 
should be left to agreement. But I believe 
that the farmers attach no less importance, 
perhaps even greater importance, to the 
proposal that two years and older seeds, 


Mr. Loyd. 


Agricultural 
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where there is a good plant, and the land 
is clean and in good heart, should he 
placed in the third part of the schedule, 
as a matter for compensation irrespective 
of either notice to or consent by the land- 
lord. On this point I think the Govern- 
ment may be asked even now to re-con- 
sider the wishes of the farmers, and | 
desire to join my honourable friend the 
Member for North Hampshire in the 
remarks which he made in that direction. 
I think there is also a good deal to be 
said, in the interests of the parties and 
for promoting the speedy settlement of 
disputes, for adopting the proposal of the 
Royal Commission that the period in 
respect of which the landlords might 
claim for waste or breach, under Section 6 
of the Act, should be limited in the 
case of tenancies from year to year toa 
period of two years. On this point, how- 
ever, at the proper stage it will be neces- 
sary to discuss the eect of the repeal of 
Section 6 and the substitution of other 
provisions. But on the point of putting 
the two years and older seeds into the 
third part of the schedule, I feel sure that 
if the right hon. Gentleman can see his 
way to meet the farmers, he will find he 
has in no way rendered the Bill less 
acceptable to the agricultural interests 
generally. In regard to the Scotch elaim 
for separate legislation, I think the hon 
and learned Member for the Hawick 
Burghs is not quite correct im saying that 
there is no precedent whatever for joining 
the two countries in one Bill, in spite of 
divergencies of language and even of 
practice, where there are strong grounds 
of convenience for doing so. [remember 
myself when the law regarding bills of 
exchange---a law largely originating in 
custom.—was eodified, the admirable way 
in which the Scoteh lawyers worked with 
the English lawyers, and several eompro- 
mises were effected, so as to secure 
uniformity for the whole country, and no 
grievance has existed since. — | congratu- 
late the right hon. Gentleman on having 
produced a really useful measure. 


Mr. BUCHANAN — (Aberdeenshire, 
E.): The hon. Member for the Abingdon 
Division has slightly misapprehended 
the speech of the hon. and learned 
Member for the Hawick Burghs. We 
did not object at all in regard to the 
sills of Exchange Act to uniform legisla- 
tion for England and Scotland. — The 
point of my hon. and learned friend was, 








15i 


tha 
lati 
mee 
min 
whi 
and 
subj 
futu 
Parl 
cleat 
I d 
vatir 
beca 
the « 
ber 1 
Serve 
insti 
went 
was 

Agri 
party 
not t 
Hom 
have 
had ¢ 


*Mi 
pears 
party 


Mr 
and © 
introd 
Amen 
side o 
tion o 
the ne 
by the 
ment 
hon. 
hon. | 
Sheffie 
her fo 
that, i 
ber fe 
adjour 
definiti 
April,’ 
hon. ( 
Board 


* Mr. 


Mr. 
Gentle 


I will ¢ 


*Mr. 
underst 


* See 
Series], 











1573 Agricultural 
that on the subject of agricultural legis- 
lation we have had in the past separate 
measures and a separate system of ad- 
ministration to which we are accustomed, 
which we know well, and trust well ; 
and we claim here our right that this 
subject shall be treated separately in the 
future as in the past by separate Acts of 
Parliament, so that our constituents may 
clearly apprehend it without difficulty. 
I do not propose to follow the obser- 
vations of my hon and learned friend, 
because he has analysed with great. skill 
the details of this Bill, The hon. Mem 
ber for Thirsk made an unfortunate ob- 
servation when he appealed to our human 
instincts not to prolong this debate. He 
went on to say that when a Liberal party 
was in power they did not amend the 
Agricultural Holdings Act. The Liberal 
party were in office up to 1886, but I do 
not think that Mr. Gladstone with the 
Home Rule question on hand could 
have attempted to amend the Act which 
had only been passed two years before. 


*Mr. LONG: The hon. Gentleman ap- 
pears to have forgotten that the Liberal 
party were in office from 1892 to 1895. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: In 1893, 1894, 
and 1895, upon every occasion of the 
introduction of the Queen’s speech, an 
Amendment was moved from the opposite 
side of the House clamouring for legisla- 
tion on this subject, and complaining of 
the neglect of legislation on agriculture 
by the Liberal Government. The Amend- 
ment in 1893 was moved by the right 
hon. Member for Ripon, in 1894 by the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Central 
Sheffield, and in 1895 by the hon. Mem- 
ber for Basingstoke. Not content with 
that, in 1894 the hon. and gallant Mem- 
ber for South-east Essex moved the 
adjournment of the House as a matter of 
definite public importance on the 13th 
April,* and was supported by the right 
hon. Gentleman the President of the 
Board of Agriculture. 


*Mr. LONG: Quote my words, 
Mr. BUCHANAN: The right hon. 


Gentleman asks me to quote his words. 
I will quote his words. 


*Mr. LONG: 
understood the hon. Gentleman. 


I beg pardon; I mis- 
I under- 
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}stood him to state that I moved an 
Amendment as to the necessity of the 
amendment of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act. j 


Mr. BUCHANAN: In so far as the 
neglect of the interest of agriculture 
included the question of tenants’ compen- 
sation. I venture to quote the right hon. 
Gentleman’s words. ‘They are very apt 
words, and better express what we think 
than any words of mine. In February, 
1893, when supporting a motion for the 
adjournment of the House, the President 
of the Board of Agriculture said— 

“A number of Members opposite have been 
returned to the House on an agricultural plat- 
form. During the General Election they never 
tired of telling their constituents how much 
they would do if they were returned to the 
House, but they have not shown any great 
eagerness in this debate to redeem the pledges 
they have given.’”* 


Does not that apply to the present con- 
dition of affairs! When the present 
Government came into power at the last 
General Election, and this Parliament 
assembled in August, 1895, my hon. and 
gallantfriend the Memberfor Kast Norfolk 
moved an Amendment to the Address in 
the exact words of the hon. Member for 
Basingstoke, which was received with very 
great indignation by the hon. Member 
for Basingstoke and the right hon. Gentle- 
man the President of the Board of Agri- 
culture, though they had _previonsly 
supported a similar Amendment. The 
right hon. Gentleman the President of 
the Board of Agriculture on the 16th of 
August, 1895, said— 

“When the right time came they weuld be 
prepared with their proposals and suggestions 
—not merely to lay them before the House, 
but to give pa practical effeet.”+ 


That was nearly five years ago. What 
happened shortly after that? On the 
very first day of the session of 1896 the 
President of the Board of Agriculture 
gave notice from the front bench that or 
an early day he would ask leave to intro- 
duce a Bill to amend the law in regard to 
agricultural holdings, but from that day 
until March 12th, 1900—a lapse of more 
than four years—-no further step was 
taken to further the subject, by a party 
in possession of a majority of 140! Now 
after four years we have the Bill before us. 
*See The Parliamentary Debates [Fourth 
Series], Vol. vili., page 704. 
t See Lhid., Vol. xxxvi., page 244. 
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The hon. Member for Basingstoke speaks 
of this Bill as a small amending Bill, and 
the hon. and gallant Member for South- 
east Essex considers it as good a Bill as 
you can expect under the circumstances. | 


do not think these words very enthusiastic. | 
They remind me of the Indian proverb, | 


that it is better to have a one-eyed 
maternal uncle than no uncle at all. 
That is the way these hon. Gentlemen 
are prepared to support this Bill instead 
of a Bill of a more substantial character. 
But let us see what the right chon. Gentle- 
man and his colleagues said they were 
going to do to relieve agriculture. The 
right hon. Gentleman in the very short 
speech he made when he introduced this 
Bill told us he was going to settle all the 
difficulties between owners and occupiers 
of land: but when we come to see the 
Bill, and listen to the debate on it, | 
think that the performance of the right 
hon. Gentleman Jags very far indeed 
behind his promise on that occasion. In 
the month of December, 1898, the right 
hon. Gentleman, in addressing the annual 
meeting of the Central Chamber of Agri- 
culture, spoke of the necessity of amend- 
ing the law in regard to the occupation 
of the land, and hoped he would be in a 
position to do so very soon, Can any 
man reasonably say that this very limited 
and attenuated Bill deals in a satisfactory 
way with the great question of the 
ownership and occupation of land! But 
the President of the Board of Agricul- 
ture is not the only member of Her 
Majesty’s Government who has made 
statements and given promises, here and 
elsewhere, as to what they were going 
to do for agriculture. The Colonial 
Secretary has made promises, and 


given rise to hopes no effectual — ful- 
filment of which has ever been 
given. [I am not going to quote | 


from any speech of the 


from a speech he made on July 22nd, 
1895. That was in the middle of the 


General Election, when the right hon. | 
Gentleman held the important post of 


Colonial Secretary, and when he was 
looked upon as one of the most important 
members of the Government. 


they could give time for the Irish Land 
Bill, and then he made the usual allusion 
to the honest English tenants and the 
dishonest Irish tenants, and he went on 


Mr. Buchanan. 


‘COMMONS} 


right hon. | 
rentleman in his unregenerate days, but | 


He has | 
told us that the old Government could | 
not give time to English agriculture, but | 
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tosay that compensation for improvements 
would be given by the Unionists if they 
were returned to power; that the 
Unionists wished to give to the English 
farmer the opportunities and facilities 
possessed by the Irish tenantry of 
becoming. owners instead of occupiers of 
their holdings, and so far as the Colonial 
Secretary could, he would endeavour of 
persuade the Government to bring in 
a scheme, on the lines of the Irish Land 
Bill, to apply to England and Scotland. 
No action whatever has been taken by the 
Government, and for a Minister to go 
down and contest an election with 
specious promises of that character, and 
not make an effort to carry them out, is a 
gross imposture. In view of the promises 
held out to the agricultural electors of 
this country at the time of the General 
Election, | think the Bill which we have 
heard discussed to-night cannot fail to be 
considered unsatisfactory. It only deals 
with the merest fringe of the question, 
and is a beggarly redemption of the 
promises made to the agricultural interest 
by its promoters and supporters. [ have 
heard with great interest the statement 
made with regard to the new scheme of 
arbitration ; but having studied this Bill 
very carefully, I fail to see where the 
cheapness comes in as compared with the 
present method of procedure. That 
method would be one of the — best 
which could be adopted if it could be 
made cheap, and [ hope we shall have 
some explanation from the right hon. 
Gentleman with regard to it. [I would 
suggest that the work be carried out by 
an arbiter. In special cases there might 
be two and an umpire. Appeals to the 
High Court in England or to the Court of 
Session in Scotland are to be depre- 


cated. Now, with regard to the Bill, we 
have overwhelming evidence in the 


Report of tke Royal Commission 


that the system of the Agricul- 
tural Act of 1883, both in England 


and Scotland, has lamentably failed. — It 
has absolutely failed to carry out the 
purposes it was intended to serve. Surely 
it would have been worth the while of 
the Government under those cireum- 
stances to start /e novo, and endeavour to 
establish a new method for the benefit 
of the tenants in the future. I am not 
going to suggest new legislation, but in 
the Crofters Acts there are provisions, 
not only for the land court and fixity of 


| tenure, but for giving the tenants com- 
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pensation for their improvements, and 
if the Government were to introduce a 
simple method such as exists in the 
Crofters Acts they wonld effect a real and 
fundamental reform. The landlord and 
tenant would endeavour to agree as be- 
fore, but if they did not agree the Board 
of Agriculture would appoint an arbiter. 
The general demand in Scotland has 
been that official arbiters should — be 
appointed, so that farmers could send to 
the Sheriff and an arbiter could be 
appointed and quickly settle the difference 
between the landlord and the tenant. 
There will be great disappointment in 
Scotland that such a scheme has not been 
carried out. This Bill will not apply to 
improvements which have been or are 
now being made, but only to such improve- 
ments as are commenced after it comes 
into force. That is carrying its non- 
retrospective aspect to great lengths. 
hen, again, if there are suitable and 
proper tribunals to assess improvements 
there is no need for any schedule. Of the 
new matters in the schedule I can only 
tind osier beds, which Scotland does 
hot possess, and orchards, of which she 
has very few. They are very small 
alterations indeed from the existing 
schedule of improvements. I join with 
the hon. Member for Hawick in what 
he said against the President of the 
Board of Agriculture having anything to 
do with this Department in future. The 
Board of Agriculture is an English 
Department having no office in Scotland, 
and its Minister, always an Englishman, 
though, no doubt, conversant with English 


affairs, cannot be expected to be conver- | 


sant with Scottish affairs. I have a 
great admiration for the right hon. 
Gentleman and the way he dealt with 
the rabies question, but no one knows 
better than himself what a farce his con- 
nection with Scotland is. He goes down 
there once a year, and attends a confer- 
ence of the agricultural societies in the 
afternoon and a dinner in the evening. I 
have never attended these conferences 
myself, but I understand that in the after- 
noon speeches are made to him, and I am 
sorry to say at him, and in the evening 


he makes a speech, when I am happy to | 
say his hearers are better prepared to | 


listen to him than earlier in the day. But 
that is not business: it is not the way 
we want the agricultural affairs of Scot- 
land dealt with. Our countries and 


customs are distinct, and this is the first 
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step which has been taken for extending 
the administration of departments in 
England to a purely Scotch matter, 
because by this Bill we are giving the 
Board of Agriculture a similar position 
in Scotland to that which it holds in Eng- 
land. Scotch farmers generally prefer 
to deal with the Sheriff, whom they 
know and whose mode of work they know, 
rather than with a new Departament like 
the Board of Agriculture, which dwells a 
long way off'and which cannot be fully 
alive to their interests. The benefits, 
such as they are, conferred by this Bill 
are meant to be valuable to all tenants, 
but when it is worked out in view of 
agriculture in Scotland, it will be found 
that the Bill is largely inoperative. It 
contemplates farms of a_ large size, 
and a system of tenure under which 
improvements are effected by the land- 
lord. It contemplates giving facilities 
and advantages to the larger class of 
tenants, which is the only class which 
was able to take advantage of the Act of 
1883; the smaller tenants of Aberdeen- 
shire could not use the Act of 1883, nor 
can they use this Act. The cost forbids 
it, and the procedure forbids it. To 
them this Bill will be a dead letter. In 
Aberdeenshire in 1881 there were 11,300 
farms, of which over 6,000 were under 
£30 in annual value, and 3,300 under 
£10, and 2,700 under £100. More 
than half of the men represent that class 
to which this procedure is inapplicable. 
In West Aberdeenshire there are 3,045 
farms, two-thirds of which are under 
£30, and in those cases all the improve- 
ments have been made by the tenant, 
and all the improvements in cultivation 
also. The late Government endeavoured 
to benefit these tenants by extending the 
operations of the Crofters Acts to them, 
and exception was taken because we were 
proposing measures of emergency exceed- 
ing the then present needs. On that 
occasion the right hon. Gentleman now the 
First Lord of the Treasury said that, in 
his opinion, small tenants had an absolute 
right to be protected in their improve- 
ments, and he would like to see that pro- 
tection extended in a safe form to all 
cases where the tenant had taken pains to 
improve the holding which he occupied. 
I venture to say these tenants have been 
unable to take advantage of the Act of 
1883, and will be unable to take advan- 
tage of this when it is passed. To four- 
fifths of the tenants of Scotland it will not 
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apply at all, and the remainder, hy its 
operation, will obtain far less than their 
just demands. 


Mr. J. H. JOHNSTONE (Sussex, Hor- 
sham): It must indeed be gratifying to the 
Government that the only criticism which 
this Bill has met with from the other 
side has been a rehearsal of advanced 
proofs of election literature, and yet such 
has practically been the case’ The hon, 
Member for Hawick Burghs has said 
that there would be some difficulty in 
translating the terms of the measure into 
his native tongue, but I am afraid that 
the hon. Gentleman has not appreciated 
his own powers as a translator, and Tam 
quite certain that he must very unduly 
under-estimate the ability of his fellow 
countrymen—the ability of the Seoteh 
tenant to discover anything which might 
be to his material interest and advantage, 
put it in what language and in what 
terms you like. In my opinion the right 
hon. Gentleman and the Government are | 
tobe heartily congratulated on this measure. 
No doubt the incubation of the measure 
has been long; it has been mentioned in 
many a gracious Speech from the Throne, 
and it has been subject to many a kindly 
reference at many of the festive gather- 
ings following the agricultural meetings. 
It is the production of three gentlemen 
whose names are on the back of the Bill 

-gentlemen of marked ability, great 
perseverance, and great resource—and I 
ean hardly suppose that the long period 
that these three gentlemen have been 
hending over the cauldron has caused the 
soup absolutely to boil away. I say that 
the Government and the House are to be 
heartily congratulated on this measure, 
because it is a source of real congratula- 
tion that after so many deliberations, 
after such careful investigations, and after 
so much criticism 
dealing with this subject, they find 
that the relationship between land- 
lord and tenant is of such a 
nature that all that is needed to make it 


absolutely perfect is to be found within | 


the four corners of this Bill. The Govern- 
ment is also to be congratulated that the 
measure has been read with the most 
friendly feelings, at all events by those 


whom it is intended to benefit, whilst the 


hostility to the measure has been confined 
to the conventionalities of debate, the sort 


Mr. Buchanan. 
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of conventionalities which we hear against 
every single measure which does not come 
from the other side. The only thing | 
have not heard it called is an “insidious 
measure.” We have heard all the other 
usual comments, such as “if is not doing 
what it is intended to do,” “it goes too 
far,” “it dges not go far enough,” and so 
on. It must indeed be a very great 
matter of satisfaction to us all to know 
that so little is required to make the rela- 
tionship of landlord and tenant work 
smoothly and easily for the future. The fact 
is there is no doubt about it that the ordi- 
nary agricultural tenant cherishes the 
idea that he can make a much better bar- 
gain for himself than we in this House 
can make for him, and I think he is right. 
I will point out one or two apparent con- 
tradictions in this Bill. Sub-clause 3 says 
that in ascertaining the compensation any 
benefits which the landlord has giveti 
are to be taken into account. But 
in Sub-clause 5 we find that it says that 

nothing in this seetion—and therefore 
not the benefits. -nothing in this section 
is to abridge the right of the tenant to 
claim compensation under customs agree 

ments or otherwise. Well, as I under- 
stand it, this means that if the tenant 
thinks he ean do better for himself by not 
taking into consideration the benefits 
which he has already got from the land- 
lord, he is at hberty to throw him over- 
board altogether. L hardly think that this 
is a fair and satisfactory way of dealing 
with this subject, but 1 believe a good 
deal may depend upon that mysterious 
word “ otherwise,’ which perhaps there 
may be some difficulty in translating imto 
the Scotch tongue. When I had some 
elements of law instilled physically into 
my brain, | remember one of the maxims 
in those days was that the law existed 
for the benefit of people who took care of 
their own interests, and not for those who 
slept upon their rights, and it seems rather 
a violation of that ancient maxim to say 
that the tenant may claim by custom, 
by agreement, or otherwise. Thus the 
man who has slept on his rights, who 
has been perfectly careless of _ his 
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interests, is to be allowed to come 
in and claim all the advantage 
in this, which, after all, 1 suppose, 


is a measure of considerable substance. 
I think it is a great pity that we 
should have introduced such words as 
“custom agreements and otherwise ” for 
ascertaining the compensation. While 
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we were about it we should have made a 
measure which was quite comprehensive 


both in the English tongue and the 
Scottish tongue as ‘The Charter of the 
Agricultural Tenant’s Freedom ; price 
twopence.” He might be able to buy it, 
take it home, and study it ; look upon it 
as his own measure, and hang it up in his 
sitting-room ; and there he could have it 
in front of him at a very moderate price, 
so that at all events he might please him- 
self by imagining that he understands an 
Act of Parliament. After all, there is a 
great deal to praise in this measure. I 
know the difficulties of Parliamentary pro- 
cedure, and I am quite aware in a session 
such as this it might be a little difficult 
to pass a complete measure dealing with 
this subject. The main feature of the Bill 
is the simplicity of its procedure. That isa 
most praiseworthy object which commands 
sympathy. One of the objections to the 
principal Act was the elaborate nature of 
its procedure, and the immense number 
of notices and forms which had to be ex- 
changed between the parties. It has 
sometimes seemed to me that those pro- 
cedure clauses in the principal Act had 
been framed by law stationers. I cannot 
imagine any other human being who 
could have compiled them than those who 
sell forms at so mucha dozen. It is very 
praiseworthy that the procedure for 
assessing compensation under the prin- 
cipal Act should be so much simplified as 
it isin this measure. Provision is made 
for settling disputes by one arbitrator 
unless the parties otherwise desire ; but 
why not be content with making it the 


real state of things that arbitration shall | 


he before a single arbitrator? The second 
part of the clause, providing a hearing before 
two arbitrators, is purely voluntary. The 
tenant is not obliged to take advantage of 
it, and I do not think he ought to be en- 
couraged to. He does not want an Act 
of Parliament to say that he may if he 
likes. I cannot congratulate the Govern- 
ment on their proposal to abolish penal 
rents. If they are abolished there ought 
to be some such provision as this: “The 
tenant shall not break up old pasture 
until he has given sufficient notice to the 
landlord to enable him to apply for an 
injunction in a Court of Chancery.” It 
would not be an unreasonable thing thai 
a landlord should have sutticient notice to 
defend his rights in a court of law, if he 
thinks fit to do so. It isa thing of which 
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| you cannot measure damage in pounds, 
, shillings and pence. 
and inclusive, one which could be recorded | 


As far as I know, 
penal rent has never worked injustice or 
been complained of by any man on whom 
it has been executed. I am not alto- 
gether satisfied with the provision as to 
compensation as given in the first clause, 
though I am very well satisfied to see that 
expression about “the inherent capabilities 
of the soil” disappear. I think it might 


be well worth considering whether 
the amount awarded should he 
the value to an incoming _ tenant. 


[ would rather suggest that it should be 
the capitalised value of the amount by 
which the value of the holding in the 
open market at the time of the determi- 
nation of the tenancy is increased by 
improvement. That would be fair to 
both parties, and would give a standard 
which the arbitrators could work by and 
would have no difficulty in adopting. | 
have only one other word to say with 
regard to the measure, and that is that | 
greatly regret that the right hon. Gentle- 
man has not dealt with one subject, and 
made a complete and entire sweep of what 
I consider to be, after all, an unreal and 
unsubstantial grievance. I am sorry he 
has not dealt with the sitting tenant. | 
say it is an unreal and a theoretical 
grievance. In theory it is difficult to 
justify. It is difficult to see why a man 
who elects to remain in his holding, 
perhaps at an increased rent, perhaps 
at the same rent when it might have 
been let to another man at a lower rent, 
and does not face the discomforts, and in 
some cases the expense, of moving, should 
be in a worse position. Theoretically it 
is a grievance, but, on the other hand, 
it is an unreal and — unsubstantial 
grievance. I think it is a pity the right 
hon. Gentleman, who has dealt with other 
matters in so satisfactory a manner, has 
not swept away that last real shadow of a 
platform grievance. I am certain it does 
not pass the wit of mankind to discover 
words to do it. I have felt it my duty 
to criticise in no hostile or unfriendly 
manner the proposals of my right hon. 
friend. I congratulate him on having 
produced a Bill which sweeps away an 
immense amount of antiquated rubbish 
in procedure. It is a Bill which I believe 
will be appreciated and welcomed by 
those whom he desires to benefit, and 
will be approved alike by landlords and 


tenants. 
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Sir W. WEDDERBURN (Banffshire) : 
The position of the Scotch tenants differs 
considerably from that of the tenants in 
England. My hon. friend the Member 
for East Aberdeen has already pointed 
that out to a certain extent. The 
essential difference between the Eng- 
lish tenants and the crofters has been 
recognised by legislative enactment. We 
have separate legislation for the crofters ; 
and what is the reason of that! It is 
because, whereas in England the landlord 
almost invariably makes the improve- 
ments, in the crofting districts the tenants 
make the improvements. Therefore, the 
presumption in the one case is that the 
improvements are made by the landlord, 
and in the other case the presumption is 
that the improvements are made by the 
tenant, and it is evident that the same 
procedure is not suitable to meet these 
two sets of cases. The improvements 
made by the ecrofters are not of a small 
kind, but of the most solid kind. It is 
the custom in Scotland for the crofter to 
reclaim the land, to drain it, to clear 
away boulders, and actually to build 
houses upon the land. He is not in 
a position to be compared with the 
English tenant who is simply claiming 
for unconsumed manures. My consti- 
tuents are in almost exactly the same 
position as the tenants in the crofting 
counties across the Spey. The small 
farmers in the north of Scotland are in 
an altogether different position from 
those in Hampshire or Gloucestershire, 
where they do not dream of making im- 
provements. The extreme inconvenience 
of applying the same law to both cases 
is at once shown if we look at the first 
schedule, in which buildings are excluded. 
[ have heard some hon. Gentleman say 
that it would be absurd to put buildings 
in the first schedule, because the landlord 
almost always makes the buildings, and 
that -it is quite an unusual 
thing for the tenant to make them. 
It is evident that an Act which applies to 
hoth classes is not.a suitable one for the 
people in my part of the country. The 
fact is that the people of Banffshire and 
Aberdeenshire do not differ from those in 
the crofting counties in the north-west of 
Scotland in any respect except that they 
do not go in for raids and disturbances. 
I have very little doubt, though I say it 
with regret, that if the area of disturb- 
ances had extended to that part the 
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people there would probably have been 
included in the Crofters Act. In 1895 
I brought forward a Bill to extend the 
Crofters Act to certain counties in the 
north-east of Scotland, and the Govern- 
ment of the day accepted an Amendment 
to that effect in their Bill to amend the 
Crofters Act. Unfortunately, it was 
very strongly opposed. My hon. friend 
the Member for West Aberdeenshire has 
referred to the remarks of the present 
Leader of the House on that occasion. 
The right hon. Gentleman strongly op- 
posed the extension of the Crofters Act 
to these counties, but he quite admitted 
the need of an improvement being made, 
and he spoke yuite warmly on the subject. 
I therefore feel that we can appeal to him 
that if the Crofters Act is not extended 
we shall at any rate have the greatest 
possible benefit from the amendment of 
the Agricultural Holdings Act, and that 
we may have a separate Act for Scotland. 
The matter can then be dealt with in such 
a way that Scotch public opinion will 
have due weight in modifying its provi- 
sions. Reference has been made to the 
good management of the Fife estates, a 
great many of which are in Banffshire 
It is quite true that the estate rules com- 
pletely protect the tenants’ improve- 
ments. The system of the Earls of Fife 
was to let crofters take up as much land 
as they liked at a very moderate rent, on 
the understanding that there would be 
no enhancement of rent, and that the 
landlord would give them no help in 
reference to their improvements ; the 
tenants undertook to make the improve 
ments, and the landlord undertook not 
to enhance the rent. It was a most satis 
factory arrangement. The Earl of Fife 
who introduced the arrangement has 
been called the “Good Earl,” and the 
people have prospered under the system. 
But now comes in the weak point of 
such an arrangement. As long as the 
land belonged to the Fite estate it was al! 
right, but the present Duke of Fife is 
selling a good deal of the land, and the 
purchasers are in no way bound by these 
rules. There is nothing whatever to 
prevent the purchasers confiscating the 
improvements of the tenants and raising 
the rent to the full value of the holdings. 
It is necessary that the Act should con- 
template a condition of things of that 
sort, but it is impossible to do so if it is 
coupled with the English Act. I live in 
Gloucestershire, and there could not be a 
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greater contrast than between the crofter 
of Banffshire and the small farmer of 
(sloucestershire, and the idea of the same 
law being suitable to both is absurd, 
With regard to the provisions of 
the present Bill, I regret that the 
right hon. Gentleman did not agree 
to the request that the consideration 
of the measure might be postponed 
in order to enable us to consult our 
constituents on the matter. But not long 
ago I took occasion to have a very 
thorough consultation with those of my 
constituents who are interested in land, 
and therefore am in possession of their 
general views on the subject, though not, 
of course, with regard to this particular 
measure. I ascerta'‘ned what were the 
practical difficulties with which they had 
to deal, and the parts of the exist- 
ing Act of which they approved, 
and the parts of which they  dis- 
disapproved. Very briefly, they approve 
of the principle of the Act of 1883. That 
Act laid down for the first time the ex- 
cellent principle of the ownership of the 
tenant in his improvements. They also 
accept with satisfaction the test by which 
the valuation of those improvements is 
to be made—that is, the value of the im- 
provements to the incoming tenants. But 
they object to all the cumbrous proce- 
dure in the Act which runs counter to 
the good principle therein laid down. 
The reservations, limitations, and restric- 
tions are such that there are very few 
tenants who admit having received bene- 
fit from proceedings under the Act. A 
tenant should be free to go on with his 
work ; he must not be continually look- 
ing round to see if he must give notice of 
this, or ask the permission of ‘he land- 
lord for that. All his energies and time 
from morning to night are needed if he 
is to make his farm pay. I cannot see 
why the excellent statement at 
beginning of the schedule should not be 


made the definition of improvements 
which should govern the whole Act. 


These schedules would be very much 
simplified if there was a definition that 
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and very little other protection is re- 
quired. To discourage a tenant from 
putting up buildings by requiring him to 
get the leave of the landlord is a very 
unfortunate procedure. Among the 


special needs of the people in our part of 


country are proper cottages for the farm 
labourers. The tendency at present is 
for sanitary inspectors to condemn the 


‘old houses as being unfit, according to 


the | 


un improvement included anything done | 
| Report written by my hon. friend makes 


by the tenant whereby the letting value 
p . . 7 7 
of the holding was increased. The tenant, 


as a general rule, knows better than the | 


landlord what is to the benefit of the 
land, and if he makes a mistake and puts 
up a building or makes a watercourse or 
a bit of road which is not of value to the 
holding, the arbitrator would exclude it, 


| 


modern sanitary ideas, for human habi- 
tation. They are then pulled down, but 
no other cottages are erected in their 
place. The farmer is the man who 
directly suffers from not having houses 
in which to put his farm labourers, and 
in the interests both of farming and of 
humanity he ought to be encouraged in 
every possible way to put up suitable 
cottages for the labourers. Another 
practical objection is with regard to the 
question of the sitting tenant. I do not at 
all agree with the view of the hon. Mem- 
ber opposite who said that this was an 


unreal grievance. There could not 
possibly be a more real grievance. The 
most practical agriculturist in the 


United Kingdom, Sir James Caird, says 


it is the fault of the Agricultural 
Holdings Act. The reason of it 
is very clear. At the end of 


a tenancy a good improving farmer 
finds himself in a_ dilemma: he 
does not want to pay an enhanced rent 
upon his own improvements, and he does 
not want to quit. Either course will be 
ruinous. The consequence is that outside 
unfair competition can be brought against 
him, and a man offers a rent which 
includes the improvements, sucks all the 
goodness out of the farm, and throws it 
back on the landlord. The reason we 
wish to extend to the sitting tenant the 
same benefits as are given to the quitting 
tenant is that we wish to put him on an 
equal footing with outsiders in competi 
tion for the next lease of the land. If he 
is given a lump sum equivalent to the 
value of his improvements, or an equiva- 
lent reduction of rent, he will be able to 
defy the outside competition of greedy 
and unscrupulous men. The interesting 


it perfectly clear what a dangerous class 
of men these speculators and wanderers 
are. To prevent such men ousting those 
whom Sir James Caird calls the backbone 
of the agricultural interest, it is absolutely 
necessary that the mischievous words 
“on quitting his tenancy” should be 
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omitted. The next important point is 
the question of contracting out. There 
were great complaints of that in the old 
Act, because it simply led to the evasion 
of the law and to withdrawing from the 
protection of the Act the very men for 
whom it was intended. The last point to 
which I will at present draw attention is 
the question of administration. Although 
the Act of 1883 laid down in broad terms 
how the value of the improvements was 
to be ascertained, in practice a very had 
mechanical system has sprung up. In- 
stead of ascertaining the value of the im- 
provements to the incoming tenant, the 
valuers make a certain mechanical scale of 
manures, the time by which these were 
to be exhausted, and the precautions 
which were supposed to be taken. This 
method entirely misses the object of the 
first section of the Act, because it is 
very possible, and frequently happens, 
that the tenant might buy the wrong 
manure ; he might put ina large quantity, 
a great deal of which would be unex- 
hausted, but yet it would not be of any 
use at all. ; 
tion in this mechanical way without look- 
ing to the results of the manures is con- 
trary to the principle upon which the Act 
is founded. Good husbandry is at the 
bottom of the whole thing. That is the 
point to which the greatest importance is 
attached by all those farmers who are en- 
thusiasts in their industry, who are really 
desirous of improving the land and of 
working it in an artistic way. What you 
want to know at the end of a man’s 
tenancy is not how much of this or that 
manure he has put into the land, but 
whether he has cultivated the farm care- 
fully, whether the land is clean, and so 
on. Every practical man can tell you a 
good deal in two minutes on that point. 
That should be made a leading point in 
the Bill. We want to encourage that in the 
interest not only of the tenant and of 
the landlord, but of the whole community. 
| think there is general agreement that 
the matter would be enormously simpli- 
fied if a practical and scientific record 
were taken of the farm when a tenant 
enters and a similar record taken when he 
comes out. That would satisfy the man, 
and we should get rid of all the machinery 
of arbitrations and so forth. At present 


the rules very often work so as to give an 

advantage to the tenant who wishes to 

get the most out of the land, and act asa 

penalty upon the deserving citizen and 
Sir W. Wedderburn. 
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| friend of the people who tries to put as 
much as possible into the land. 


*Mr. JASPER MORE (Shropshire, 
Ludlow) said that at the recent meeting 
of the Chamber of Agriculture, after an 
explanation of the provisions of the Bill, 
it was unanimously agreed to support the 
measure, and probably a similar result 
would have been arrived in the House ot 
Commons if the President of the Board of 
Agriculture had explained several points 
which were evidently not clearly under- 
stood. 


*Mr. CHANNING pointed out that the 
hon. Member was in error in stating that 
the Central Chamber of Agriculture 
unanimously supported the Bill. The 
Chambers unanimously adopted the report 
of the committee upon the Bill, a report 
which contained many suggestions of 
amendment. 


*Mr. JASPER MORE thought that as 
well as the President of the Board of 
Agriculture being asked to go to Scotland, 
those interested in Scotland should attend 
the meetings of English farmers. If that had 
heen done recently the speech of the late 
Solicitor General for Scotland would have 
been saved, because on that occasion Mr. 
Elliott explained that whereas a consoli- 
dating Bill was desirable, before it could 
be obtained it was necessary to pass this 
amended measure. It would be very in- 
teresting if the House could occasionally 
have a Return showing the extent to 
which different Bills passed by Parlia- 
ment were really carried out. Such 
a Return would be — specially — in- 
teresting with respect to the Agri- 
cultural Holdings Acts. The House had 
been told by a Scotch Member that 
this Bill would certainly not be adopted 
in Scotland, while English Members 
frequently said that landowners had 
such excellent agreements that they 
would not require this Bill. It there- 
fore appeared that the House was dis- 
cussing an academic measure, and one 
which would not be generally carried out. 
Farmers in his part of the country had 
had a good deal of experience in this 
question, and the conclusion they had 
arrived at was that the most important 
thing was to have good arbitrators. In 
his country there was a gentleman of the 
greatest experience who, when difficult 
questions arose, invariably gave satisfac- 
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tion to both landlord and tenant. 
the Chamber of Agriculture said there 
was a deficiency of these valuers. Where 
then were the arbitrators to come from ! 
Perhaps the President of the Board of 
Agriculture would say whether members 


of the Institute of Surveyors would be | 


sent down for the purpose, and, if so, as 
one of the objects of the Bill was to lessen 
expense, what the expense would be. 


*Mr. PRICE (Nerfolk, E.): The hon. 
Member who- has last addressed the 
House seemed to imagine that the Central 
Chamber of Agriculture, after the explana- 
tion which had been given by the Perma- 
ment Secretary to the Board of Agricul- 
ture with reference to this Bill, had 
stamped it with the hall-mark of their 
wnanimous approval. The hon. Member 
for East Northamptonshire put the hon. 
Gentleman right in that matter, but | 
think the real facts of the case are hardly 
yet understood by the House. The 
debate on this question took place on the 
report of a committee of the Central 
Chamber, and that report, after the expla- 
nation offered by Mr. Elliott, was, I believe, 
unanimously adopted, but that adoption 
was not by any means a complete and 
absolute approval of this Bill. The Bill 
was approved to a certain extent, because 
no one would be sorry to see it pass, but 
several omissions from it were noticed. 
Let me quote to the House a few of the 
remarks in the report which do not show 
that unanimous and complete approval 
suggested by the hon. Member. The 
report states 

“The committee are of opinion that a clear 
and simple Act consolidating the retained por- 
tions of the old Acts with the provisions of 
the amending Bill would be of great service to 
tenant farmers.” 


The Central Chamber of Agriculture is 


not a very reactionary body, and no. 


doubt represents very largely the agri- 
cultural interest, perhaps even more the 
landlord than the tenant interest, for I 
certainly never remember a tenant farmer 
being president of the Chamber since [| 
had the honour of being a Member of 
this House or of the Central Chamber. 
Then the report continues 

“The committee regret tuat the Bill gives 
the power of contracting out of the rules of 
procedure relating to arbitration.” 


The committee thought that those rules 


ought to be binding on everyone, and 


{9 Aprit 1900} 
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ought not to be subject to other agree- 
ments being made. As a matter of fact, 
it is the weaker tenant who always has 


‘to make that class of agreement; the 
| strong man in all probability will choose 


the Act, and if not he will be able to 
make an agreement which probably repre- 
sents his views better than the Act. But 
an enormous number of agreements are 
entered into which one side understands 
and the other does not, and we should be 
most careful that the procedure with 
reference to arbitration in this Bill should 
be universal. The report continues 


“Your cominittee desire to point out that in 
several very important respects the Bill fails to 
carry out the recommendation of 1894. These 
were adopted by the Council as a fair compro- 
mise between the land-owning and the land- 
occupying interests, and it will be necessary 
that the Bill should be amended in these par- 
ticulars if it is to satisfy the requirements of 
the agricultural community.” 


I dare say that the hon. Gentleman the 
Member for Thirsk imagines that although 
he is entitled to make a speech on the 
Second Reading, evervone else ought to. 
hold his tongue. As a matter of fact, 
a great many of the objections of the 
Central Chamber are objections of very 
great substance, and I must say that the 
form of the Bill, which is not a consoli- 
dating Bill, but a Bill by way of cross 
reference, is a very good subject for dis- 
cussion in this House, because if this 
Bill were to be made into a consolidating 
Bill in the Committee upstairs, [ venture 
to think the amount of Amendments that 
would be required would be enormous. 
Then the committee considered that the 
laying down of permanent pasture should 
be transferred from Part 1 to Part 2, se 
that notice should be sutticient instead of 
permission. In view of the changed con- 
ditions of agriculture during the last 
twenty years, and the constantly increas- 
ing practice of converting arable land 
into pasture, it was considered by the 
committee essential that compensation 
for the unexhausted value of this improve- 
ment should be secured to the tenant, 
With regard to two years and older seeds 
and the increased fertility of a holding due 
to continuous good farming, the hon. Mem- 
ber for Basingstoke seems to think that a 
record of the holding should be kept, and 
that it would be a very expensive matter, 
As a matter of fact, in the debate of 1894 
of the modest recommendations I ventured 
to make, the ane that got unanimous 
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approval, as far as I remember, was that 
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which suggested a record of the holding. | 


You cannot fairly assess the difference 
in value between the condition of a farm 


when a tenant goes out and its condition | 


when he came in without such a record, 
and it is perfectly obvious, of course, that 


as regards increased fertility due to con- , 


tinuous good farming such a record is 
absolutely necessary. 
important point in the Bill in which the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture agrees 
with everyone else except the Govern- 
ment. The Central Chamber does not 
understand, and neither, as far as I know, 
does anyone understand, why these claims 
of landlord and tenant should be put in 
three months after the termination of the 
tenancy. The Council suggest, we 
suggest, hon. Gentlemen opposite suggest, 
and everybody, as far as I understand, 
suggests except the Government, that 
notice should be given twenty-eight days 
before the determination of the tenancy. 


There seems to be some doubt as to what | 


could possibly be the object of this three 
months proposal. The statement of the 
Permanent Secretary to the Board of 
Agriculture at the meeting of the Central 
Chamber led people to suppose that the 
idea was that this notice should corre- 
spond as nearly as possible with what 
would probably occur if the tenancy 
had been determined under an agreement. 
If so, all I can say is that it is one more 
evidence of the desire of the Government 
to frame this Bill so as to induce people 
to enter into agreements instead of coming 
under it. If.it is a bad Bill possibly they 
might do better by agreements, but if it 
is a good Bill it is very unlikely they will 
do better. If the conditions of the 
tenancy are fair, and are understood by 
both parties, landlords and tenants, who 
have been both through the mill, will 
know what it means. We all want the 
land cultivated as well as it can possibly 
be cultivated, and we are all anxious 
that our legislation should he such as to 
afford the greatest possible assistance to 
agriculturists, both landlords and tenants. 
That being so, I think this House, with the 
advice of the Central Chamber of Agricul- 


ture, is perfectly capable of drawingupafair | 


and reasonable Bill as between the parties, 
and I think it is a very great mistake to 
leave to a weak and erring individual the 


chance of entering into an agreement , 


against his own interests. In the report 


Mr. Price. 
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{of the committee of the Central Chamber 
it is also stvted that— 

“ They regret that effect has not been given 
tothe recommendation of 1894, as to a record 
of the condition of the holding. They also 


| regret the absence of a schedule of landlords’ 
dilapidations, as recommended in 1894.” 


They further considered that the limit, 
which is four years in the Act of 1883, 
should be reduced to two years, and that 
the abolition of the time limit was very 
undesirable. The committee also con- 
sidered that the following words in 
Section 6 of the Act of 1883 should be re- 
enacted as part of Section | 

“Except as far as the proper return of 
manure to the holding has been made in 
respect of such produce so sold off or removed 
therefrom.” 


I have quoted from the report to show 
how inaccurate was the idea which was 
conveyed by the hon. Gentleman with 
reference to the Central Chamber of 
Commerce, and anyone who was not 
aware of the proceedings and had heard 
the hon. Gentleman’s speech would have 
gone away with the idea that this Bill 
had really been approved in its main 
elements by the Central Chamber, 
whereas it will be seen from the quota- 
tions I have read that the Bill is taken 
for what it is worth, and that very 
serious deficiencies were pointed out. 
‘The hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Horsham Division, who made a_ most 
admirable speech, as all who heard it will 
agree, and who made us regret that he is 
not heard oftener in debates in this 
House, referred to the Bill as a small 
amending Bill. He himself went through 
a large number of particulars in which 
the Bill could have been extended and 
improved with advantage, and I am 
bound to say that he made us feel almost 
inclined to embrace him—although that 
would not be quite Parliamentary—when 
he said that he wished that the President 
of the Board of Agricv'!ture had seen his 
way to include in this ill sitting as well 
as quitting tenants. The reasons he gave 
were not perhaps the reasons I would have 
used, but the conclusion he came to was 
| so acceptable that I hope the right hon. 
Gentleman will see his way to accept the 
| suggestion of his hon. friend. He seemed 
to think that the landlords were in need 
of protection as regards the abolition of 
penal clauses. I do not myself believe in 
the value which is attached to these 
| clauses, and I very much doubt if they 
i 
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could be enforced in law ; but if there is 
nothing in the point made by the hon. 
Gentleman, I hope that he and hon. Gen- 
tlemen opposite will not think we are 
against them. We are not in the least in 
favour of the tenant who spoils the 
farm. He is one of the greatest enemies 
to agriculture and to his country, while 
the man who benefits a farm and makes 
it produce more than it has previously 
produced is a benefactor. If the hon. 
Member makes good the point that the 
penal clauses may lead to the breaking up 
of old pasture land, then if the present 
condition of the Bill is not sufficient to 
make the position of the landlord secure 
and to make it pretty certain that farms 
are not to be deteriorated in value, 
speaking for myself, [ am convinced that 
it that can be shown the hon. Member 
will not stand alene in proposing an 
Amendment making it an impossibility. 
The hon. Gentleman the Member for the 
Abingdon Division of Berkshire congratu- 
lated the Government very much, and so 
did the hon. Member for the Horsham 
Division. The hon. Member for the 
Abingdon Division said that the Bill of 
the Government carried out eleven of the 
thirteen points that were proposed by the 
Royal Commission, and the hon. Member 
for the Horsham Division congratulated 
the Government very mach on sucha 
simple way out of their difficulties. | 
congratulate them too. In this debate the 
hon. Member for West Aberdeenshire 
taunted in a courteous way the right hon. 
frentleman with reference to previous 
Amendments moved in this House when 
the party now in power were in opposi- 
tion. During those three hotly con- 
tested years there were, we know, diverse 
Amendments moved on behalf of dis- 
tressed agriculturists ; most fervid and 
moving speeches were made, and some of 
the most terrible pictures of the ruin of 
agriculture were drawn, and the right 
hon. Gentleman tks President of the 
Local Government soard was never more 
eloquent than during those debates. The 
condition of agriculture was described in 
most terrible colours, and yet we find 
from the right hon. Gentieman’s _in- 
terraption that all he meant when he 
gave his vote and occasionally made a 
speech during those years was that the 
agricultural interest was terribly in need, 
was, in fact, dying for want of the Agri- 
cultural Rating Act, or—as the right hon. 
Gentleman put it —financial relief. This 
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Government has been four years in office, 
they have had plenty of money, and we 
assume that they have been endeavour- 
ing to do their duty. If they thought 
the agricultural interest was entitled to 
more money, they ought to have given it. 
Therefore we are fully entitled to assume 
that they regard the reduction of the 
rates by one half as the proper measure 
of financial relief required by this terribly 
harassed industry. When the right hon. 
Gentleman spoke and voted on these 
various occasions he did not, as I under- 
stand, intend to convey that the Agricul- 
tural Holdings Act stood particularly in 
need of amendment, but whatever he 
thought about it he obviously considers 
that sufficient improvement is afforded 
by the Bill now before us, and so from 
hoth points of view—tinancial as well as 
cultivating——we have redressed the whole 
of the agricultural grievances of Great 
Britain. [ think hon. Gentlemen opposite 
are fully entitled to congratulate the 
Government on such a solution. It has 
been extremely cheap. I came from Nor- 
folk this morning with a gentleman who 
is a farmer on a very large scale. I 
understood frem him that the value of the 
Agricultural Rating Act to him was 
£7 10s. per annum, and he was afraid 
that on the renewal of his lease next 
vear he would not get that amount any 
longer, but that his landlord would. As 
regards this particular Bill he will no 
doubt have the advantage of being able 
to plant an acre of osiers or an acre of 
raspberries without having to get the 
written leave of his landlord, and if at 
the end of his lease he has a dispute with 
his landlord he may have the advantage 
of arbitration under the provisions of 
this Bill. I do not say that he was 
not glad to have the £7 10s., or that 
he would not be glad to have a single 
arbitrator instead of three. But if agri- 
culture is in the distressed condition we 
are told it is, it cannot be said to he 
entirely relieved by thos: two measures, 
or else its condition must have been very 
much exaggerated. The truth is that it 
was exaggerated, and exaggerated, I be- 
lieve, for the purposes of discussion in 
this House, although, of course, 
quite unintentionally. The Central 
Chamber of Agriculture is not a mere 
Socialistic or Radical body. It is any- 
thing but that ; it is highly respectable. 
[Cheers.] Yes, I thought that would 
appeal to hon. Gentlemen opposite, and I 
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am delighted to be able to afford them 
the satisfaction. The Royal Commission 
considered this whole question, and made 
a series of recommendations, some of 
which have, of course, been carried out, 
though not eleven out of thirteen. The 
Majority Report of the Commission has 
had, as I dare say it ought to have had, 
more effect with the Government than 
the Central Chamber of Agriculture, but 
the Majority Report of the Commission 


was the irreducible minimum of the 
Central Chamber of Agriculture. After 


having adopted the Report in 1894, the 
Central Chamber proceeded in November 
of that year to reconsider the matter, and 
they decided in favour of two additions, 
although they did not pass them 
by a sufficient majority to have 
them included among the recommenda- 
tions to be officially submitted to the 
Government. They go a long way be- 


yond this Bill, and are very much 
nearer what the Central Chamber 
want. They are compensation for dis- 


turbance and compensation for the sitting 
tenant. Instead of that we have got a small 
amending Bill and a Bill by reference. 
The hon. Member for the Horsham Divi- 
sion gave some excellent advice to the 
Government, and I sincerely hope that if 
the Government have an opportunity of 
putting a few agricultural Members on the 
Grand Committee to which this Bill will 
he sent, they will not forget the claims of 
the hon. Member who made such a well- 
considered and excellent speech. I can 
only say—although, of course, we are pre- 
pared to accept any crumb of comfort and 
any improvement in the law that we can 
secure—our feeling is that we ought to 
have every opportunity of improving 
both the quality and the quantity of this 
Bill, and I believe that a considerable 
number of Amendments which will be 
moved by hon. Members on this side will 
have the support of hon. Members on the 
other side of the House. I sincerely 
trust that in the course of these debates 
the Government will learn not only from 
this side but from their own, that this 
Bill must be considerably extended before 
it is passed into law. 


Mr. BRYNMOR JONES (Swansea 
District): I do not rise for the purpose 
of offering any opposition to this Bill or of 
making any detailed criticism upon its 
provisions. So far as I am able to judge, 
I take it as a distinct advance, and cannot 


Mr. Price. 
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help thinking that some of the observa- 
tions made by the preceding speakers 
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‘show that they must have misunderstood 


the operation of, at any rate, one of its 
sections. The difficulty in which, under 
the Act of 1883, a tenant is placed by the 
requirement of two months notice has 
more than once been pointed out in this 
Parliament. As I read this Bill, Sub- 
section 2 of Clause 2 is intended to relieve 
the tenant from the obligation of giving 
notice of claim two months at least before 
the end of the tenancy, and that is, I 
believe, a beneficial provision. With 
regard to the amendment of the 
machinery provided by the Act of 1883, 
I only desire to say, what I have said 
more than once, that it is really far better 
not to invent any special machinery. 
It is better to give a county court juris- 
diction in matters of this kind. The 
Miners Act of 1889, which hon. Members 
acknowledge is a good one, allows a 
reference of disputes to the arbitration of 
an umpire. Our recent experience of the 
Workmen’s Compensation Act absolutely 
supports the view | have taken in regard 
to special machinery. I wish to point 
out to the right hon. Gentleman that the 
people of the Welsh counties are pro- 
foundly disappointed with the provisions 
of this measure. Rightly or wrongly, 
people belonging to both the landlord and 
tenant classes in Wales have understood 
the repeated references in the Queen's 
Speeches to a measure for amending the 
relations between landlord and tenant, 
the statements made by the right hon. 
Gentleman himself, and speeches made by 
his supporters in the country, as a pledge 
in regard to Wales and Monmouthshire, 
that we should have some special legisla- 
tion which would solve the problem of 
the conflicting interests of landlord and 
tenant in that part of the eountry. A 
Royal Commission was appointed in 1893 
to consider the conditions on which land is 
held and cultivated in Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire. I had the honour of being 
a member of that Commission. We sat 
in every county of the Principality and 
in Monmouthshire, and as a result two 
different sets of recommendations were 
made. The first set, which was in the 
Majority Report, were agreed to by six 
members of that Commission. In effect 
they amounted to a recommendation for 
the creation of a modified land court 
system. It was not the land system of 
the Irish Act of 1881, which involves a 
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dual ownership; nor quite like the 
crofters system in Scotland. We, as we 
thought, hit upon a measure which would 
secure the properand equitable adjustment 
of the rights of landlord and tenant with- 
out in the least tending to break up estates 
or damage landlords’ interests, if they 
would approach the subject in a_ fair 
manner. I frankly state that after what 
the right hon. Gentleman has said we 
cannot expect him to introduce a measure 
which would) embrace our proposal. 
Nothing that he has said, however, is 
inconsistent with the view that we 
thought the Government would introduce 
a Bill in’ respect to Wales and Mon- 
mouthshire which would carry out 
the unanimous recommendation of that 
Royal Commission in a Report which 
was signed by Lord Kenyon and the 
hon. Baronet the Member for Swansea 
(Town), who are supporters of the 
(rovernment. The Commission unani- 
mously said that the circumstances in 
Wales were such as to demand separate 
treatment by a separate Bill. In their 
Report they say that while they had no 
right to pronounce on the question of the 
amendment of the Agricultural Holdings 
Act of 1883, and of the law of landlord 
and tenant as to agricultural holdings in 
England and Wales, without prejudice to 
that question, they thought the cireum- 
stances disclosed in regard to Wales 
during the inquiry urgently called for 
legislation such as they had sketched, and 
that they would be disposed to deal with 
Wales in a separate Bill, however desir- 
able it might be, as a general rule, to 
avoid separate legislation. It has been 
thought that the Commission had some 
idea about Home Rule for Wales. That 
was not in the mind certainly of Lord 
Kenyon, and certainly was not in my 
own mind. What we had in mind was 
that there are certain topics of legisla- 
tion and certain heads of jurisprudence 
which it is desirable to compress into 


one general statute for the whole 
United Kingdom, such as marriage, 


hankruptey, bills of exchange, marine 
insurance, and matters of that kind. But 


that is not the case with regard to 
land tenure. Land tenure is essen- 
tially a topic which ought to be 


considered with reference to 
torical and economic circumstances of the 
areas with which you are dealing, and 


it was so considered and dealt with in the 


Act of 1883. But what the Government 
VOL. LXXXI [FourtH SEriEs.] 
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is doing by this Bill is to endeavour to 
compress into one set of formule recom- 
mendations as between landlord and 
tenant for the whole of Great Britain. | 
think that is an objectionable principle. 
It has been urged that a good case 
has been made out for the separate 
treatment of Scotland : but I think, if 1 
had time, I could make out an even 
stronger case for Wales. We have had 
more than once in this Parliament an 
opportunity of speaking on this topic : 
and I would ask the right hon. Gentleman 
to take note of the sentence in the Report 
to which I have referred, because there is 
not the slightest doubt that the existing 
law acts rather unjustly. What are the 
points in the Act of 1883 proposed to he 
amended by this Bill? The first point is, 
that in the actual operation of the law at 
the present moment, there is an injustice 
wherever a re-valuation of an estate takes 
place. When a re-valuation is made, a 
formal notice to quit is given to the 
tenant. Now, if the tenant were really 
going away he would be able to give, 
under the Act of 1883, a notice of claim 
forcompensation in respect of any improve- 
ments; but if he does not want to leave 
his farm, and puts in a claim for compen- 
sation, the formal notice would be acted 
upon. <A second point was made by the 
hon. Member as to the difficulty in which a 
tenant finds himself when an estate is 
sold. ‘The first thing the solicitor of the 
new owner does is to give notice to every 
tenant to quit, and a large number of the 
promises made by the agent of the 
anterior owner are given the go-by to, 
and the tenant finds himself face to face, 
not only with a new owner, but a new 
agent, who has not the slightest idea of 
the notions of Welsh farmers. This Bill 
is a good Bill so far as it goes, but is no 
redemption of the promises given to the 
farmers of the country by the Govern- 
ment. The Government and _ their 
supporters deliberately led the farmers of 
Wales to believe they were going to bring 
in a big measure that would do them 
something like justice. Ido not say they 
led them to believe that they were going 


‘to give them land courts, but they have 


encouraged thefarmers to believe that they 
would deal thoroughly with this subject. 
That is what is not done by this Bill. 1 
would not oppose the measure; but I cannot 
allowthe Second Reading to be taken with- 
outmaking an emphatic protest against the 
action which the Government has adopted. 


3 R 
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Mr. HERBERT ROBERTS (Denbigh- 
shire, W.): I do not desire to detain the 
House by emphasising what my hon. 
friend has just said in regard to the 
feeling of the majority of Welsh Mem- 
bers as to this Bill. The provisions 
dealing with the machinery of compensa- 
tion and so forth are useful so far as they 
go, and no doubt will be valued by the 
agricultural interest of the country 
generally. I attach the greatest im- 
portance to the unanimous recommenda- 
tion of the Welsh Land Commission that 
the tenant upon the sale of an estate 
should be protected for a period of three 
years under the old rent, and also to the 
unanimous recommendation of doing 
away with the necessity of giving notice 
in writing of a claim for compensation. 
The people of Wales, after the Royal 
Commission had unanimously reported in 
favour of separate land legislation for 
that country, believed that the present 
Government would bring in a special 
measure to carry out that recommenda- 
tion. Speaking for myself, | held that 
opinion up till last year ; but the House 
will recollect that when this matter was 
dealt with in the (ueen’s Speech last 
year, the Home Secretary made it per- 
fectly plain that wein Wales could not look 
for special land reform from the present 
(sovernment.* It is perfectly useless, 
therefore, to try and.explain to the House 
the reasons for which we make an urgent 
claim for special land legislation on 
political, historical, and racial grounds. 
[ am prepared to support the Bill so far 
as it goes. [grant that from the point 
f view of machinery it will be an im- 
provement on the Act of 1883. 1 wish 
to say that we in Wales cannot look 
upon it as in any sense or degree a satis- 
factory solution of the Welsh land 
problem; and we must leave it to the 
future and to other conditions—Parlia- 
mentary conditions, perhaps -— under 
which we may look forward to receiving 
satisfactory legislation on this important 
question. 


Agricultural 


*Mr. LONG: I think all hon. Gentle- 
men must in their hearts, whatever they 
may have been prepared to admit, have 
come to the conclusion that hon. Gentle- 
men on the opposite side of the House, 
with one or two exceptions, have shown 





*See The Parliamentary Debates {Fourth 
Series], Vol. Ixvi., page 705. 
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that they are willing to wound, although 
they are very much afraid to strike. 
A great many hon, Gentlemen have en- 
deavoured to make speeches which would 
have been more applicable had a motion 
been before the House for the rejection 
of the Second Reading of the Bill. The 
Government have been attacked for their 
belated agricultural policy, and some 
went on to cheer the statement made by 
an hon. Gentleman, who was more rash 
than wise, that we have altogether failed 
to redeem the promise, we made before 
coming into power, and have neglected 
the agricultural interest, and that they 
were the true friends of the agricultural 
interest. The only evidence which the 
Liberals gave of interest in agriculture, 
in 1892-95, was by that interesting opera- 
tion so admirably described by one of 
the most distinguished of their own 
leaders, who said that they had been 
engaged for three years in “ ploughing the 
sand.” It can be easily shown that whilst 
they were in office they entirely ignored 
the agricultural interest and flouted sug- 
gestions that it was deserving of atten- 
tion; whereas the party to which we 
belong have, during the time they have 
been responsible for the government 
# the country, done their best in 
many ways to lighten agricultural bur- 
dens and lessen agricultural difficulties. 
In the House of Commons hon. Gentle- 
men opposite said, ‘* You have redeemed 
your agricultural promises very late, 
because youare afraid of the election” ; 
but on the platform they allege that the 
Government are everlastingly giving doles 
to the landlords and putting the interests 
of the rural parts of the country before the 
interests of the towns. They may have it 
which way they like, but they cannot have 
it hoth ways. Two main objections have 
been made to the policy of the Government 
in regard to the Bill. One is from the 
Scottish Members, urging that we ought 
to have dealt in a separate measure with 
the Seotch question; and the other is 
that we ought to deal separately with 
the Welsh question. I admit to the 
full, and I thank the hon. and learned 
Member for the temperate and power- 
ful way in which he put his case, 
but I have never heard more extra- 


ordinary proposals advanced in a more 
extraordinary manner than those put 
before the House for the separation 
of the Scottish from the English Agricul- 
tural Holdings Bill. The case is based in 








*N 
Agr 
Mer 
cont 
that 
twee 
tura 
Boat 
Visel 
of t 
anv 
woul 
that 
taker 
of Si 
for .\ 
possi! 
Boar 
How 
to sa 
and 
the ¢ 





Vv 


xl 
re 


ad 


he 


en 
he 
st 
ed 
ly- 
en- 
we 
ive 
ant 
in 
ur 
ies. 
tle- 
ied 
ite, 
[os 
the 
les 
Sts 
the 
e it 
ave 
ave 
lent 
the 
ght 
vith 
> Is 
vith 
the 
‘ned 
wer- 
“ase, 
<tra- 
nore 
put 
ition 
‘icul- 
od in 





1601 Agricultural 


the first instance on precedent. It is always 
interesting to me to find that hon Gentle- 
men who declare themselves in favour of 
reforms or new measures, and that prece- 
dent supports them, are short of sound 
argument. There is no precedent at all 
in favour of separate legislation for Eng- 
land and Scotland. The hon. Member for 
Kast Aberdeenshire contested the right of 
the Board of Agriculture to represent 
Scottish interests. Whether that right 
can be contested or not, it undoubtedly 
exists. If hon. Gentlemen opposite 
really have the interests of agricul- 
ture at heart and really desire that 
the Minister who represents the agri- 
cultural interest should play any- 
thing like an important part in the work 
of the Government, they are doing that 
which is best calculated to make it im- 
possible. If they break up the Board of 
Agriculture into three or four small 
hoards, each representing a different part 
of the country, and obliged to strive for 
agriculture against other demands for 
legislation, and to strive for their own 
little part of agriculture against their 
colleagues in agriculture, nothing could 
he more calculated to injure the agricul- 
tural interest or to paralyse the hands of 
the representatives of the agricultural 
interest. [ cannot conceive why Scotch 
agricultural business should be Gone in 
Scotland rather than in England. 


Mr. BUCHANAN: We have always 
done it hitherto. 


*Mr. LONG: Not since the Board of 
Agriculture was appointed. An hon. 
Member has spoken with considerable 
contempt and derision of the meetings 
that take place annually in Scotland be- 
tween representatives of Scottish agricul- 
tural societies and the President of the 
Board of Agriculture and his expert ad- 
visers. The description which he gave 
of them was the last description that 
anybody who knew anything about them 
would give. I do not hesitate to say 
that the annual conferences which have 
taken place between the representatives 
of Scottish agriculture and the Minister 
for Agriculture have been of the greatest | 
possible assistance to my advisers on the 
Board of Agriculture and to myself. 
However that may be, I do not hesitate 
to say that these conferences are serious 
and practical ones, and have heen of 
the greatest possible assistance to my 
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advisers on the Board of Agriculture and 
to myself. Year by year the agenda 
paper and the discussion have proved that 
the Minister and his advisers and the re- 
presentatives of these various agricul- 
tural districts in Scotland have been 
brought into closer touch, gained better 
and more experience of the work upon 
which each of us is engaged, and we 
are better able to understand and appre- 
ciate each other after these conferences 
than before. I am able, therefore, to 
claim that the business is of a practical 
character, and has been a great benefit to 
the Department in London and to agricul- 
ture. All that has been said by hon. 
Gentlemen opposite on behalf of Scot- 
land could be urged with equal force in 
regard to Northumberland, Cumberland, 
or Durham. [Opposition cries of “ No!” 
Certainly. The claim made for Scotland 
rests upon a difference in the laws and a 
difference in the agricultural customs. In 
regard to agricultural customs and prac- 
tices, there is as great difference between 
the customs of the north of England and the 
south, and between the east of England 
and the west, as there is between agri- 
cultural practice in Seotland and agri- 
cultural practice in England. With 
regard to the law the only ground for 
the proposals of hon. Members opposite 
is that in one place a man is called a 
labourer, in another is called a_ hind, 
and somewhere else a ploughman. In 
one case there is one description for a 
court of law, and in another case another 
description. In Scotland the word 
“ deterioration” is used, and in England 
the word “waste.” The differences are 
so few, and the distinctions are so small, 
that no practical difficulty could exist in 
applying one Act to both countries, and 
great conveniences must necessarily result 
from legislating by one Bill rather than 
by two. Ifthe motion of the hon. and 
learned Gentleman opposite is to be 
adopted, and the House were to decide 
that this Bill should not be read a second 
time, but that it should be divided into 
two parts, the result would be that it 
would be practically impossible to proceed 

further with this question this session, at 

all events. We are asked to bring in two 

Bills, upon which all the questions we 

have listened to—sitting tenant, per- 

manent pasture, schedule of landlord’s 
claims—every question that has been 
raised to-night would be discussed twice 
over, simply because one word is used in 
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Scotland and another word in England. 
Lord Justice Vaughan Williams has said 
that the Scotch Act, except that it substi- 
tutes “sheriff” for “county court judge,” 
and Scotch law terms for English law 
terms, is couched in the very words of 
the English Act. Speaking generally. a 
comparison justified that statement, and 
the evidence of a High Court Judge on 
that point is at least as worthy of ere- 
dence as the statement of hon. Gentlemen 
opposite. 


AN Hon. Member: He is an English 
Judge. 


*Mr. LONG: But even an English 
Judge may be acquainted with the law. 


AN Hon. Member: English law. 


*Mr. LONG: And Seotch law. Hon. 
Members opposite not only claim for 
themselves that they have a language, a 
country, and a law of their own, but 
apparently also that no one who is not a 
Scotchman can understand either one or 
the other. One thing which shows the 
poverty of the Scotch case in this matter 
is the way in which the hon. Member for 
Hawick fell back on the old arguments. 
We all know that in the House of Com- 
mons, when a hon. Member has no ease, 
and is beggared for argument, he finds 
fault with the draughtsmanship of the Bill. 
All do it, and I have done it myself. 
The trick is too old even to escape the 
notice of the greatest tyro of Parlia- 
mentary warfare. The hon. Member for the 
Border Burghs waxed very eloquent over 
the draughtsmanship of this Bill, and said 
it was the worst he had ever seen. [I am 
not sure that he did not compare me or 
the draughtsman, or both, with a sheep's 
head. His experience cannot be very 
great. Hon. Members opposite have 
fallen foul of legislation by reference. 
That is an old, hackneyed, and thread- 
hare argument, only to be used when all 
else has failed. We are following prece- 
dent. We are amending the law first, and 
we hope to consolidate the law afterwards. 
At a later date, if I am in the position to 
do so, I hope to consolidate the Acts re- 
lating to agricultural holdings, and even 
the outraged feelings of hon. Gentlemen 
who represent Scottish constituencies will 
then be soothed, because they will find 
that they will be able to so arrange the 
various clauses as to bring the Scotch part 

Mr. Long. 
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close together, and perhaps to get rid of 


these references to Scotch Acts, which are 
so distasteful to Scottish Members. The 
fact that there are small differences in 
the legal terms of the two countries does 
not constitute a plea for the statements 
made by hon. Gentlemen opposite that 
we ought to have brought in two Bills. 
The policy advocated by hon. Gentlemen 
opposite would result in the postpone 
ment to a distant time of a Bill dealing 
with agricultural holdings in both 
countries, whereas the policy adopted by 
the Government will enable us to pass in 
one session a Bill which will remove 
many, at all events, of the difficulties 
which have been proved to exist. [ will 
just say a few words about the other 
criticisms which have been passed on the 
Bill. Great fault has been found with 
the Government because we do not 
include in Part 2 of the first schedule the 
right of the tenant farmer to lay down 
permanent pasture for himself. [ have 
heard that objection raised in many 
quarters, but [believe it is a suggestion 
which, although attractive at first sight, 
will not bear examination in the light of 
practical experience. The laying down 
of permanent pasture is one of the most 
delicate of agricultural operations. You 
may take the greatest care and spend a 
great deal of money, and yet in the end 
it may turn out that the land was 
altogether unsuitable ‘for the purpose. In 
this case it is the incoming tenant whose 
interest the House must guard. ‘The soil 
and the seed may be selected with the 
utmost care, and the land laid down 
under the supervision of the most skilful 
man: but it frequently happens that 
while for two or even three years it 
shows a splendid growth, it then 
begins to steady down, and in six years 
the weeds choke the grass and the land 
proves to be altogether unsuitable for 
the crop. It is said that in that case 
the quitting tenant gets nothing. But 
what is the position of the incoming 
tenant who comes in at the end of the 
two years? He has to take the improve- 
ment, which has every appearance otf 
vitality and profit attached to it, but he 
has hardly got into his farm before he 
sees the pasture wither up. [I do not 
believe it can be shown that Jandlords 
have prevented their tenants from laying 
down land to permanent pasture, if they 
have to do so, and I am bound to say 
that I think enough land has been laid 
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down to grass. Great fault has been 
found on both sides of the House with 
regard to the three months limit, within 
which claims may be made. I cannot 
help thinking that there must be some 
misunderstanding on that point. The 
(rovernment has no affection for this 
three months limit, and if in Committee 
there is a general expression of opinion 
that some change should be made the 
Government will be quite willing to con- 
sider any such suggestion. Under custom 
and under agreement, not only is there 
generally speaking no notice, but there is 
0 limitation whatever as to the time, after 
the expiration of the tenancy, within 
which the claim must be made. I suppose 
that for every settlement between land- 
lord and tenant that takes place in this 
country under the Agricultural Holdings 
Act there are fifty, or even a hundred, 
which have been made under custom or 
agreement. [It may be asked why, then, 
have we put three months into the Bill. 
That [ will explain. Under custom and 
by agreement landlord and tenant are 
governed by conditions to which both have 
been a party. But here we are giving to 
tenants certain statutory rights, which 
enable them to claim compensation, and 
we are casting upon landlords certain 
statutory obligations. The Government 
thonght it would be only fair, therefore, 
in regard to these statutory obligations, 
that there should he a limit of time 
within which claims for compensation 
should be made. The various suggestions 
which have been made with reference to 
the period in the Bill will be carefully 
considered by the Government. The hon. 
Member for South Molton has referred to 
the fact that tenants’ claims are strictly 
scheduled, but that landlords’ claims are 
not scheduled. In answer to that I would 
say that [ will answer the hon. Gentie- 
man’s objections by an authority which | 
think he will readily aeccept—namely, that 
of the hon. Member for East Northamp- 
tonshire, who, in a separate Report, stated 
that the common law rights of the land- 
lord could not be got rid of, and added 

‘T am disposed to think that the suggestion 
of the landlord’s schedule is of little practical 
value, and that it might even lead to an in- 
genious expansion of the landlord’s claims.” 
That, I think, answers the comments of 
the hon. Member for South Molton. We 
are giving the tenant new rights ; we are 
giving the landlord no new rights, and 
I think it is only fair and reasonable that 
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those rights should be scheduled so that 
Parliament should know what it is giving 
to the tenants. Reference has heen made 
to the sitting tenant question. The ques- 
tion of giving compensation to the tenant 
while he remains in occupation of his 
holding may or may not be a just one, 
but it is practically inconsistent with the 
principles upon which the Agricultural 
Holdings Acts have hitherto rested. It 
is inconsistent with the principle which is 
at the foundation of this Bill, and, that 
being so, it would have been impossible 
for us to deal with the suggestions made 
in the unanimous report of the Welsh 
Commission in this respect. There is 
another point referred to by the hon. and 
learned Gentleman the Member for Swan- 
sea which, I confess, at first sight attracted 
me very much. That is the difficulty 
that arises in certain cases when a 
property is put up for sale. or 
when a change takes place either 
in the ownership or management. 
It is one of those peculiar agricultural 
problems which are more likely to solve 
themselves effectually to the permanent 
advantage of landlord and tenant by the 
free expression of public opinion, and the 
pressure of public opinion as expressed in 
the House of Commons. It is one of 
those things where we must rely upon 
personal feeling rather than legislation. 
My hon. friend the Member for Horsham 
referred to penal rents. I cannot help 
feeling that some who have referred to 
that subject indulged rather freely in 
their criticisms, and that under the cir- 
cumstances they were a little vicious 
occasionally. 1 could not help wishing 
that they were called upon to draft a 
Bill, in which case I might be able to 
find as many faults in their Bill as they 
find in mine. Recently a paper in Scot- 
land which does not generally support 
the views of those who sit on this side 


of the House and some other critics 
have been examining our Bill, and 


the Bill brought forward by the hon. 
Member for East Northamptonshire. | 
am content with my case, even at the 
hands of the most unfriendly critics 
on the other side. Though they do not 
like my Bill very much, if they had to 
choose between the two they would prefer 
mine. At all events that enables me to 
hear with composure the criticisms they 
have passed upon it. Penal rents is 
another of those subjects it is difficult to 
deal with. If penal rent had only been 
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used hy the owners of the land for the 
purpose originally and properly intended 
we should have heard no objection to it 
at all. But unfortunately there are black 
sheep in every flock, and no doubt penal 
rents have been exacted which were of a 
most arbitrary and unjustcharacter. With 
regard to the point raised by my hon. friend 
—namely, if there is any risk of permanent 
pasture being broken up haphazard by 
the tenant—there is no doubt that some 
Amendment will have to be introduced to 
remedy that, because it would he the 
greatest possible injury to agriculture gene- 
rally. Therefore, if the abolition of penal 
rents is liable to be as dangerous as my hon. 
friend suggests, | will make it my busi- 
ness to bring in an Amendment upstairs. 
It has heen suggested that two years 
seeds should be included. Our reason for 
not putting that in the Bill was that we 
believed that the occupier’s position was 
rather better now than if this was included 
in the Bill. IL think the suggestion 
is a very Valuable one, and if a proposal 
of that kind is made upstairs it is one to 
which I will give very favourable con- 
sideration, and I will do it because it is a 
step in the right direction. We wish 
to do everything we reasonably can to 
enable the occupier to cultivate his farm 
to the best of his ability, and to give 
security that fair and reasonable compen- 
sation will be paid to him for the money 
he has spent. We seek to do nothing 
in this Bill which would depart from the 
sound principle of giving the tenant com- 
pensation for that which he has justly and 
properly done, and to prevent him, to 
his own ruin and the ruin of the land 

lord and the land, from embarking upon 
unsound experiments, because he believed 
that whether he succeeded or failed he 
would be able to fall back on the landlord 
for compensation. I think anything that 
would produce that conviction in the 
mind of the farmer would do ten times 
more harm than good. Believing that 
these are the principles which should 
affect agricultural compensation, we have 
asked the House to read this Bill a second 
time, and we hope and believe that with 
such Amendments as may be necessary 
it will prove a desirable and a_ useful 
measure. 


Mr. URE (Linlithgowshire) : In moving 
the Amendment that stands in my name 
I desire to disclaim altogether any act of 
hostility to the Bill. 

Mr. Long. 


My Amendment is 
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| hot a patriotic outery, and my right hon. 
friend may feel assured that there is sub- 
i stance in it, and, I hope, a businesslike 
aim. The right hon. Gentleman has 
taunted us with being over-sensitive on 
the question of precedent. I at all events 
am not over-sensitive on the subject. 
What I do say is that the onus lies 
upon the Government of proving that 
Scotland should have separate treat- 
ment, because undoubtedly up to the 
present time legislation with regard to 
the land laws of Scotland at all events 
has always proceeded by way of separate 
Bills, and when the Government depart, 
as in the present instance, from that 
custom, it is for them to show cause and 
to justify the course they have taken. 
It is no use appealing, as the right hon. 
Gentleman did, to legislation dealing with 
the sale of goods, or private rights, or 
hills of exchange. The right hon. Gentle- 
man Claimed precedent in support of this 
legislation, and offered to support that 
statement to the House, but he has not 
supported his statement. He has not 
pointed out a single statute in which 
questions connected with Scotch land laws 
have ever been dealt with in an English 
Bill. This is, so far as I am aware, the 
very first occasion in which the attempt 
has ever been made, and I hope to he 
able to show that it is a most luckless 
attempt. Our system of land laws is 
different, our system of landlord and 
tenant is different, and our climate is 
different. There is a wide geieral dif- 
ference between the soil and climate of 
Scotland and the soil and climate of 
England. Our methods of  cultiva- 
tion are different, and, as the 
right hon. Gentleman the Lord 
Advocate knows, our system of deciding 
disputes by arbitration is in many 
respects different from that in England. 
The evidence given before the Agricul- 
tural Commission by Scotch witnesses has 
been placed in a separate category, and 
/in every summary of the evidence the 
Scotch evidence is placed in a separate 
and distinct chapter. All these considera- 
tions seem to point in the direction of 
separate treatment, and there lies on the 
Government the burden of showing why 
we should depart from that course in the 
present instance. We have no desire what- 
ever to change our system, and to alter 
the law of landlord and tenant, or, at all 
events, if we have a desire to change, we 
prefer to develop on our own lines rather 
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than to borrow from England. 
often observed in this House that our 
system of jurisprudence is regarded by 
our English colleagues as bordering on the 
barbaric, and our legal nomenclature is 
given up by English critics as hopelessly 
bey ond the comprehension of ordinary in- 
tellects. When business relating to Scot- 
land comes on in the House there is a 
rapid stampede from the Chamber, which 
would lead any impartial onlooker 
to think that we had been suddenly 
stricken with plague. We are well con- 
tented with our system. Some of us 
are profoundly convinced that we wouid 


Agricultural 


not better ourselves by copying your 
English system, and some of us go a 
little further, and are disposed to 
believe that you could copy with 
advantage from us. We do not insist 
upon that point, but what we do 


insist upon is that if you will legislate for 
us you should do it with informed intelli- 
gence and perspicacity, and with a 
reasonable approach to scientific accuracy 
and artistic finish. In all these respects 
this Bill is lamentably deficient. The 
right hon. Gentleman has pointed out 
that it is the familiar and hackneyed 
device of the Opposition to abuse the 
draughtsmanship of a measure to which 
ve are opposed. That may be so, but I 
have not used thatargument in this House. 
I think a reasonable examination of the 
present measure will show that that 
familiar device is eminently well justified 
in the present instance. This is a Bill 
which ought to be designed for non- 
experts and rustics. By its machinery 
the landlord and tenant of Scotland are 
to settle down to ascertain their rights at 
the close of atenancy. That is the kind of 
Bill which we should expect—-a Bill that 
would tell its own story uponits face, which 
anyone who runs may read. It ought 
to be clear, distinct, concise, and self- 
contained. Is this Bill so? In order to 
approach an understanding of the measure 
you require to take down four volumes 
of the general statutes, you require to 
spread out no less than five Imperial Acts 
of Parliament, and you require to seclude 
yourself from intercourse with the outer 
world, and after that you may reach a 
glimmering idea of what the Government 
really intend. I am speaking of my own 
personal experience. Of course, I do not 
pretend, iike the right hon, Gentleman 
opposite, to be an authority upon agricul- 
ture. 
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. for Scotland ? 


I do not pretend to understand 
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what “ fruit bushes permanently set out ” 
means,and there are many other phrases 
in this Bill which are incomprehensible to 
me. But then, after all, this is a Bill 
which is not intended for the use of ex- 

perts; it is intended for agriculturists, 
who are to find in it a ready and easy 

means of settling their disputes. Will 

they find it in this measure? Let the 
House consider for a moment what it is 
the Government intend to do for Seot- 
land in this Bill, and then how they have 
succeeded or attempted to succeed in 
doing it. I think the right hon. Gentle- 
man will agree with me that what the 
Government intend to do for Scotland is 
this. ‘They propose to give compensation 
for three new kinds or types of inprove- 
ments not hitherto dealt with. The 
Bill indicates the improvements which 
tenants may make if they get the 
landlord’s consent, and those which 
they may have compensation — for 
whether the landlord gives consent or 
not. The Government further propose to 
credit tenants with what may be called 
the inherent capabilities of the land. 
They wish to give the landlord power to 
visit the holding at any time to see what 
is going on, and they wish to reduce 
penal rents to actual value. Ithink the 
right hon. Gentleman will agree that 
these are things that are capable of being 
expressed in homely and simple language. 
Apparently, the Government do not con- 
sider itso. To begin with, the Govern- 
ment take the Act of 1883 and say, “ We 
repeal the first clause, and we allow 
Clauses 2, 3, and 4 to stand ; we repeal 
5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10; then we repeal 17 
to 20, and pass on to 38; and we repeal 
the schedule.” I say, from experience, that 
it will take you a mighty long time to 
discover what is left, and a still longer 
time to discover what is the object of 
leaving anything. I have stated in a 
very short, summary fashion the whole of 
their Bill. Is that a reasonable provision 
It is perfectly true that 

our agriculturists are said to be as intelli- 
gent as the best educated in the world. 

r do not for a moment deny it: 
but, after all, you must not ask agri- 
culturists to assume the attitude of mental 
acrobats for the purpose of ascertaining 
their respective rights and obligations at 
the end of a tenancy. There are three 
ways the Government might have gone 
to work with their measure. There are 
two of these ways which [ would call 
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good, and the third bad. I think the 
Government have chosen the last way. 
The first and best way would be to 
repeal all prior legislation, and to pass a 
simple Bill for Scotland containing all 
the clauses you think should now be 
passed into law. That would afford a 
simple and easy means for the agri- 
culturists to understand what their rights 
and objections are. It is desirable above 
all things that the measure should tell its 
own story, that it should be self-contained, 
and that you should not require to refer to 
other statutes to ascertain what it means. 
The second way would be to pass a 
simple amending Act applicable to Scot- 
land alone. That is not so good a way ; 
but still, following the usual precedent, 
that might have been adopted. But the 
third way the Government have taken 
is that, as I have explained, which 
leads us into chaos and confusion 
worse confounded. What is the reason 
given us for adopting this peculiar and 
unprecedented form of legislation for 
Scotland? The right hon. Gentleman 
opposite will say that this Amendment to 
the motion is a covert and sinister design 
to wreck the measure, and that it is one 
of the familiar devices of an Opposition. 
Well, there is nothing further from my 
intention than to stop or wreck the 
measure, evenif I had the power. If my 
right hon. friend the Lord Advocate gets 
up and on his responsibility tells us that 
the resources of Dover House are ex- 
hausted, and that their draughtsmanship 
cannot produce a better Bill, [ will make 
him a perfectly fair offer. I offer to 
sacrifice a portion of the Kaster recess 
now approaching, and with the material 
the Government has given us, to frame a 
Bill which would tell its own story upon 
its face, so that he who runs may read. 
I will present it to the right hon. Gen- 
tleman before the vacation is ended, and 
surely our Scotch Bill could follow 
rapidly and closely in the wake of the 
English measure. The Scotch Bill would 
then come before the House and_ pass 
with ease, I should imagine. Then we 
should have a measure which would 
really be perfectly intelligible to the agri- 
culturists of Scotland. 


Mr. MUNRO FERGUSON (Leith 
3urghs) : I wish to second the Amend- 
ment. I rise without the slightest in- 


tention of criticising the Bill, which I 
think is a good Bill. I think that so far as 
Mr. Ure. 


{COMMONS} 


Holdings Bill. 1612 


the reform goes to which the right hon. 
Gentleman has set himself, he has 
fulfilled his task in a way which 
does not leave him open to any 
very serious criticism, but { am not 
impressed with his reasons with regard to 
the merging of the Scotch with the 
English Bill. I hope he will not insist 
upon that. We think that there are 
great advantages in having separate treat- 
ment from our point of view. [should 
be curious, I must say, to hear the Lord 
Advocate’s explanation of some of the 
clauses of this Bill. The hon. Members 
for Aberdeenshire who have spoken re- 
ferred to a class of tenants who come 
between the sphere of the Crofters Act 
and the Agricultural Holdings Act. In 
the northern counties you find a small 
class of tenants who pay £30 and £40 a 
year in rent, who have to build their own 
houses and make their own permanent 
improvements, and they are really quite 
as much entitled to compensation as the 
tenants under the Crofters Act. [1 think 
some clause might be framed which would 
give security to this class of smaller 
tenants for the kind of work which they 
have to do in their holdings, and which 
the landlords do in all the larger farm 
steadings in Scotland. If the Bill were 
considered, as we think it should be con 
sidered, by the Scottish Members in Com- 
mittee of the whole House, or by a 
Scottish Grand Committee, what has been 
suggested by the Members from Aber- 
deenshire would be taken in hand. We, 
of course, all know that it is very 
awkward to devise legislation three times 
over in Parliament to meet the state of 
affairs in Scotland, England, and Wales, 
and we have advocated devolution of one 
form or another whereby Grand Com- 
mittees for the Committee stage would 
deal with measures as they come up, and 
as they’affect the separate portions of the 
country. It is, however, proposed to 
relegate this Bill to the Committee on 
Trade, but I do think that this is a case 
in which the agricultural Members and 
the Scotch Members ought to have an 
opportunity of dealing with the details of 
the Bill. 


Amendment proposed 


“To leave out from the word * That, to the 
end of the Question, in order to add the words 
‘it is desirable that legislation relating to 
agricultural holdings in Scotland should pro- 
ceed on the lines hitherto followed ; and that 
it is highly unsatisfactory to legislate on that 
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subject for England and for Scotland in one 
and the same measure’ instead thereof.”— 
(Wi. Ure.) 


Agricultural 


Question proposed, “That the words 
proposed he left out stand part of the 
(Juestion.” 


*THeE LORD ADVOCATE (Mr. A. 
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about twice a week, as I do, they would 
know that there were very difficult 


| questions connected with land tenure in 


| those Acts, and that if there was a case 


under which a claim might be made for 
separate treatment because of Scotch 


‘nomenclature, it would be those Acts. 
|The Succession Duty Act was passed in 


GRAHAM Murray, Buteshire): As my | 


right hon. friend particularly claimed to 
speak as a layman and not as a lawyer, 
and as a great deal of reference has been 
made to the legal portion of this Bill 


1852, but we have gone on comfortably 
ever since. Although it is perfectly true 
that land tenure in Scotland and in 
England, in the proper sense of the term, 


‘is different, yet for the practical purposes 


with a view to showing that it would | 
introduce immense confusion with regard | 
to Scotland, perhaps it is as well I should | 


say a few words. An appeal has been 


made to precedent, and the hon. Member | 


for West Aberdeenshire seemed to depre- 
cate the idea that the Board of Agricul- 
ture should in this matter be the ruling 


authority, and we had an echo of that in | 
‘leases, whereas in England the practice 


the speech to which we have just listened. 
But it seems to have been forgotten, so 
far as precedent is concerned, that the 
Bills we are amending were passed in 
1883, whereas the Board of Agriculture 
Was not constituted until 1889, and that 
that Board was constituted, as the title of 
the Act shows, as a Board of Agriculture 
for Great Britain. That may have been 
right or it may have been wrong, but at 
any Tate it was done, and the hon. 
Member can searcely expect that we 
should graft upon this Bill the creation 
of a new Department. As there is an 
existing Department, it would be little 
less than absurd to give the charge of 
agricultural measures to the Seotch 
Oftice instead of to my right hon. friend, 
with all the expert advice which he has 
at his command. The hon. Member for 
Linlithgow said he knew of no case in 
which Scotch land rights had been dealt 
with in the same Bill as English. “ Land 
rights” is a rather large term. If he 
meant land tenure in the sense of having 
to do with conveyancing and the actual 
title of land, that no doubt is always 
dealt with by a separate Bill, because 
the two systems are quite different. But 
if he means questions such as the 
present, where such technicalities are 
absent, [ cannot give him a_ better 
instance than the Succession Duty Act 
and the Finance Act. There you have 
to deal with very difticuit questions indeed. 
(Oh, oh!”)] Hon. Members who say 
“Oh!” do not know the facts as well as 
I do. If they had to advise on them 


of this Bill it is precisely the same in both 
cases. [clo not mean to say that you 
canno? tind minute differences in the law 
of landlord and tenant in the two coun- 
tries, but they are really the same. The 
practice in Seotland and the practice in 
“ngland have no doubt been very different 
in one sense, that in old days the rule in 
Scotland was to have nineteen years 


was to have year to year tenancies. But 
what does that matter in a Bill which 


‘makes no distinction between long and 


' short tenancies ? 


The compensation for 
improvements is treated in this Bill 
irrespective of the length of a particular 
tenancy. So much for the merits. Now 
let me come to the form. We have 
heard a speech which certainly was meant 
to trade on a feeling on which probably 
it is always safe to trade—namely, the 
patriotism of hon. Members. ‘To listen 
to the speech of the hon. Gentleman 
opposite one would have supposed that 
this Bill was packed with phrases of high 
English which poor unfortunate Scotch- 
men could not understand. But while 
Englishmen may not always be able to 
understand Scotch, [ think Seotchmen 
can always understand English. If this 
Bill is read through, it will be found that 
with the single exception of “ distress ” 
which is in a Section which does not 
apply to Scotland, there is not a single 


term of art. Every term used is a 
term of ordinary English, with the 


possible exception which the hon. Mem- 
ber for the Hawick Burghs flourished, 
namely,“ cesser.” It is quite arguable that 
“cesser” is ordinary English, but at any 
rate to talk about the ditticulties a Scotch 
Judge would have in making out the 
meaning of “ cesser” is pure affectation. 


On referring to the Reports | 
‘find that not only has the effect 


| of the word “ cesser ” been discussed, but 
it is actually a catchword in the Index to 
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the Scotch Reports. Therefore if the | tion to deal with them. The real reason 
Judges did not understand the meaning | we are not allowed to have separate Bills 
of “cesser” they would be very far from | for Scotland is that the Government will 
fit for their duties. The argument used | not give the time of Parliament to the 
by the hon. Member for Linlithgow was | matter. The right hon. Gentleman will 
not an argument on the question of | have to hold his annual meeting at Edin- 
whether there should he a separate | burgh for a good many more years before 
Scotch Bill, but on the question of con- | he gets thoroughly into touch with Scotch 
solidation versus amendment. I challenge | opinion. All the arguments which have 
anybody to go through the Bill and find | been laid before the House in the en- 
a single term of art in it, and [look upon | deavour to controvert the proposition of 
this idea of ultraScotch patriotism as | my hon. friend would apply with equal 
perfectly ridiculous. cogency to Ireland. But in Ireland there 
is a separate department, a separate or- 
Caprain SINCLAIR (Forfarshire): I | ganisation—— 
am glad to be able to support the conten- | 
tion raised by my hon. friend the Member! *Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order! The 
for Linlithgow. Apart altogether from only question before the House is whether 
precedent—and the Lord Advocate has | Parliament should legislate on this sub- 
not attempted to argue that precedent is | ject for England and Scotland by one Bill 
not on our side—let me point out the or by two. 
practical hardship under which we must 
labour even if this Bill is not discussed in} Caprain SINCLAIR: I was simply 
Committee of the whole House. When-| showing that the arguments applicable in 
ever a Scotch Bill is sent to a Committee | this case to Scotland are just as 
upstairs it is the practice that Scotch applicable in principle to the case of Ire- 
Members should be added to the Com- land. I do not wish to go beyond your 
mittee in larger proportion than in the | ruling, and if I do so it is purely by acci- 
case of an English Bill. This is a Bill} dent, but I do feel strongly that the 
which affects both England and Scotland, agricultural interests of Scotland are 
and therefore we cannot in fairness to the | sacrificed by the procedure of the Govern- 
English interests in the matter claim, in| ment in regard to this question. In Ire- 
any way, a preponderating Scotch repre- | land there has been a very great revival 
sentation on the Committee. Everyone of agriculture, which would have been 
knows there are differences between | impossible if Irish interests had not been 
Scotch and English matters, especially in | specially regarded. No one can deny 
regard to land tenure. The right hon. that during the last tive years the pro- 
Gentleman the President of the Board of | gress made in Ireland with regard to 
Agriculture said he stood before the | agriculture has been greater than in any 
House as the advocate of the agricultural | other part of the three kingdoms. I am 
interests. If 1 may be allowed to say so, | not content with the position of Scotland 
that is not at all his primary position in at the present time. The foundation for 
this House in proposing this Bill. He is | any further progress must be a strong 
the advocate of Her Majesty’s Government ' local! interest, but it is entirely contrary 
and of the policy of that Government to that spirit of local interest to adopt 
which has led up to the introduction of the attitude which the Government have 
this Bill. The right hon. Gentleman said adopted in this present Bill. We have in 
this Bill was ready four years ago. If! Scotland the same difficulties as are com- 
that was the case, we complain that it was | plained of in other parts of the kingdom. 
not presented four years ago. I was en- We have men wanting land who cannot 
deavouring to show that the fact of Scot- get land, and we have the same difficulties 
land being grouped with England in this as to the concentration of population. All 
Bill has led to Scotch interests being | this can be combated only by the en- 
sacrificed. Asa matter of fact, legislation ,deavour to stimulate local interest in 
and administration go together, and what | agriculture according to local customs and 
we have suffered from in Scotland is the local habits. It is not only on the legal 
fact that subjects in which we have a arguments which have been put forward 
deep and substantial interest have been | by my hon. friend, but because I believe 
delayed because it has not been possible | that underlying those legal arguments 
for Governments to bring forward legisla- | are the foundations of a revival of agri- 
Mr. A. Graham Murray. 
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culture in Scotland as strong and as use-| Question put. 

ful as the revival of agriculture in Ire- 

land, that I support the motion whichhas The House divided :—Ayes, 115; 
been submitted to the House. Noes, 30. (Division List No. 100. 


AYES. 


Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. | Fry, Lewis 
Archdale, E dward Merv yn Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(CityofLon,) 


Murray, Charles J (Coventry) 
Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Arroll, Sir William ' Godson, Sir Augustus F. Nicholson, William Graham 
— Rt. Hon. John Goldsworthy, Major-General Nicol, Donald Ninian 
Bailey, James (Walworth) Goschen, RtHnGJ(St.George’s | Parkes, Ebenezer 


Pease, HerbertPike( Darlingt’ nm 


Balfour, Kt. Hon. A.J.(Manch’r | Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 


sanbury, Frederick George Goulding, Edward Alfred 





Bethell, Commander Greville, Hon. Ronald Platt-Higgins, Frederick 
Bhownaggree, Sir M. M. | Griffith, Ellis J. Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Blundell, Colonel Henry | Gull, Sir Cameron Pretyman, Ernest George 
Bond, Edward | Hamilton, Rt. Hon. Lord Geo. Purvis, Robert 
—— 4 Rt. Hon. St. John Hanson, Sir Reginald Reckitt, —— James 
—— William Walter Hardy, Laurence Rentoul, James Alexander 
Cavendish, V. C.W.(Derbysh.) | Hare, Thomas Leigh Ritchie, Rt. Hon. Charles T. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) | Helder, Augustus Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm. | Henderson, Alexander Round, James 
Chamberlain,J. Austen(Wore’r Houston, R. P. Russell, T. W. (Tyrone) 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry Jeffreys, Arthur Frederick Seely, Charles Hilton 
rrebiag ore Spencer | Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) | Smith, Abel H. (Christchurch) 
Cohen, Benjamin Louis | Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William | Smith, JamesParker(Lanarks. 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse | Keswick, William Smith, Hon. W. F. D. (Strand) 
Colomb, Sir John Charles BR. | Kimber, Henry | Stanley, Edw. Jas. (Somerset) 
Colston, Chas. E. H. Athole | Lawrence,Sir E.Durnine(Corn | Strutt, Hon. Charies Hedley 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth | Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie Tollemache, Henry James 
Corbett, A. Cameron(Glasgow | Long, RtHonWalter(Liverpool | Tomlinson, Wim. Edw. Murray 
Cornwallis, Fiennes Stan. W. | Loyd, Archie Kirkman Warner, Thomas Courtenay Tl’. 
Cotton-Jordrell,Col. Edw.T.D. | Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Curzon, Viscount | Macartney, W. G. Ellison Welby, Lt-ColA.C.E. (Taunton 
Dalkeith, Earl of M‘killop, James Welby.SirCharlesG. E.( Notts. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph | Maleolm, [an Wentworth, Bruce C. Vernon- 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- | Maple, Sir John Blundell Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Dyke, Rt. Hn. Sir William Hart Martin, Richard Biddulph Williams, Colonel R. (Dorset) 
Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward | Mellor, Col. (Lancashire) Williams,JosephPowell-(Birm 
Fergusson, Rt. Hn.SirJd.Mane’r | Milward, Col. Victor Wilson-Todd,Wm. H.(Yorks. ) 
Finlay, Sir Robert Bannatyne | Monckton, Edward Philip Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E. R. (Batis 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas | More, R. Jasper (Shropshire) Wyndham, George 
Fitz Wyeram, General Sir F. | Morton,ArthurH.A.(Deptford = Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) | Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. | TELLERS FoR THE AYES—Mr. 
Foster Harry S. (Suffolk) Murray, Rt Hn. A. G. (Bute) Anstruther and Mr. Fisher. 
NOES. 
Abraham, W. (Cork, N.E.) Horniman, Frederick Jolin Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Asquith, Rt. Hon. Herbert H. | Jones, D. Brynmor (Swansea) | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Jones, Win. (Carnarvonshire) Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Caldwell, James Kilbride, Denis Ure, Alexander 
Channing, Francis Allston M‘Dermott, Patrick Wason, Eugene 
Doogan, Pp. C. Maddison, Fred. Weir, James Galloway 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Morgan,J. Lloyd (Carmarthen) | W fem: Henry J.(York, W.-K.) 
Goddard, Daniel Ford | Price, Robert John Yoxall, James Henry 
Gurdon, Sir Wm. Brampton toberts, John Bryn (Eifion) =| TELLERS FOR THE NOES 
Haldane, Richard Burdon Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. Mr. Caustonand Mr. Munro 
Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- Sinclair,Capt. Jolin (Forfarsh. ) Ferguson. 
Main Question put, and agreed to. | *Mr. CALDWELL (Lanarkshire, Mid) : 
I object to this Bill being referred to the 
Bill read a second time. Grand Committee on Trade. Scotland 


brew proportionately, larger agricultural 
Motion made, and Question proposed, | interests than England” has. In the 
“That the Bill be committed to the | ordinary case of referring Scotch Bills to 


Standing Committee on Trade, &ec.”—-| Grand Committees, matters are so 
(Mr, Long.) arranged that, whilst retaining the balance 
( 
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of parties, a preponderating number of ; because we should be discussing simply 


Scotch Members are added to, or form | matte~s of detail. 


the actual attendance of, the Committee. 
In the present case, as the Bill equally 


applies to England, the English Members | 


will desire their full representation, 
leaving only one-eleventh for Scotland to 
be divided between the two sides of the 
House, allowing only three for the Opposi- 
tion, a totally inadequate representation 
for what is the most important Bill of the 
Session relating to Scotland. It is bad 
enough to be out-voted by English 
Members on purely Scotch Bills, but 
worse to be deprived of all opportunity 
of discussing an important Scotch Bill in 
Committee, 
being deprived of 
Institutions. 
Members protested against the Heclesias- 


her representative 


tical Assessment (Scotland) Bill being | 


sent upstairs. The Government in- 
tend to remit two other questions to 
the same Committee. One is the 
Railway Servants Bill, and that will take 
along time. The Factories Bill is also to 
he remitted to the Standing Committee 
on Trade, and now there is this Bill to be 
considered by the same Committee. What 
in the world are you going to have con- 
sidered in this House /—-for you are send- 
ing everything upstairs. It is not as if 
this House were over-pressed with work. 
It seemed as if the Government by send- 
ing these three important Bills to the 
Grand Committee on Trade meant to have 
an excuse for droppingone or moreof them. 
I think everyone in the House will admit 
that the majority should not he over- 
hearing upon a question of this kind with 
the minority ; and to say that upon an 
important Agricultural Bill this side 
should have only four Scotch Members on 
the Committee upstairs is treating Scot- 
land in a way which is very unfair. 


*CoLONEL MILWARD (Stratford-upon- 
Avon): I do not often agree with the 
views of the hon. Member for Mid Lanark- 
shire, but [regret thatthe Government have 
determined to send this Bill to the Stand- 
ing Committee on Trade upstairs, because 
it is a measure which affects largely the 
agricultural interest generally. It must 
be admitted that it is a large Bill, and 
that there are more Members in this 
House interested in agricultural questions 
than in any other question. It has been 


said that it is unnecessary for us to take 
part in this Second Reading discussion, 


Mr. Caldwell. 


Step by step Scotland is | 


Only the other day Scotch | 


‘tions after the 


This Bill is almost en- 
tirely concerned with questions of detail, and 
those questions alone can be dealt with in 
Committee. The oaly opportunity, there- 
fore, of pressing Amendments is to get 
some member of the Committee to move 
them, and it is impossible that any 
member of the Committee can take 
charge of an hon. Member’s Amendment 
and do it the same justice as the hon. 
Member himself would do. When the 
Bill returns to the House it is perfectly 
true that you can put down the same 
Amendment, but the answer given is in- 
variably, “This matter has been discussed 
and settled upstairs.” [t is almost im- 
possible to carry out alterations after- 
wards, because this answer is so ready 
and effective, and even those Members 
who vote in favour of an Amendment up- 
stairs willoften vote against it upon Report, 
inorder to act loyally to the Committce 
upstairs. Under these circumstances | 
regret that the Government have made 
up their mind to send the Bill upstairs, 
hecause I think it is one of those measures 
which could be dealt with better in Com- 
mittee of the whole House. 


Sir BRAMPTON GURDON (Nortolk, 
N.): I desire to say a few words upon 
this point, because it is a Bill which con- 
cerns agriculturists - alone, and I repre- 
sent an agricultural constituency. The 
right hon, Gentleman is aware of the diffi- 
culty which any hon. Member has in 
persuading the House to make any altera- 
3ill has been threshed out 
by the Grand Committee. This Bill re- 
quires very considerable amendment. It 
seems to me as if someone had gone 
through the Bill of 1883 and made pencil 
notes upon it of the amendments re- 
quired, and instead of drafting » uew Bill, 
the Bill has been reproduced with the 
pencil notes. Having regard to the im- 
portance of this Bill, I hope the right 


hon. Gentieman will not press the 
motion. 
Mr. WARNER (Staffordshire, Lich- 


field): Upon this question I wish to add 
my voice to the opinions expressed by 
those who have spoken before me. — ‘This 
has been a very technical debate, and the 
speeches have shown that this measure is 
dealing with a purely agricultural sub- 
ject, and it should be left to agricultural 
Members to decide. If it goes to the 
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Grand Committee on Trade the agricul- 
tural Members representing agricultural 
constituencies will have very little say in 
the matter, and [ am afraid it will be 


made into a Bill which will not suit 
agricultural constituencies. I do ask 
the Government to reconsider — this 


motion, and give agricultural Members 
some reasonable chance of moving 
Amendments. 


*Mr. LONG: One of the grounds upon 
which we have been asked to reconsider 
our determination to refer this Bill to 
the Standing Committee on Trade is that 
opportunities may be given to Scottish 
Members to press forward Scottish 
interests, of which we have heard a good 
deal to night. The hon. Member has 
evidently overlooked the fact that the 
Committee of Selection have added some 
fifteen members to the Standing Com- 
mittee on Trade for the purpose of con- 
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sidering the measures which have been 
referred to that Committee. I believe it 
is the most businesslike method of deal- 
ing with a measure of this kind to refer 
it to the Committee upstairs, where the 
speeches are not so long, and 
where you get every point considered 
from a practical point of view. The 
Government have taken this course 
with a view of getting forward 
with the measure, and | do not think this 
House will be deprived of a reasonable 
opportunity of introducing Amendments. 
There might be something said against 
my proposal if this Bill raised matters of 
a strictly party and controversial cha- 
racter, but that cannot be said in this 
case. I hope the House will accept the 
motion which I have made. 


Question put. 


The 


Noes, 35. 


House divided :—Ayes, 110 ; 


(Division List No. 101.) 








Acland-Hood, Capt. Sir A. F. 
Archdale, Edward Mervyn 
Arrol, Sir William 

Atkinson, Rt. Hon. John 


Bailey, James (Walworth) 
Balfour, Rt. Hn. A.J.(Manceh’r 
Banbury, Frederick George 
Bethell, Commander 
Bhownageree, Sir M. M. 
Blunde:l. Colonel Henry 
Bond, Edward 

Brodrick, Rt. Hon. St. Jolin 


Carlile, William Walter 
Cavendish. V. C. W. (Derbysh. 
Cecil, Evelyn (Hertford, East) 
Chamberlain, Rt. Hon. J. (Birm 
Chamberlain. J. Austen (Wo'r 
Chaplin, Rt. Hon. Henry 
Charrington, Spencer 

Cohen, Benjamin Louis 
Collings, Rt. Hon. Jesse 
Colomb, Sir John Chas. Ready 
Colston, Chas. Edw. H. Athole 
Cook, Fred. Lueas (Lambeth) 
Corbett, A. Cameron (Glasgow) 
Cornwallis, FiennesStanlev W. 
Cotton-Jodrell, Col. Edw. T.D 
Curzon, Viscount 


Dalkeith, Earl of 
Douglas, Rt. Hon. A. Akers- 
Dyke, Rt Hn Sir William Hart 


Fellowes, Hn. Ailwyn Edward 
Fergusson, Rt. HnsSird.(Mane’r 
Finlay, Sir Robt. Bannatyne. 
Firbank, Joseph Thomas 

Fitz Wygram, General Sir F. 
Foster, Colonel (Lancaster) 
Foster, Harry 8. (Suffolk) 
Fry, Lewis 


AYES. 


Gibbs, Hn. A.G. H.(Cityof Lond 
Godson, SirAuyustusFrederick 
Goldsworthy, Major-General] 

Goschen, RtHnG.J (StGeorge’s 


| Goschen, George J. (Sussex) 





Goulding, Edward Alfred 
Greville, Hon. Ro mald 
Gull, Sir Cameron 


Hamilton, Rt. Hn. Lord George 
Hanson, Sir Reginald 

Hardy, Lauren :e 

Hare, ‘Thomas Leigh 

Helder, Augustus 

Henderson, Alexander 
Houston, R. P. 


Jelireys, Arthur Frederick 
Johnstone, Heywood (Sussex) 


Kenyon-Slaney, Col. William 
Keswick, William 
Kimber, Henry 


Lawrence,SirE. Durning-(Corn 
Leigh-Bennett, Henry Currie 
Long, Rt. Hon. Walter(Liverp’] 
Loyd, Archie Kirkman 
Lyttelton, Hon. Alfred 
Macartney, \W. G. Ellison 
M‘Killop, James 

Malcolm, [an 

Maple, Sir John Blundell 
Martin, Richard Biddulph 
Mellor, Colonel (Lancashire) 
Monckton, Edward Philip 
More, Robt. J. (Shropshire) 
Morton, A. H. A. (Deptford) 
Mowbray, Sir Robert Gray C. 
Murray, kt. Hoa. A. G.(Bute) 
Murray, Charles J. (Coventry 


Newdigate, Francis Alexander 


Nicholson, William Graham 
Nicol, Donald Ninian 


Parkes, Ebenezer 

Pease, Herbt. Pike (Darlington 
Phillpotts, Captain Arthur 
Platt-Higeins, Frederick 
Powell, Sir Francis Sharp 
Pretyman, Ernest George 
Purvis, Robert 


Rentoul, James Alexander 
Ritchie, Rt. Hon. ChasTh sanson 
Robertson, Herbert (Hackney) 
Round, James 


Russell, ‘I. W. (Tyrone) 


| Seely, Charles Hilton 


Smith, Abel H. (Christehureh) 
Smith, J. Parker (Lanarksh.) 


| Smith, Hon. W. F. D.(Strand) 
| Stanley, Edward J. (Somerset) 


| Strutt, Hon. Charles Hedley 


Tollemache, Henry James 
Tomlinson, Wm. Edw.Murray 


Webster, Sir Richard E. 
Welby, Lt. -Col. A.C.E.(Tauntn 
Welby, Sir Chas. G. £. (Notts. ) 
Wentworth, Bruce C. Veruon- 
Whitmore, Charles Algernon 
Williams, Col. R. (Dorset) 
Williams, J. Powell- (Birm.) 
Wilson-Todd, W. H. ( Yorks.) 
Wodehouse, Rt. Hn. E.R.( Bath) 
“Wyndham, George 


Yerburgh, Robert Armstrong 


AYES 


| TELLERS FOR THE . 
and Mr. 


Mr. Anstruther 
Fisher. 
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NOES. 
Abraham, William(Cork,N.E. | Haldane, Richard Burdon Roberts, John H. (Denbighsh. 
Asyuith,Rt.Hn. HerbertHenry , Hayne, Rt. Hon. C. Seale- | Soames, Arthur Wellesley 
Buchanan, Thomas Ryburn Horniman, Frederick John | Sullivan, Donal (Westmeath) 
Causton, Richard Knight Jones, David B. (Swansea) | Tanner, Charles Kearns 
Channing, Francis Allston Jones, William (Carnarvonsh. | Ure, Alexander 
Crilly, Daniel Kilbride, Denis | Warner,Thormas Courtenay T. 
Disraeli, Coningsby Ralph Maddison, Fred. | Wason, Eugene 
Doogan, P. C. Milward, Colonel Victor | Weir, James Galloway 
Farquharson, Dr. Robert Morgan, J. Lloyd (Carmarth’n | Wilson, Henry J.(York, W.R. 
Ferguson, R. C. Munro(Leith) | Moulton, John Fletcher 
Gioddard, Daniel Ford | Price, Robert John | TELLERS FOR THE NoEsS— 
(iriffith, Ellis J. feckitt Harold James Captain Sinclair and Mr. 
Gurdon, Sir Wim. Brampton Roberts, John Bryn (Eifion) Caldwell. 

In pursuance of the Order of the House Adjourned accordingly at five 
of the 6th day of this instant April, Mr. minutes before Twelve of 
: 2 Pe the clock till Thursday, 
Speaker adjourned the House without 26th April. 


Question put. 
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FINANCIAL STATEMENT (I900—I90)). 


(FINAL FIGURES.) 


RETURN to an Order of the Honourable The House of Commons, 
dated 3 April 1900 ;—/or, 


COPY of “SrateMENT showing the REVENUE and EXPENDITURE for 1899-1900, 
and the ESTIMATED EXPENDITURE for 1900-1901.” 





Treasury Chambers, | . a ‘ 





1899—1900. 

TabLe I. showing how the Amount issued from the Exchequer to meet the 
Expenditure in 1899-1900 compares with the Estimated Expenditure, (1) 
exclusive, and (2) inclusive of War Charges. 

1. Exclusive of War Charges. 


1899-1900. 




















| 
| Additional | | Exchequer 
ee + a Pay avo | si _— | senees. 
Expenditure | for which Sup- | Tota | : 
| provided plementary | Estimated Poy 1] | ome pt bes 
for in the Estimates | Expenditure. euncadiees Total m 
Budget. were j xp BLUES. Estimated 
presented. | Expenditure. 
£ £ | £ £ £ 
| 
I. CONSOLIDATED FUND | 
SERVICES. | | 
l. National Debt Services - | 23,000,000 “se 23,000,000 23,000,000) — 
2. Other Consolidated Fund | 
Services - z - | 1,603,000 — | 1,603,000 1,584,000 | — 19,000 
3. Payments to Local | 
Taxation Accounts” - 1,147,000 — | 1,147,000 1,150,000 | + 3,000 
ae aE eo 
Total Consolidated | | 
Fund Services - | 29,750,000 - | 25,750,000 | 25,734,000 |— 16,000 
II, SupPLY SERVICES. 
} 
1. Army (ineluding Ord- _ | | 
nance Factories) - - | 20,617,000 47,000 | 20,664,000 | 20,600,000 & 64,000 
2 Navy - - - - | 26,595,000 _ | 26,595,000 | 26,000,000 ' — 595,000 
3. Civil Services- - - | 22,180,000 698,000 | 22,878,000 | 22,530,000 — 348,000 
4, Customs. - - -! — 847,000 | - | _ 847,000 840,000 — —7,000 
5. Inland Revenue” - - | 1,966,000 | _ | 1,966,000 1,960,000 , — 6,000 
6. Post Office - - -| 8,553,000 | | 8,553,000 | 8,480,000 — 73,000 
7. Telegraph Service - 3,638,000 | _ | 3,638,000 | 3,601,000 | — _— 37,000 
8. Packet Service 781,000 | 781,000 | 760,000 | — 21,000 








Total Supply Services - 








| 
| _ 
| 85,177,000 | 745,000 | 85,922,000 | 84,771,000 | — 1,151,000 


GRAND TOTAL (ex- 
clusive of War 
Charges) - -£ 





110,927,000 | 745,000 | 111,672,000 | 110,505,000 — 1,167,000 
| 
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ii. FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900—1901). 


2. Inclusive of War Charges. 

















1899—1900. 
| Additional } Exchequer 
r —_ | dxpenditare | notid Amount Tewaee. 
1 ached | Expenditure | for which Sup- ota : j 
| provided | plementary |  Eetimated Rosey ty tant ee, 
for in the Estimates | Expenditure. py endit ae tal = 
Budget. cae penditure. _ Tota 
| resented Estimated 
| pres . Expenditure. 
- = % ee ce Ree eee Fae pred 
£ £ £ E - 
GRAND TOTAL (as above) - | 110,927,000 745,000 | 111,672,000 110,505,000 — 1,167,000 
1. CONSOLIDATED FUND 
SERVICES. | 
Interest on Treasury (War) | 
Bills- - - - - | - — 217,000 + 217,000 
1 
II. SUPPLY SERVICES. 
Grants to meet War Charges oo | 23,000,000 , 23,000,000 23,000,000 
GRAND TOTAL (inclusive of | | 
War Charges) - - - | 110,927,000 | 23,745,000 134,672,000 | 133,722,000 — 950,000 








In order to show the entire expenditure for which the State was responsible in 1899-1900, 


there have to be added (1) the expenditure to which the Public Revenue paid into the Local 


Taxation Accounts is devoted, and (2) the expenditure chargeable to Capital Account. 


additions are made in the following statement. 


I. Expenditure chargeable against Exchequer Revenue as in above 
II. Expenditure chargeable against Local Taxation Revenue - 


III. Expenditure chargeable against Capital — - - 


Total- — - - - - - 





table- 


These 


133,722,000 
9,717,000 





143,639,000 
4,847,000 





148,486,000 


TABLE II.—Showing how the Exchequer Receipts in 1899--1900 compare with the 
Budget Estimate and with the Exchequer Receipts of the previous year (1898-99). 





Exchequer 
Receipts in 
1898-99. 
£ 

20,850,000 
29,200,000 
11,400,000 
7,630,000 
770,000 
1,600,000 
18,000,000 


89,450,000 








12,710,000 
3,150,000 
430,000 
713,000 





1,883,000 


18,886,000 | 


108,336,000 | 


Customs - - = z : : 
Excise : : E : . E 
Estate, &c. Duties = - ; ‘ . 
Stamps - - . : ' , 
Land Tax - - 2 : : 
House Duty — - - : 
Property and Income Tax - - - 
ToraL EXCHEQUER RECEIPTS 

FROM TAXES - . - 


Post Office - - ‘ : ; 

Telegraph Service — - : - 

‘ 

Crown Lands - : : ; : 

Receipts from Suez Canal Shares and 
sundry Loans - ; - . . 

Miscellaneous — - - . , : 


ToTaL ExcueQuer RECEIPTS) 
FROM NON-TAX REVENUE -f 


TOTALS - & 


Budget 
Estimate for 
1899-1900. 


21,770,000 
29,850,000 
11,150,000 
8,050,000 
800,000 
1,650,000 
18,300,000 


1,570,000 


9 


13,200,000 
3,300,000 
450,000 


787,000 
1,850,000 


19,587,000 





111,157,000 


Exchequer 

Receipts in 

1899-1900. 

£ 

23,800,000 
32,100,000 
14,020,000 
8,500,000 
790,000 
1,670,000 
18,750,000 


99,630,000 


13.300,000 
3,350,000 
450,000 


834.000 
2,276,000 


20,210,000 


119,840,000 
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FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900—1901). iil. 


TaBLE III.—Showing how the Aggregate Revenue raised by the State in 1899-1900 
compares with the Aggregate Revenue raised in 1898-9. 





1. Customs : 
Exchequer - - - 
Local Taxation Accounts- 


9. Excise: 
Exchequer - - 
Local Taxation Accounts 


3. Estate, &e. Duties: 
Exchequer - ; 
Local Taxation Accounts- 


4. Stamps - “ 
5. Land Tax - - 
6. Inhabited House Duty - 
7. Income Tax - : 


8. Non-Tax Revenue- : 





ToraL TAX REVENUE - 


AGGREGATE REVENUE raised by the State £ 


(a) For the Exchequer- 


(6) For the Local Taxation Accounts - - 


*The aggregate total of £18,473,000 is exclusive of t 


_— |] 





| Receipts, Receipts, 
1898-1899. | 1899-1900. 
£ | £ 


20,850,000 | 23,800,000 
204,000 | 228,000 


| 





| 
| 





21,054,000 | 24,028,000 





29,200,000 32,100,000 
2,084,000 5,236,000 
fy 2S4,000 371 335,000 


11,400,000 
4,233,000 


14,020,000 
4,453,000 





13,633,000 


7,630,000 
770,000 
1,600,000 
18,000,000 


9,971,000 
18,886,000 


117,857,000 


18,473,000 


8,500,000 
790,000 
1,670,000 
18,750,000 


109,547,000 
20,210,000 


129,757,000 





108,536,000 
9,521,000 


119,840,000 


9,917,000 


he sum of £47,000 which was not paid 


into the Exchequer or into the Local Taxation Accounts ; but was devoted, in pursuance of the 
Act 62 and 63 Vict., c. 17, to relieve owners of tithe rentcharge attached to benefices. 








iv. FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900-—1901), 


TABLE 1V.—Giving the National Balance Sheet of 1899-1900 (1) exclusive and 
(2) inclusive of War Charges. 





1. Exclusive of War Charges. 




















Revenue. Expenditure. 
£ £ 
I.--Exchequer Receipts from I.—Consolidated Fund 
Taxes (as in Table II.) 99,630,000 Services (as in 
Table I.) - - 25,734,000 
Il.—Exchequer _ Receipts II.—Supply Services (as 
from Non-TaxRevenue in Table L) - - 84,771,000 
(as in Table IL.) - 20,210,000 — 7 
Total - - 110,505,000 
Surplus - - 9,335,000 
Total - - 119,840,000 Totai - - 119,840,000 








2. Inclusive of War charges. 

















£ £ 

Total Revenue (as above) - 119,840,000 | Total Expenditure (as 

above) - - - 110,505,000 
Deficiency - - 13,882,000 | Add War Charges : 

(1) Interest on Trea- 
sury Bills - - 217,000 
(2) Army Grants - 25,000,000 
Total - - 133,722,000 Total - - 133,722,000 
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FINANCIAL STATEMENT (1900—1901). 


1900—1901. 

TaBLE V.—Showing how the Provision to be made in the Budget of 1900--1 

(according to Estimates presented) compares with the provision made in the 
Budget of 1899-1900 (1) exclusive, and (2) inclusive of War Charges. 








| Provi ision to 


be made 


More (+) or 



































™ Provision naniel in ro of | less ou 
service. i t of the Budge 
" “iso-1900, *eeording t0 | Estimate for 
Estimates ecsieee 
presented. | 
i. + Exclusive of Wa ar Chars ges. 
I.—COoNSOLIDATED FUND SERVICES. | £ £ | £ 
1. National Debt Services - | 23,000,000 23,000,000 — 
2. Other Consolidated Fund Services - | 1,603,000 1,600,000 — 3,000 
3. Payments to Local Taxation Accounts 1,147,000 1,150,000 | + 3,000 
ToTAL CONSOLIDATED FUND SERVICES | 25,750, 000 | 5,750,000 | —~ 
IL.—Suppiy SERVICES. | 
1. Army ee nonin Factories) | 20,617,000 23,703,000 | +3,086,000 
2, Navy - e - = | 26,595,000 27,523,000 + 928,000 
3. Civil Services (Miscellaneous) - - | 22,180,000 22,839,000 | + 659,000 
4, Customs and Inland Revenue - - 2,813,000 2'833,000 | + 20,000 
5. Post Office - - - - -| 8,553,000 8 844,000 + 291,000 
6. Telegraph Service - - - - | 3,638,000 3,770,000 | + 132,000 
7. Packet Service . - - - | 781,000 | 773,000 | — 8,000 
TOTAL SUPPLY SERVICES” - - -| 85 17 7, 000 90,285, 000 | +5,108,000 
GranpTorar(exclusiveof War Charges) | 110,927,000 116,035,000 + 5,108,000 
2. Inclusive of War Charges. 
£ £ £ 
GRAND TOTAL (as above) - - 110,927,000 | 116,035,000 |+ 5,108,000 
I.—ConsoLipaTED FUND SERVICES. 
National Debt Services :— 
(1.) Interest on Treasury (War) 
Bills - - - - - | _ 250,000 |+ 250,000 
(2.) Interest on War Loan - - — 619,000 |+ 619,000 
| 
II.—Supr._y SERVICEs. | 
Army (Extraordinary Charges to meet | 
War Expenditure) - | = 37,797,000 | + 37,797,000 
GRAND Tora. (inclusive of War 
Charges) - - - - | 110,927,000 | 154,701,000 |+ 43,774,000 
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APPENDIX HII. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. SESSION 1500. 


List OF RuLEs, OrpErs, &¢., which have been presented during the Session, and 
are required by Statute to lie for an appointed number of Days upon the Table 
of the House. 


(Continuation of List: given in preceding Volume.) 





Period (after 
| Presentation) to lie 
upon the Table. 


Date of 


Title of Paper. Presentation. 





London Government Act, 1899 (Metropolitan 27 March | 30 days 
Boroughs),—Copy of Drafts of Orders in | | 
Council for the establishment of the Metro- 
politan Boroughs of Holborn, St. Pancras, 
and Stepney, and incorporating the | 
Councils thereof, and for other purposes 
connected therewith [62 and 63 Vic., 
c. 14, s. 15 (2)] 


~ 


Irish Land Commission (Rules),—Copy of 28 March 100 sitting days 
Rule made by the Irish Land Commission 
under the Land Purchase Acts, dated the 
19th March, 1900 [44 and 45 Vic., ¢. 49, 
s. 50 (3)} 


London Government Act, 1899 (Metropolitan 29 March 30 days 

Boroughs),—Copy of Drafts of Orders in 
Council for the establishment of the 
Metropolitan Boroughs of Chelsea, Fins- 
bury, Kensington, and Paddington, and 
incorporating the Councils thereof; and 
for other purposes in connection there- 
with [62 and 63 Vic., c. 14, s. 15 (2)] 


Supreme Court of Judicature Act (Ireland), 3 April 100 sitting days 
1877,—Copy of Order in Council, dated | 
31st March, 1900, giving effect toa Rule, 
of Court [40 and 41 Vic., ¢. 57, s. 69} 


Board of Education,—Copy of Minute, dated 6 April ' One Month 
6th April, 1900, establishing Higher Ele- 
mentary Schools [33 and 34 Vie., ¢. 75, 
s. 97] 


Agriculture and Technical Instruction (Ire- 9 April | 40 sitting days 
land) Act, 1899,—Copy of Regulations for | 
the Appointment of Members of the | | 
Council of Agriculture, the Agricultural 
Board, and the Board of Technical Instruc- | | 
tion, under The Agriculture and Technical | | 
Instruction (Ireland) Act, 1899 [62 and 
63 Vic., c. 50, s. 28] | 
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